
I,EGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

Tuesd(JNh .. f27ih JYiay, 1924. 

The A::>semblv met in the Assembly Chamber at Eleven of the Clock. 
he Officiating ·President (The llonomable Sir Chimanlal Haribl 
~talvad, Kt.) was in the Chair. 

Mr. President, standing, took the Oath. , 

:MEMBERS SWORN. 

The H ononrable Sir Alexander 
f.K (Home l\fembcr) ; The Honourable 
C.I .E., C.H.E. (Industries Member) ; Mr. Henry 
lrmy Secretary) ; I\:Ir. Denys de Saumarez 
L.A. (Foreign Secretary) ; Mr. Joseph William 
.r. •. A. (Secretary, Department of Education, 
r. Hubert Arthur Sams, C.I.E., 1\LL.A. (Director General of Posts 
td Telegraphs) ; Mr. Clement Daniel Hindley, M .. L.A. (Chid 
~mmissioner Railways) ; Mr. Alexander Loftus Tottenham, 
[.I..~.A. (Mt'lfil)er, Central Board 'of Mr. Riehanl l•ittlchailes, 
!.L.A. (lVla.11ras :Nominated Official) ; Hao Calamur.ViravaUi 
isvanatha Sastri, M.ILA. : ~J ominat(>,cl Mr. V{alter 
~ank Undson, C.I.E., (Bombay : Official) ; 
r. Georirt' Harold William Ivi.L.A. (Bengal : Nominated Official); 
~. Crewe Armand Hamilton Townsend, C.I.K, M.L.A. ([\mjab : 
,minnted Official) ; ~lr. tTames M.hA. (Assam : Nominated 
ficial) ; )Jr. W ali Mahomed Hussana1ly, M.L.J:\.. (Sind : Mnha~madan 
1ral) ; 2\k Edward ]'raneis Sykes, M.L.A. (Bombay: European) ; 
r. A. C0('hran, C.B.E., M.L.A. (Bengal : European) ; .All:.-:, r.rbm~ttH 
~th:;>w ·thalmnPB, (i S.I, ~ (J~s;u<:H F'uropf!~. 

~XPRESSION'S OF CONDOI.JENCES AND CONGRATULATIO)tiS. 
:) DEAniS O:B' MR. SATrsn CnANDRA MAULVI MIYAN As.TADULhi\.II 

AND Sm AsrruTOSH MuKHAlUI. 

\\mGRATUIJA'riONS TO i~IR. PRESIDENT, TIIE IIoNmJRADLE Sm ALEXANDER 

MuDDIMAN AND THE HoNOURABLE Sm BnUPENDRA NATH MrrRA. 
Dr. H. S. Gour (Central Provinces Hindi Divisions : Non-Muham. 

: Sir, as an old elected 'Member of this House I wish to interrupt 
~proceedings at this for a moment. In the :first place, I regret 
have to bring to your notice and through you, Sir, to the Members 

1 this TT Ollsc the sad tidings which have reached this morning of the 
1.ath of ::\h:. Satish Chandra Ghosh, son of the late Sir Chandra Madhab 
'osh, who was an esteemed Member of the last Assembly. He repre
~ted, Sir. in this House the Bengal Landholders' constituency·. His 
nple and unostentatious life, devoted to the cause o£ the country, 
d his warm adherence to the Reforms and to the procedure and 
'vice or this House ·will be remembered by those who were .Members 
n3L~ ., { 2231 } A 
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{If the last Assembly. His brother, Mr. Surenllra Chandra Ghosh, who 
succeedtJ<l him, is a Member of this House. He received a telt•grnm 
that his hrt>ther expired yesterday morning. Bir, I have no doubt th:tt 
~!embers llf this House feel the los!!~ which this Centl·al L<>gislature an1l 
the country have sut!ered by his untimely <lt•ath and, I ask you, Sir, 
to comey to his son, Mr. S. C. Ghosh, Barrister-at-Law, the sympathy 
and eondolq1.ce of the Members of this Legislature. 

Anoth~.:•· Member of the olrl House and also a Mllmber of the present 
Assembly, whose flowing eloquence in Urdu was well known to the 
:Members of this Assembly, has also expired since we last met. .Manl\'i 
Asjadullah was one of the few Members who rarcfnlly watchell \ihc 
}Jroceedin~s Clf this House and occasionally contributed to it!!! <liscm;
sions. Sir. 1 request you to convey to his family the feeling of loss 
which thiq House has sustained by his death. 

Anotht•r death I have to bring to your notice. Sir Ashutosh 
Mukharji was a Member of the late Imperial Legislative Council. lie 
was one of the most distinguished Judges of tht> Calcutta Iligh Court. 
As Vice-('hancellor of the Calrutta Universit~~. he has rendered 
memorable service in the cause of higher education. After serving his 
full tt'rm, he reverted to his first love, the Bar ; and, while in harnrs'l 
and in the actual discharge of his professional duty, he has Huddenly 
txpired. I request you, Sir, to convey to his son the sad loss which the 
~ountry has suffered by his death. 

And •. now, Sir, I wish to take this opportunity to congratulate you n, · 
our first non-official President. As a distinguished member of my pro
!ecision and one who has served the· Go,·ernmcnt in many responsible 
capacities, you fully deserve to hold the place to which you have been 
appointed by Ilis Excellency the Viceroy. (Applause.) We wish to 
comey to you our utmost confidence and we assure you that during your 
tenure of office we shall all Hupport you as the occupant of the Presiden
tial Ch~air. 

In Sir·Alexander :Muddiman we do not spy a stran~er in this Honse. 
Thoug-h a Member of another llou~;e, he has passed most of his spare 
time in the galleries of this House and I am sure that his predilection and 
bis lo\'e have aecelerated the paee which finds him aN an occupant of the 
seat of the Leader of this As~embly. That is the fitting place for him and 
I think I am voicing the sentimentli of all when I cong-ratulate the Honour
able Sir Alexander Muddiman upon his appointment as Home 1\Iember 
and upon the assumption of his office as Leader of this House. (Applause.) 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru (Meerut.Division : Non-1\!uhammadan Rural): 
I would also like, Sir, to join in welcoming the new Home Member to 
~his House. I have not the honour Qf knowing him personally yet, but 
his speech at the Viceroy's dinner has won over my heart. Like him, 
Sir, I am also a lover of peace and like him I hate war and I hope, Sir, 
he will be able to give us the peace we are all yearning for. If, however, 
it has to be war, I can assure the Honourable gentleman that he will 
find the Swarajists always in the thick of the fight. 

Dr. H. 1. Gour : Sir, I apologise to the House for having made an 
omis . .-ion. I wish to convey on behalf of the Mrmbers of this House their 
warm C'Ongratulations upon the appointment of Sir BhupenJra Nath ~Iltra. 
as a Member of the Encutive Council. (Applause.) 
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Mr. Bipin Chandra Pal (Calcutta: N'on~:Muhammadan Urban) : I 
desire, ~ir, to associate myself with the statement of my Honourable friend 
Dr. Gour in regard to the friends whom we have lost since we met last 
time. 

The news of the death of Sir Ashutosh Mukharji came to us yesterday 
at about 3 or 4 o'clock through the Associated Press and it literally 
atunned those of his countrymen who· heard of it last evening. We have 
110t u yet fully re<:overed from the shock which that news gave us when 
we have got the llflWS of the death of one of the Members of t(ho last 
A~mbly ; Babu Hatish Chandra Ohosh. As regards .Mian .A.Hjadullan M 

l>~ld heard of his death during the recess. 

I will n1.1t detain this IIouse by dilating upon the excellent services 
which all these gentlemen rendered to their country in the various :~pheres 
of their public uctivity. 'l'he oue thing that most impresses us all is the 
irreparable lo . .;s wh1ch the caw;e of Indian education, the cause of Univer
sity education, anrll mi{!ht add the cause of the Indian political progresll 
aho, haii suffered from the death of Sir Ashutosh Mukharji. lie 'WM the 
maker of the present Indian Calcutta University and we were looking 
forward eagerly and 'with great hopes to the day when he would come to . 
thi~t House, either on thi > side-who knows tha.t he was not coming on the 
othf'r side abo-but whichever side of the House he would have elected 
to come to and occupy, we were all looking forward to having him as a r~reat 
pillar of strength to the cause which we all have at heart. But God has 
willed otherwise. The Calcutta University, my Alma ilf.ater, stands widow
ed, ~it·, to day, aml the place which ha.~ been left vacant by the dea,th of Sir 
.Aiihutosh Mukharj1 will never be filled in our time. The cause of Indian 
education, the cau.~c of Indian progreRS, the cause of Indian culture has 
riUifered a loss which it will be impossible to repair in the lifetime of thi:i 
generation. I will not dilate upon the great character of Sir Ashutosh, 

·but this only I will venture to say, and 1 think we will all agree in :.;aying 
it, that he wa11 one ot the best, one of the strongest, and one of the rno.;t 
capable admulistrators, educationi~:;ts and public men that India has had 
for many and many years pa.•;t. 

Sir P. S. Sivaswamy Aiyer (Madras : Nominated Non-Official) : Sir~ 
I dt>sire to a•;: ociate myself with the tribute which has. been paid to the 
memory of Sir Aslmto ;h Mukhatji. The news of his death has r..ome to 
us all as a great shock. It was only the other day that he retired from 
the Deneb of the C&leutta Iligh Court, and we had looked forward to a 
long career of pnhlie usefulness before him. Unfortunately our hopes 
have bef'n diiiappninted. As one who knew him for over 20 years, and as 
one who belonged to the profesf!ion which he adorned, I desire to pay my 
humble tribut~ to ltis great work as a lawyer, as a Judge, and as an educa· 
tionit>t. lie was a man of brilliant intellect, of varied accomplishments, 
of prodigious industry and great energy. He had 110 difficulty whatever 
in making his mark whether in the academic world or in the legal pro
ft'ssion in which he occupied a conspicuous place to the admiration of ail • 
.ts a lawyer and as a Judge he was a commanding figure. His .death 
removes one of the most outstanding personalities of this generation {)f 
Indian'!, The hiHtory of University eJucation in India and especially in 
lJl'nJ,!'al dnring thP. Ja11t quarter of a ct>nturv is practically identified with· 
the a~tiYities of Sir AHimtosh Mnkharji. Ile was largely instrumental in 
ahaping the Univl!nnties Act of 1904, and he took: a prcdtm~inant part in 



LEOlSLATIVE ASSEl!DLY. [27TU M.\Y 19~1. 

[Sir P. S. Sivu..,wumy .. :\iyrr.J 

1he manng't'UH'llt a11~l gnidm1ce of the Calcutta Uuivt>rsity. His wns a domi· 
nant per~ouality a:HI it i.s an irrrparnble lo-.;s that thl' countt·y has sustain· 
cJ by his dea.th. I cannot hope to t•mubte my ft·iend, Dr. Gour, in thu 
~pet•ch that he has made, which is a ruat·vcllou.'l illustration of the suddt•n 
rhanges in life, of the quick succe::;:sion in which joy nntl woe chase each 
other. But because I do not foUow Dr. Gour in that varied collocation 
of condolences ani! congratulations, I should not be uutlerstood as in any 
way not sh~trir:g in the sentimentl! which he' has expressed with reference 
to other persons. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddima.n (Home Member) : Sif, 
I desire to associate myself with the expressions of regret that have fallen 
from my Honourable friend, Dr. Gour, at the loss oi several .Members of 
!his House. I may claim perhaps to do so on rather special ground~;. Two 
of the three Members who have been lost to this House are Bl'ngalis, and 
I claim also to be a Bengali, if not by birth, at any rate, by naturalization. 
Hir Chandra l\Iadhab Ghosh was Chief J m;tice of the Calcutta High Court 
when I was P\-€gistrar. He was officiating at the time awl I had great 
rrsrect for him. .Although I had not the honour of knowing his son it wa~ 
~dth extreme regret I learnt of his death. As to Sir Ashutosh .Mukharji 
I had the highest admiration for his wonderful powers of industry, for 
his capacity and his devotion to all forms of learning. lie was the most 
.industrious man that I e\·er knew. As Regh;trar I saw a great deal of 
his work. He devoted hourB to elucidating points of law with the utmost 
care. It was with the greatest regret that I heard. of his death, whlcb 
came to me with a great shock 

Sir, it is difficult after dealing with matters of that kind to turn to 
other points, but I do not wish to detain the Honse from their business. 
I would like to say how greatly I appl'eciate the kind remarks that have 
been made with regard to myself. 

I particularly appreciate tho~e of the gentft'man who has now left th~? 
f!hamber, who was good enough to praise my peaceful habits. I can 
assure the House that my habits are exceedingly pe:l<'eful, and I trust 
that if by any misfortune we should be Jed to war, which I think is almost 
impossible, the war will be conducted on the best lines prescribed by the 
League of Nations. I hope there will be no lethal botnbs and no gas attacks. 

Sir, I should like to refer to one other subject, and that is to add roy 
congratulations to you on your appointment to the post of President. I 
can lay claim to be a brother cJf the brmo~h, for I was a President once, tmd 
then I used to sleep undisturbed and unworried, and sometimes I wi1h, 
and I dare say I shall wish even more as time goes on, that I still occupied 
the President's Chair. But, apart from that, Sir, I have known you for 
many years, though it is more years ago than I care to count since we sat 
on Select Committees tog-ether and endeavoured to unravel le~al pro· 
blems. It is therefore with great pleasure that I offer you my most hearty 
congratulations and I a,m sure the congratulations of those who sit beside 
me. 

Mr. \V. S. J. Willson (Associated Chambers o! Commerce: Nominat
fd Non-Official) : Sir, I <.lPsire on behalf of the non-official European 
J,Icmher.s of this House to assodatc ow·::;clvcs with all that has been said 
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in the> expres.c::ion of sympatl1y with the relatives of the deceased dis· 
fmguh;hed Indian gentlemen whose namt"s h'lYe been mentiont"d this morn· 
ing. Their public serviceli han~ been testified· too arilp!y by the prevlou~ 
li(Waker.>, and we desire to express our concurrence with them. We also, 
desire to congratulate Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra, the Home Member and 
yourself, Sir, on the high appointment to which you have been called, and 
I need scarcely say that you may at all times· count upon our continued. 
support. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. (Chota Nagpur Division : Non-'Muham
ntadan) : Sir, on behalf of .Members coming from the Province of Bihar 
and Orissa, I desire to associate myself with what has been said with 
•"~tard to the late :Maulvi Miyan .Asjadulla, who was -a Behari. 
Himple and unostentatious as he was, he was thoroughly independent and 
ft>arlM in his views .. In the last .Assembly of which he was a Member 
for three years, his vote was always cast on the side of what is known as 
the popular ca11'!e, and his services as such were very much appreciated 
in the ProYinee of llihar and Orissa. . 

Sir, coming from Bihar, I think a word of tribute is due from me to 
the memory of the great Sir .Ashutosh Mukharji, who died at Patna, the 
capital of Bih:1r and Orissa. Only four days before I started for this 
rlace, I had the honour of attending a party which was given by the Presi· 
dent of the Bar .Association of Patna in his honour. Then he mixed with 
ns and talked to Uli d'reely, and no one ~uspected that in a few da:vs the 
eountry would hear the news of the terrible loss caused by his death. In 
hill death, Sir, India has undoubtedly lost one of the greatest men of this 
generation, ar.d this loss is irreparable. 

Mr. Presic!ent : I beg to associate myself with what has been said 
with re~ard to the los'! sustained by this AssPmbly and by thP. conntry in 
the deaths of ~lr. Gho~h, ~IauiYi .Asjadullah and also of Sir .Ashutosh 
Mukharji. In Sir Ashutosh Mukharji the country loses a great lawyer, a 
rreat rdurationist and a grt"at patriot. 

i ou will permit me, gentlemen, to tender my thanks to you for all 
·the k;nd references that have been m!lde to my appointment as temporary' 
Prr~ident. I a'l.o;ure you, J!entlt"men, that I realise the responsibility that 
I ha\'e unllertak<'n in taking this offire, thou~h for a temporary period, 
la•cause the President, besides being the spokesman of this House, is also 
the custodian of the pri\'ileJ1:es and di!!nity of the House ; and I may assure 
,·on, gentlE'men, that during the ~;hort term that I will be occupying this 
('hair, I will endeavour to do all that lies in my power to maintain the 
dij!nity, the privileges, and above all the independence of this House. I 
am sure, gentlemen, that in the discharge of my duties, I will receive from 
you all the co-operation, the assistance and the indulgence that are neces
~ary to enable me to discharge my duties in a proper manner, and I am 
sure I will receive sueh as:..;istance and co-operation from all sections of 
thi11 House for the Chair is outside and abo,·e all parties. Gentlemen, 
during the course of the debates in which we will be soon launching, there 
may be occasions on '\'l'hich I may have to decide matters, and my decisions 
rnay not meet with the commPndation or approval of some of you, but of 
this I may assure you, that whatever decisions I (!'ive, they will be the 
result of anxious and impartial consideration according to my own lights . 
.And if, as I have said, any of those decisions do not commend themselves 
to some of you. I will beg of you to put it down to the fact that no human 
being is infallible not even the President of this Assembly. . . 



QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 

LETTER or THE BoMBAY IluMANITARJAN Io~EAGUE, DATED 10Tu ~ha..:n, 1924. 

IOH. •Mr. Syamacharan : (a) Has the attention of the Government 
been drawn to the letter of the Bon1bay II umanitarian L<>ague, dah•d the 
lOth March 1924, which has been is.sueu to the 1\Iembcrs of the Assembly. 

(b) lias the attention of the Government been drawn to the statements 
made in the aforesaid letter f 

Sir Henry Moncrief!' Smith : The Government of India have not seer. 
the letter referred to. 

LETTER OF TilE BOMBAY liUMANITAR!AN LEAGUE, DATED 30•ru JANUARY, 

1924. 

10 t5. •Mr. Syamacbaran : Will Government be pleased to state the 
reason for not complying with the request made in the letter, dated the 
30th January 1924, of the Bombay Humanitarian League addrcsse<l to th~t 
Secretary of the Legislative Assembly. 

Sir Henry Moncrieff' Smith : The Secretary of the Leg-islative 
.t\ssembly cannot, for obvious reason~. 1mdertal<e the circulation to .Member& 
of papers received from private indi' iduals or associations. 

LATRINES ON THE BENGAL AND NORTH-WESTERN RAILWAY STATIONS. 

1016. •Mr. Syama.charan : Is it a fact that the latrines on the B. N. W. 
Railway Stations are without shutters f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The latrines provided on the Bengal r.nd 
North-Western Railwn:y stations prior to, 1921 are of the old •type
llorbury pattern-with surroundin~ screen and no shntte1·.~ to indivi· 
dual compartments, but tho~e erected since 1921 are prvvided with 
shutters to each compartment. 

RECRUITMENT 0£!' TIIE INDIAN 1\[EDICAL SERVIC~. 

10!7 •Mr. K. G. Lohokare : Will Government be pleased to 11ay : 
(I) What is the number of vacancies to be filled in tllis ycal" in thn

I. M. S., and how many were filled in last year 1 

12) What is the method of filling these vacanei!!8 to he follmvcd thii 
' year, whether by (a) the results of the usual examination, 

(b) selection to the permanent post:j-or (t!') selection or 
otherwise, enlisting for a short term servh!e ? 

(3) What was the number of vacancies filled in last year, and the 
number given to Indians according to the classification under 
part (2) f 

( 4) What is the number to be filled in this year an<} the number or 
vacancies available for Indians according to thii; alas~:>ifica.~ 
tion f 

( 5) How many of these were given last year to Indians serving on 
the temporary list, and how many are they likely to have this 
year f 

( 2236) 
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(6) now long are the temporary posts in the I. M.s. likely to COD• 

tinue, and what number is expected to be reduced every year, 
and in the near future f 

(7) Have the Government of India, and the Secretary of State come 
to any definite decision on the question of absorbing to Per
manent Cadre, Indian graduates serving on the temporary 
list-with active and foreign service to their account-and 
capable of satilifyin~r all the other conditions of enlistment 
except a fC;reign qualification 7 If not, will the Government 
say what decision they are likely to arrive at in this matter f 

Mr. H. R. Pate : (1) It is not possible to say how many permanent 
ttppointmenh will be made in the Indian Medical Service this year. 
The vacancies will be filled as suitable candidate::; are obtainable. The 
amrwer to the second part of the question is 29. . 

(2) The method of granting permanent commissions at present is 
by 11election on the reMmmendation of the Selection Board. 

(3) As already stated in reply to p!Lrt 1 of the Honourable Mem
ber's question, 29 permanent appointment~ were made during the last 
year. No Indians were amongst those appointed. 

(,4) With regard to the first part of this question,- I would invite , 
the attention of the Honourable Member to the reply given to part 1 
of his question. With regard to the sccond'part, the grant of perma· 
nent commis11ions to Indians is at' pre11ent in abeyance. 

(5) Nil. It is not possible to say when the recruitment of Indians 
to the Indian Medical ~crvice will be re-opened. · 

(6) The temporary appointments must continue until a sufficient 
number of suitable candidates can be obtained to take their place. 
With re,:l'ard to the second part of this question, the number of temporat·y 
commissioned officers in the Indian Medical Service will be reduced 
upproximately by 45 this year, and by 30 next year. 

(7) When recruitment of Indians to the Indian Medical Service is 
re-opened, the claims of those temporary officers who apply for pern113.
nent commissions will be considered by the Selection Board. 

REsroENCE OF A GERMAN ScnotAR AT BotPUR. 

10 !8. •Dr. S. X. Datta : Did the Government of India receive an appli
e~ttion from Dr. Uabindra Nath Tagore as~ing for permission for a German 
M)holar to reHide at Bolpur for purposes of teaching at the· University of 
Vishvahharati f What reply .was given ! If the application was refused, 
will Government state the reasons f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : The Government of 
India received no such application from Dr. Rabindra Nath Tagore. 
They were approached by .Mr. Andrews and Mr. Nariman. Permission 
was refused in pursuance of the general policy of excluding from India 
e~·cnemy aliens ·for & period of five years from the termination of the 
war. 

Dr. S. X. Datta : 1\lay I ask what e:~-enemy alien means f 
Mr. President : I cannot h<>ar the Honourable Member. 
Dr. 8. X. Datt&: May I ask what ex-enemy alien refers to f Doee 

it int:lude Turki11h subjects I 
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The Honollrable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I think I mn,'lt nslt for 
notice of tllat. My own bdid is that 'l'urkey was not included. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : l\lay I ask the Honourable Member whether there 
is a German Consul ..... 

:lib'. President : I cannot hear a word the Honourable Member is 
saying. 

Mr. Chama.n Lal: 1\Iay I ask the Honourable the Home .M~>mbH 
whether there is a German Consul in residence in Calcutta ut thi~ 
moment 7 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: To the best of my 
belief there is not, but I shall verify it. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : May I assure him that there is a German Consul 
at present 7 

Mr. President: That is not seeking information ; that is giving 
information. 

TREATMENT OF PROFESSOR HERZFELD, A GERMAN ScnOLAR, AT DOMDAY. 

1049, •Dr. S. K. Datta : Is it a fact that a Professor Herzfeld, a Germnn 
l!cholar on a scientific mission on his way to l1ersia, was refused perm is-. 
Ilion to go ashore at Bombay f Is it also a fact tha't his baggage was 
searched and a quantity of blanK paper necessary for his work was seized Y 
If these facts are as stated, will Uovernment give the reasons for this 
action T 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : Professor Herzfeld was 
given a visa to allow him to land for transhipment only. lie left Bombay 
fo·r Basra on the day of his arrival. Ilis baggage was not searched. 

PoLICY AND STANDAno OF REcRUITMENT FOR THE NoRTIIERN' INDIA SALT 
D.EPARTMENT. 

1050. •Mr. 0. S. Ranga. Iyer : Will the Government be pleased to state 
the policy and the standard of recruitment for the Northern India ~alt 
Department Y 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : The Northern India Salt 
Revenue Department is recruited in India from among statutory natives 
o! India. The policy laid down by Government is that at least one 
nomination in every three should be reserved for an Indian of unmixed 
Asiatic descent ; one vacancy in every three is also given to a promoted 
subordinate provided a suitable officer is available. Outsiders are 
admitted by competitive examination from among nomination candi
dates, the educational qualifications required of candidates being either 
a university degree, the Cambridge senior examination, the European 
:high school examination or the civil engineer's certificate of the Rurki 
College. 

SuPI:RSESSION oF SARDAR BAnADUR LAKSIIMIR SINan, .AssiSTANT CoM· 
MISSIONER, NORTHERN INDIA SALT DEPARTMENT: 

1051. •Mr. o.' S. Ranga. Iyer : (a) Will the Government be pleased to 
state on what grounds Sardar Bahadur Lakshmir Singh, M.A., .Assistant 
Commissioner, Northern India Salt Department, · was superseded by 
:Mr. Lyon Y 

(b) Is it a fact that Mr. Lyon's promotion was stopped for some time 
or for a long time owing to certain charges brought against him b! 
Air. Buckley, the Deputy Commissioner f · · 
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(c) nas any lndian been promoted to the grade of Deputy Commis-
·tJoner f · 

(d) Is it a fact that Sardar Lakhshmir Singh was superseded even for 
A.'lliil;tant Commissionen;hip f 

The Honourable Sir Basil :Blackett : (a) The Government of India 
have been unable to trace any supersession of Sardar Bahadur Lakhshmir 
Singb by Mr. Lyon. 

(b) It is a fact that Mr. Lyon's promotion was stopped for a time, 
Lu$ not that the stoppage was due to charges made by Mr. Buckley. 

(c) No • • (d) Y fS. 'rbe .Assistant CommissionerS are appointed by selection. 
!lfr. n~id, now General Manager of Salt Mines, was given special pro
motion to flll.Assistant Commissionership before the Sardar Bahadur, 
delaying hia promotion by five months. • 

STRENGTH or INSPEC'l'OM AND CLERKs IN ':tHE Noa'tHEitN !Nna SALT 
l>EP ABTMENT, 

1052. •Mr. C. S. ltanga. Iyer : (1) Will the Government be pleased to 
lrtate thtt stret~gth of the Northern India Salt Department under the fol• 
lowing heads ~ 

(i) lnspeclor.-llindus, l\Iahomedans, Christians. Vacant. 
(a) Permanent.-llindus, Mahomedans, Christians. Vacant. 
(b) Temporary and Officiating. 

( ia) Cltrks.-Ilindu.s, Mahomedans, Christians. Vacant. · 
(a) Permanent.__..Hindus, Mahomedans, Christians. Vacant. 
(b) Temporary and Officiating. 

(iii) Inspectors confirmed as Superintendents-Hindus, Mahomed• 
ans, Christians. Vacant. 

( iv) Inspectors approved fot Superintendentship..-..llindta, 
1\lahomedans, Christians. Vacant. 

(2) nave any fresh recommendations been made for promotions in the 
11\lperior executh·e grade of the.Northern India Salt Department f What 
are these recommendations r When are they likely. to come into effect ! 

The Honoura.ble Sir BasU Blackett: This involves somewhat length1 
llnswera in figures and with the· permission of the House I will cause it 
to be circulated. 

ABOLITION OP TilE Pos'r OF DEPUTY Co:mussiONER, NoRTHERN INDIA SALf 
DEPARTMENT. 

10j3, •Mt. C. S. Ranga Iyer ~ Have t);e Government any intention ol 
abolishing the post of the Deputy Commissioner in the Northern India 
Salt Department f Is it not a fact that according to the xetrenchment 
r>cheme there will be only one Assistant Commissioner for the whole of the 
Internal Branch from the Punjab to Bihar f 

'l'he Honourable Sir BasU Blackett : The Oovern:rnent of India have 
bot considered the abolition of the post of Deputy Coiilmissioner. 

The Indian Retrenchment Committee made no proposals in regar4 
to the Internal Branch, the future of which is still under consideration. 

LG3LA ' I 
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SnARE OF THE PROVINCIAL GoVERNMENTS IN 'l'HE REVENUE FROM " TAXES 
ON INCOME.'' 

1054. *Mr. K. C. Neogy : (a) Will Government be pleased to state the 
extent of benefit derived annually by each Province, since 1921, from the 
working of Devolution Rule No. 15 1 

(b) b it a fact that the Joint Committee was led to 
make a l'eeommendation the insertion of a rule, with a view to 
meeting ihe demand for a share of the income-tax revenue which had been 
pnt f01;ward on behalf of and Bengal particularly, and that this 
oLject has not so far been in regard to these two presidencies 7 

.(c) Are Government in a position to in the light of experience, 
whether there is any possibility of Bombay and Bengal deriving a sub-
stantial benefit, in the near from the working of this rule 1 

( cl) De GoYernment propose to take any steps to amend this rule so 
as to enable Dornbay and Bengal to derive some tangible benefit as original
ly intended by the Joint Parliamentary Committee ~ 

The :Honourable Sir Basil BJackett : (a) A statement is laid on the 
table giving the share of the revenue from '' Taxes on income '' for each 
of the years 1821-22 and 1922-23 paid to the several I"ocal Governments. 

(b) The intention of the Committee was " to grant to all provinces 
some share in the growth of revenue from taxation on incomes so far 
as that growth is attributable to an increase in the amount of income 
assessed.'' rl'hat object has been secured. 

(c) The effeet of the rule in the past is shown by the statement 
laid on the table. The Government cannot forecast its effect in the 
future. Bombay has reaped a very tangible benefit already (An 
Honorable Member : " Question "), and a revival of business would 
bring about a similar result in Bengal. 

( cl) Does not arise. 

Statement showing the amounts paid to P1'ovinciat Governments under Rule 15 oj 
· the Devolution Rules for the years 1921-22 and 1922-23. 

1921-22. 1922-23. 
Madras 4,07,842 Nil. 
Bombay 14,71,244 16,49,585 
Bengal 93,892 Nil. 
United Provinces 3,20,419 :31,092 
Punjab 29,722 5,74,979 
Burma 2,66,504 Nil. 
Bihar and Orissa 57,502 2,86,408 
Central Provinces 51,170 1,48,790 
Assam 1,15,130 

27,00,071 28,0:5,984 

-~---

LETTEU IN 'I'IIE " DAILY GAZE'l"rE," SnmH, re " DrsENFRANcE:rsED 

EuROPEANs oF SIND H." 

1055. *!VIr. Bhabendra Chandra Roy : (a) Has the attention of Gov· 
ern~ent been drawn to the letter published in the '' Daily Gaz0tte, Sindh '' 
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in its issue of the 14th February last under the head "Disenfranchised 
Europeall8 of Sindh" f 

(b) U so, do Government propose to take steps to amend the rules r 
Sir BeDl7 Moncrieft' Smith : (a) Yes. 
(b) The llonourable Member's attention is invited to Legislative 

Department Notification No. 99, dated the 24th March 1924, from which 
it will be seen that the Legislative Assembly (Bombay) Electoral Regula
tions have been amended to admit of nomination papers for this constitu
l'ncy being received either at Bombay by the Returning Officer or at 
Karachi by the Collector. The question of amending the Electoral Rules 
h1 this connection will be considered in due course together with certain 
ofher suggestions for the amendment theredf. 

WAGON SUPPLY FOR CoAL. 

1056. •Mr. Bha.bendra Chandra Roy: (a) Has the attention of Gov· 
ernment been drawn to the letter published under the head " Mr. Khitish 
Chandra Neogy's Resolution on wagon supply", in the !' l!1orward" in 
its issue of the 11th March f 

( b} If so, will the Government be pleased to state what action has 
been taken to ease the situation created b; · the system of rake supplies f 

(r) Are the Government aware that small collieries owned by ln4ians 
have not the full or half rake sidings f · · 

(d) If so, will the Government be pleased to s'tate the reasons ol 
enforcing thU! system of wagon supply f 

(e) Will the Government be pleased to state whether they propo}:e to 
introduce the system of wagon distribution pro rata according to tllo 
requirements f 

(f) lf not will they be pleased to state the reasons f 

1\tr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) t:es. 
(b), (t), {d), (c), and (f). The attention oi the Honomable Member 

i.i invited to the reply giYen to Qu~stion No. 411 asked by Mr. C. Duraiswami 
.A iy11.ngar in this· .bsembly on the 2.3th Fe~ruary, 1924. 

DISMISSAL OJ' EMPLOYEES OF THE AUDIT OFFICE OF THE BENGAL AND NORTH· 
WESTEllN RAILWAY. 

1057. •Mr. Bhabendra Chandra. Roy : (a') Is it a fact that 69 employees 
~f the .Audit Office of the B. & N. W. Railway. have bel'n summarily 
di~mi~'iNl t Is it a fact that they have been dismissed 11impl~ because they 
stayed out of office -for a few minutes f 

(b) If so, will the Governmrnt be pleased to state whetf,r.r they propose 
to inquire iHt4J the alleged highhandedltess of the officer concerned 2 

(r) II;( it R fact that such di:;missal$ hare caused a great stir in the· 
B. & N. W. Railway :Men's .Association! 

(d) Do Gort>rnmcnt propose to make an impartial inquiry and avoid 
a deadlock or strike- T 

(c) I! not, will the Government be pleased to state the reasons f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a), (b), (c), (d) and (e). Government have 
no information. The matters referred to by the Ilonourable 1\Iembcr re
late to the internal admini:;tration of the Railway aud are purely dorue~:~tie 
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with which t1 
' Company are fully comp~tent to deal and in whieh Govern" 

ment do nr tterfcre. 

Mr. i'C'Ahmed : Have the representutives of the country no voice in 
this matter which is termed internal affair~ ~ 

Mr. President : The Honourable Member h:l.& put no supplementary 
question. 

Mr. K. Ahmed : Are the representa Lives of the country 1n this As~~m
bly not entitled to enter into tho;re hout>ehold affairs to whieh my Honourable 
friend i'e:ferred ? 

Mr. N. lVI. Joshi : May I ask whether the capital with which this n~il-
way has lJeen construe ted is the enpita1 of this country 1 "' 

Mr. K. Ahmed : I rise to a [JOint of order. In internal matters, in the 
matter of nismissr1l of servants, may I ask whether the represenbhves of 
the country have any voice ~ 

Mr. President : 'l'hat is not a point oi order. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi : I wanted t.o lrnovv whether the capital with which 
this has l)ccn constructed is and if so, whether it 
would be or not by the diemi~sal of number of people 
as ~ixty nine ~ 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : I do not 1hil1k, Sir, that that queBtion arises, 
hLlt I should like to have notice of it. 

Mr. N. 'M.. Joshi: May T H~k on what question my Honourable f1·iend 
·~:Aks. I\<::t~~'\ 'Nll\\th.~t the ca\)ital ·w1th which. the Railway has been eon· 
structeu is State capital, or whether ..... 

Mr. President: Yon have :PUt tho question an<l .M:r. Hindley has 
stated that he Wi:Ullt> notice. 

Mr.K. Ahmed : Is not a rnle tbat the Honoura1Jle Member when he 
answers the main qne~t.ion shoulu also answer supplementary questions 
as well 7 

Mt. ?t~%'1.d~1\t ·. 1'b.~t il!. Mt a ll'll\\ll~m.<~n.tat~· q,uestion. 

Mr. Chama.n tal : May I ask the Honoll.lrable Member whether 
Honourable Members of this House are not entitled to gain information on 
subjects of this kiwi 7 

Mr. President : 'l'hat is not a snppletnentary question. 

DIRECT RMtWI'r:MENT OF AccouN'rANTs IN THE :MrLTTAJ)Y A0COUN1'$ 

DEPARTMENT. 

1058. *Mr. K. G. Lohokare: (a) Will the Government of India please 
state whether certain tempm·ary clerks who had not passed the 8ubordinate 
aecount service examination, with or without any S]lecial educational 
qualifications, havll been :permanently appointed from 1st April, 1922, as 
:Accountants in the Ml1itary Acc0unts Department in preference to several 
cletks with L:ett1~r and service, who were qualified for 
promotion by passing .subordii1ate a~touuts servicA exam;nation ¥ 

(b) If so, will Lhey state the special reason for this method of marring 
the prospeets of m!lll already in ~ervice ? 

(ql ;Qq they prorJose to discontinue the direct recruitn1cnt in future 2 
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'l'he Honourable Sir BasU Blackett : (a) and (b). About 50 selected 
tPmporary clerks whose wot'k was of a special nature, e.g., Factory and 
Marh1e Accounts, were absorbed pernJanently as accountants in the in
crea."'ed cadre of the subordinate Aeccunts Service which was sanctioned 
on the reorganisation of the .Military Accounts Department from the 1st 
April 192'2. This was done in the general interests of the service and in 
consideration (}~ the meritorious sl.'r\'iceb rendered and the special experi
CLICC gained during the late war by the men concerned. 

(c) There is no intention of discontinuing direct recruitment. 

:MEDICAL 0FFICI:."'RS IN CIIAROE OF CANTONMENT IIOSPITALS. 

1 10G9. •Mr. IsmaU Khan: ·(a) How many Cantonment Hospitals are 
there in India and how are they classified T 

(b) What are the duties of Medical Officers in charge of these Hos. 
pitalll ' What allowances are they paid and who pays these allowances 7 
What qualifications are required of these Medical Officers t 

(c) What is the rcspectire number of I. M.S. and R. A.M. C. Officers 
nt present in charge of llospitals in each class f How many of these officers 
are of Indian domicile. 

(d) Are the Go,·ernment aware that in a number of cases these charges 
ba,·e been given to European Officers (even of the same service) who are 
not qualified according to rules in preference to Indian I. M. S. Officers 
duly qualified in the same station f 

Mr. H. R. Pate : (a) There are 46 cantonment hospitals in India 
elassilied as follows : 

Class A.-12; Class B.-17; and Class C.-17. 
In addition, there are 9 dispensaries. 

(b) The duties of the 1\Ied!cal Officer in charge of a. Cantonment 
Hospital are laid down in paragraph 10~1, Army Regulations, India, Volume 
VI, while the allorwances admissible are shown in the Pay and Allowance 
Uegulations, Part I, paragraph 18 (iv). Copies of the regulations referred 
to can be obtained from the Library of the llouse. The allowances are 
paiJ from Cantonment funds. 

The qualifications required for appointml'nt to the charge of a Can
tonment hospital are shown in Appendix I, Army Regulations, India, 
Volume VI, to which I would invite the attention of the Honourable 
:Member. 

(c) The appointment of medical officers to the charge o'f a cantonment 
hospital is sanctioned by the Distt·ict Commander and, as it is a collateral 
char:;re, complete information is not available. According to the latest 
rt•tnrn~. however, the number of Indian Medical Service and Royal .Army 
Mctlic11l Corps officers shown as holding charge of cantonment hospital is 
&~ follow : 

Indian Medical Service 22 ; J{(Jyal .Army Medical Corps 9. 

Of this number, U are officers of Indian domicile. 
(d) No. 

Total 31. 
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ilEsOLUTION re 'fHE RELEASE oF MAULANA HAsRAT MoHAN!. 

1060. *Maulvi .Sayad Murtuza Sahib Bahadur : Will Government be 
pleased to Rtate as to what action has been taken to give effect to the Resolu
tion relating to the relell"~ 1£ Maulana Hasrat Mohani ? 

The Honourablemr:Alexander Muddiman : The Gove1•nor General 
in Council was unable to accept the recommendation contained in the 
Resolution, ' 

Since the Resoiution was passed, the High Court, Bombay, on appeal 
reduced the sentences of two yeat·s and six months rigorous imprisonment, 
respeetively, awarded Hasrat Moharti for breach of jail discipline to Rix 
months on each count to run concurrently. Subsequently the . Governo:t, 
in Council in exercise of the power vePted in him under section 401 (1) of 
the Code of Critninal Procedure granted the further remissions indicated 
in the Bombay Government's Resolution, dated the 26th March 1924, a 
copy df which is laid on the table. 

Bombay Government Resolution, dated 26th Ma1·ch 1924. 
In exercise of the power vested in him under section 401 (1) of th'e Code of Criminal 

Procedure, 1'8981 . the Governor-in-Council hereby remits, with effect from the 13th 
Feb~uary, 19241 the remainder of the sentence of 2 years' rigorous imprisonment. 
passed upon Haarat M"hani under section 124-A. on thll 4th Ma:v, 192~, a:Qd: commutes 
tl!Hler soeti<m 40~ of the said Code, the sentence of 6 months' rigorous i..mpl'isonment. 
passed upon hiro en the 1st October, 1923, under section 161, _read with section 109 
of the Indian Penal Cone, and section 42 of the Prison. Act, tX . of 1894, read with 
Al'tiele 485 of the Bolnbay Jail Manual, to one of simple imprisonment fo.:r the sam& 
period, the latter sentence to commence from the 13th February 1924. 

His Excellency is further pleased to select Hasrat Mohani for treatment in a 
separate divisit>n sanctioned under the orders contain()d in Government Resolution 

· No. 123, dated the 6th Februacy 1923, 

Mr. V. J. Patel : Why are Government unable to carry ont the re
commAndation. of this Assembly ~ 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddi:tnan : I have explained the
reductions granted by the Government of Bombay and thiei Government 
of India consider that the case has. been adequately dealt with. 

Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer : Is this the manner in which the Government 
propose to work the reforms ? ls this the manner in whl.ch they propose 
to introduce responsible government in this country ¥ 

Mr. hesident ' I cannot hear your question. 
Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer : Is this the manner in which the Government. 

propose to introduce responsible government in this country and to work 
the reforms. by rejecting a Resolution of this. Assembly carried by an.: 
overwhelming majority ~ . 

Mr. President : J!this is not a supplementary question. 
Mr. 0. S. Ranga lyer : I am asking for information. 
Maulvi Muhatnmad Yakub ! Are the Government aware that the 

facilities to which Maulana Hasrat Mohani is entitled according to the 
orders o£ the Gov:ernmeut ot Bombay were Nfused to him by the jail 
authorities 7 

Tbe Honourable Sir Alexander lYluddim.an : Government are no~ 
aware of that. 
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Mr. 0. S. langa Iyer : Is it a fact that Ilasrat Mohani is not treated 

like an c;rdinary prisoner but is treated like a felon t 
The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : That does not arise. 
Mr. 0. S. langa Iyer : Are the Government aware that IIasrat 

liohani ill one of the most respected leaders of the country and is entitled 
''' a better kind of treatment Y 

Mr. M. A. linnah : Why was it that the Government were unable 
to accept the recommendation of this llouse r What was the reason t 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddi.man : I have already explained 
the JII)Sition. Government have considered the case an~ they think that 
the ~ductioM granted by the Bombay Government were sufficient. 
I 

1\lr. Gaya Prasad Singh : llave the Government started the game 
of non-co-operation with this .Assembly t 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Were the action taken by the Govern
men! of Bombay and the judgment of the Bombay Iligh Court the only 
reasons why the Government of India took no action r 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I did not quite hear the 
Honourable .Member's questwn, but as far as I gather he wishes to kno\\1' 
what were the reasons which led the Government of India to take no 
action. I han already stated the reasons. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : 1\Iy question was this. Were the actions 
taken by the Government of Bombay and the Bombay High Court the 
only rea11ons why the Government of India took no action f 

ntr. President : The llonourable the nome Member has already 
answered that question in the best manner he could. 

Maulvi Muhammad Yakub: .Are the Government of India aware 
that the l\lu.slim community is greatly agitated at the action of the 
jail authorities in not obeying the orders of the Government of Bombay f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : On that I have no in· 
foriiUltion. 

DJ.FFERESCE IN fuTit: or PAY or PosTMEN EMPLOYED IN THE Mo.russiL, AND 
IN PRE~ENCY TowNs. 

1061. 'Jrfaulvi Sayad Mnrtuza Sahib Bahadur: (a) Will Government 
be pleased to state if it is a fact that there is a difference between the sc~t.le 
of pay of the postmen of the Mofushll towns and those (Jl. the Presidency 
towns t 

(b) .Are they aware that this has dissatisfied the postmen of the 
Mofussil to a great extent f 

(c) Are Government prepared to remo"'e their dissatisfaction I 
The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: Defore I answer 

Question No. 1001, I should like, with your permission, to thank the 
Members of the .Assembly for the congratulations which they have been 
kind. enough to olier me on my temporary appointment to the Executive 
Coundl of the Governor General and for the kind welcome they accorded 
to me on my entry into this .Assembly. 

I shall now proceed· to &ru~wer the different parts of Question Ne. 
J061, ' ' ' 
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(a) 11he reply is in the affh:mativfl. 
(b) Govrrnmcnt are not awaru of Rnch dissatlsfaction~ though thr~y 

are aware that the All-India Postal and Mail Service Ur.ion 
have demanderl that there should be a scale of pay for all the 
postmen in the Madras Ciecle and that the m~>" tt Howrah and Alipore 
should be on tbe same as those m 

(c) Government are that the scales of pwrided f'N' 
postmen in VHrions 

REPORTS oF 'I'll[<; Prwwrnm Co~'livii'r'r~;E AND 'J'HE BAR CoMMl'r1iEE. 

10G2. ~,Dr. H. S. Gat:r : (a) Will the Government be pleased to state 
when the Frontic~r Committee and Bar Committee's reports 1rere released 
by (Jovernment for issue to the public ? 

(b) When were they published in the public press 1 
(c) Are the Oovernment aware that the summary o£ these Reports wa~ 

published in the newspapers in their issue of ihe 26th March last 1 
(cl) If so, why were not :\!embers of the Assembly supplied with cop:e:3 

before they ·were made available to the public 'I 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : (a) and (b). 'Phe reports 
of the North-West Ji'rontier Inqniry and tho Indian nn,, Com
mittee were published on the 2~th and 26th March 1924, respectively. 
('Jp!es of these reports were ]1owever supplied to the Press a few day3 
in advance with instruction~ that they should not be publishe<l in an:v
edition of a newspafler on sale anywhere in India before the dates 
mentioned. 

(c) Yes. 
(d) Copies of tbe Bar Committee's report were supplied on the even

ing o~ the 2Gth ]}Iarch to those Members of the .Legislative Assembly and 
the Council of State who were present in Delhi on that date, nnd a few 
conies were placed in the Legislative Assembly I1ibrary on the 26th idem. 
Copies of the other report IYere also placed in the Legislative Assembly 
lJibrary on the morning of the 25th ::\Tareh, the date on whirh it was 
published. It is not usual to supply advance eopie::> of such report:-J to the 
IY1embers of the Indian Legislature. 

PUl3LICA'l'ION OF 'l'IlE RI£1'0M OF 'l'IIE COMMISSION. 

1063. ~'Dr. H. S. Gour : (a,) Have the Government received the report 
of the Lee Commission "? If so, when.~ 

(b) Will the Govetnment be pleased to state vvhen they --are going to 
IJtthlish that report ? 

(c) Will it be published simultaneously in !ndia and in England ? 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : The Report of the Lee 
Commission was presented to Parliament last 11ight and is being pubLished 
this morning both ih India ahd England. I hope all Honourable Members 
are already in possession of a copy. 

DrscussroN OF THE REPORT:::l o:F THE FrWNTIER CoMMITTEE, '!'HE BAR 

CO.MMIT'l'EE AND TIIE LEE COMMISSION. 

1064. *Dr. H. S. Gour :, (a) Do the Government propose to give th.-: 
Members of the House an opportunity to discuss the reports, namely, the 
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l'rontier Committee's Report, the Bar Committee's report and the report 
of the Lee Commission t 

(b) Do the Government intend to set apart special days for this 
·purpose f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : So far as the discussion 
of the report of the Lee Commission iH concerned, I propose, Sir, with your 
permi~o;sion, and with the permi!.sion of the Ilouse, to ,make a statement 
after the conclusion of questions to-day. · ' 

So far as the other two r~:ports are concerned I can say little more' 
than what has been said by my predecessor on previous occasions. 

' . So far as is possible and practicable, action will not be taken on 
the reports until the Indian Legislature has had an opportunity of ex
pressing its views. Such an opportunity will not be available, I am 
afraid, during the course of the present sittings. 

I can say nothing more as regards the report of the Frontier 
Committee. 

As regards the report of the Indian Bar Committee many of the 
re'!ommendations can probably be given effect· to by the various High 
Courhl in India but probably other recommendations will necessitate 
legiKlation which will give this House a full opportunity of discussing 
11uch recommendations apart from any other previous opportunity which 
it may be found poHsible to give to this House. . 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta : May I know what is the meaning of the 
qWllification " 110 far as is possible and practicable " t · 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : That is a question of the 
interpretation of English. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : Will the Honourable :Member give an undertaking 
that the recommendationR of this House on the Lee Commission Report 
will be carried out f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : That is an undertaking 
I cannot give, · 

PRICE OF !RON, STEEL AND OTHER PRODUCTS PURCHASED BY GOVERNMENT 
FROM THE TATA !RoN AND STEEL CoMPANY AND FROM o·rHER FliYs. 

1065, • Dr. H. S. Gour: (a) Will the Government be pleased to state 
the amount of iron, steel and other products manufactured by the Tata 
hon and Steel Co., supplied to Government and the price at which their 
materials were supplied to Government 7 

(b) Will the Government be pleased to state the current market prices 
for similar materials ruling in the market at the time at which the Govern· 
mrnt purchased them from otlH·r firms in and outside India t 

(c) Will the Government. be plt>ased to g-ive the names of firms other 
thau the Tata Iron and Steel Co .. from whom iron, ste'el and other products 
manufRctured by them were purcha~ed and the rates at which such pur
cit:~~~~ wrre made during the period of the WarT 

(d) Will the Government be pleased to state the total amount t>f 
11aerifice made by !\!eS~Srs. Tata Iron and Steel Co. by selling their goods 
to Government at below the then ruling rates f 

L63L.\ 0 
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(e) Are the Government aware that the Tat a Iron and Steel Co. ha vo 
paid no dividend to their shareholders 7 

(/) Are they aware that the precarious condition of the industry is 
due to the dumping of goods by European and other manufacturers t 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : (a), (b) and (c). The questions 
do not state for what period the information is required. In any case, 
information of this kind is not available, and the Government of India 
are not prepared to try to collect it. I have just discovered from the 
Hidence before the Tariff Board that the Company claim to have rmpplied 
during the war 2,91,562 tons of different kinds of steel. 

(d) The only information in the possession of Government on the 
point referred to by the Honourable Member is contained in the footnote 
at page 60 of the Tariff Board's report. 

(e) On the contrary, the Company has paid away R~. 348 lakba 
in dividends since its inception in 1907-08. It has, however, paid no 
dividend on ordinary shares since the year 1921-22, and it passed ite 
dividend on the second preference shares in 1922-23. 

(f) This question is fully. discussed in the Tariff Board 'a Report, 
and the Honourable Member can draw his own conclusions. 

PRICE OF JuTE, COTTON AND OTHER GOODS PURCHASED BY GOVERNMENT, 

1066. • :Or. H. S. Gour : (a) Will the Government be pleased to state 
11"hether they acquired other materials such as jute, cotton and other good)! 
manufactured by Companies in India managed by European .Agents at 
the same rates at which :Messrs. Tata Iron and Steel Co. sold their gooda 
to Government f 

(b) Are the Government aware that several of the Jute Mills in 
Calcutta have practically written off their block from the heavy profita 
made by them during the period of the War f 

(c) Is it a fact that Messrs. Tata Iron and Steel Co. were promised 
protection by Government against dumping of goods by foreign competi
tors 7 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes: (a) The Government do not 
understand the question. They do not understand how or why the prices 
of articles so widely different as Jute, Steel and Cotton could or should 
be the same. 

(b) The Government are aware that Jute and Cotton Mills made 
large profits during the war. 

(c) The Government are not aware that any such promise was 
made. 

CHARGEMEN AND JOURNEYMEN IN 'rHE 0UDII L'lD ROHILKIIAND RAILWAY 
WoRKSHOPs AT LucKNOW. 

1067. •Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer : (a) Will the Government be pleased 
to state how many persons are employed as Chargemen and JourneymeR 
on the Oudh anrl Rohilkhand Railway Workshops at Lucknow. 

(b) Will the Government be pleased to give the information under 
tb~ following heads regarding 1he appointment of Chargemen and Journf'y· 
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m~n in the Oudh and Rohilkhand Railway Loco. Workshops, lfechanieal 
Reetion : 

fo•t (C bargeman Date Name of per10ns Bact Preaent. Quallficatiolll. or of holding or 
Joumepnan). appointment. the post. E1traciion. Emolument.. 

!e) Is it a fact that all the Chargemtn and Journeymen are of 
~uropean or Anglo-Indian extraction f Have the Government any intcn· 
tion of assigning the posts to Indians also ? 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) The number of men employed as Charge
men and Journeymen in the Locomotive an,d Carriage and Wagon 
Workshops at Lucknow is : 

Chargemen . . 45 
Journeymen . . 79 

(b) Government cannot undertake to furnish detailed information 
on the scale suggested but may mention for the Honourable Member's 
information that of 124 men of the classes referred to on the Oudh and 
Rohilkhand Railway, 67 are pure Indians. 

(c) No, all the Chargemen and Journeymen. are not of European 
or Anglo-Indian extraction. As· I have already stated Indians are freely 
arlmitted to these posts. 

EUROPEAN, ANOLO.INDIAN AND INDIAN APPRENTICES IN THE 0UDH AND 
ROHILKHAND RAILWAY WORKSHOPS AT LUCKNOW. . ' 

1068. *Mr. C. S. Ra.nga Iyer: (a) Are the Government aware that 
there ..are only two institutions in the United Provinces which send 
apprenticeH to the Loco. shops, namely, the United Provinces Government 
Technical School and the Railway Technical Institute, for the posts of 
t:'ourneymen and Chargemen f · 

(b) Are the Government aware that apprentices in the Loco. shot·S 
who notwithstanding the fact of their having obtained the Final Examina· 
tion Certificate of the Governmenb:' Technical School are not given any 
posts in the shops and that on the contrary Anglo-Indian or European 
apprentices hailing from the Railway Institute invariably secure them f 

(c) Are the Government aware that the Indian youths coming C. !.I 
apprentices from the United Provinces Government Technical School are 
poiven Rs. 17 per mensem as their pay while the Anglo-Indians and 
Europeans are given Rs. 50 per mensem f 

(d) Will the Government be pleased to state if they propose to issue 
Ntrict int~tructions that the distinctions referred to are contrary to the 
professions and principles of the Government f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The facts of the case are as follows : 
.Arrangements have been made whereby selected students in m,;:.:hanical 

IZ engineering from (1) Government Technical School, 
NooN. Lucknow, (2) Government Technical School, Go· 

fllkhpnr, (3) the Arts and ('rafts School, Lucknow, and ( 4) the Engineer· 
inr College, Benares, complete their training in the Oudh and Rohilkhand. 
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Raihvay Workshops. Tht>se stud(•nhl are paid by the Railway stipends 
of ·Rs. 17 a month in the first year and Rs. 20 a month in the second year 
in uddition to any scholarships they may receh·c from ·the Colle~e"' 
mentioned. Tht>y are not "trictly railway apprentices, and thoug-h 
occasionally the best of them nre provided with employment on the Rail
way, they are not gnarantt'ell railway appointments. They are admitted 
to the shop:-; in order thnt thl'y may utHlergo the practical portion of 
their training in mechanical 1:ngineering. In addition, Europeans and 
Anglo-Indians who have pas..;ed the junior Cambridge and have also 
passe.d the railway entrance examination are admitted to the Locomotive 
and Carriage Workshops as railway apprentices. Their apprenticeship 
is for 5 years anrl their stipends rise from Rs. GO to Rs. 100 a month. 
Apparently these are the apr,rentiees which the Honourable Mem~r 
refP,rs to as coming from thl} Hailway Institute. The railway admini'l· 
tration prepared a scheme for admitting Indians as railway apprentice~ 
!Ometime ago, but it was abandoned in view of the fact that the Loeal 
Government intended to establish a. Technical College at Lucknow. 

ADMISSION oF EcROPEAN, ANGLO-INDIAN AND INDIAN STUDli.INTS TO 'l'H!£ 
RAILWAY TECHNIC-'.L INSTITUTE, UNITED PROVINCES. 

1069. • Mr. 0. S. Ranga Iyer : Will the Government be pleasf'd 
to state (a) how many Indian students ha,·e been admitted to the Railway 
Technical Institute, (b) how many Europeans and Anglo-Indians f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : (a) None, as the Indian apprentices forth
col!ling are generally sons of Jlistris who are not sufficiently educated t(; 

comply with the entrance test and curriculum of the Railway Technical 
School. These youths attend the day classes held for them three days 
a week at the Government Technical School, Lucknow. 

(b) The average number based on the figures for the last 3 years is 
19. 

ADMISSION OF INDIANS TO THE POSTS OF J OlJRNEYMEN AND CHAROEMEN ON 
· THE OuoH A~o RomLKHAND RAILWAY. 

1070. •Mr. 0. S. Ranga Iyer : (a). Did the Government ever send aD 
order or orders to the Agent, Oudh and Rohilkhand Railway at Luckno\V 
to open the posts of Journeymen and Charge men to Indians 7 If the 
answer is in the affirmative, will the Government be pleased to state 
when the order or orders.were issued 1 Will the Government be further 
pleased to place before the Uouse the result of the order or orderi'J f 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : The reply is in the negative. 

UNST.AlUlED QUESTIO~H .AND ANSWERS. 

CoNSTRUCTION 01'' THE PROf'O!-i1D lsnURDt-PABNA-HADHUGANJ RAILWAY. 

231. Mr. K. 0. Neogy: (u) Are Government aware that on the 6th. 
February 1922, a Hesolution was move(l i.n the Dt·ngal l;~>gislative C~uncil 
recommending to the Government of India to take up the constructiOn of 
the Ishurdi-Pahna-Sadhnganj railway in the district of Pabna in Bengal, 
at an early date and the Hesolution was accepted by the Local Government f 
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(b) h it a fact that this Resolution was conveyed to the Government 
of India by the Honourable the ::Minister in charge of the Department of 
Public Works, Bengal, by his letter dated the 20th February 1922 7 

(c) Will the Governmen~ be pleased to state what Hteps have bel'n 
taken, or prog'reliS been made, to give effect to the Resolution referred to in· 
(b)above f When i~ tlle .con':!truction of. this railway likely to be taken 
up by the Hailway Board f 

Mr.C.D.M.Hindley: (a) and (b). Yes. 
(c) Orders were is:sued for the revision of the estimates of the line, 

which were out of date. 
The revilled e!ltimates have ju:st been received, and until they have 

h~r·n coMidered, it iFI not possible to say whether, and if ~o, when th~ 
construction of the line will be undertaken. 

:f'JNANCING 011' THE PROPOSED ISHURDI-PAilNA-8ADllUGANJ RAILWAY. 

232. Mr. lt. C. Neogy : (a) Is it a fact that Messrs. Gillanders 
Arbuthnot and Co., were invited by the Railway Board by its letter 
'!":IJ. 67-P.-17, dated the 17th .November, 1921, to submit proposals for the 
financing of the Ishurdi-Patma-8adhuganj railway Y 

(b) Is it a fact that Me:-!~rs. Gillanders .Arbuthnot and Co., in the1r 
lt>lt1•r No. R.G.-1472, dated tLe 22nd December, 1921, proposed to the 
H~tilway Board to negotiate 'i ;~oncession in respect of the above-mentioned 
project on the ba:;is of a rebate up to 8 p. c. f 

(c) Is it a fact that the Railway Board in its letter No. 67 .p .-17, datecl 
thn 24th .January 1922, inforra1ed Messrs. Gillanders .Arbuthnot and l:o. 
1 h;,t " the Railway Board fh1tl themselves unable at present to consider 
proposals for the construction ofthe project in question by private enter· 
prise " f 

(d) Is it a fact that the I\ailway Board further added in its letter 
rt'fPrred to in (c) above, that " in any case the Railway Board would not 
have been prepar!'d to consi<ler the grant of a rebate up to 8 p. c. " ? 

(e) Will the Government bt pleased to state whether the State will b-! 
A:Jle to provide funds for the construction of this branch line 1 If sCJ, 
when iH it proposed to take up its consh·uction 7 

Mr. 0. !J. M. Hindley: (a), (b), (c) and (d). Yes. 
(f) I would refer the llononrable 1\lember to my reply to (c) of 

his previous question. If the prospect11 of the line are found to l>e 
MatiNfactory, Guwrnnwnt auticipate no difliculty in providi11g funds for 
ih1 con~truction. 

RAII.WAY SU.J~G AT FENY RIVER GHAT. 

23:3. Mr. X. C. Neogy: (a) Is it a fact that owing to the opening out 
of Ramgarh Hub-division in Chittagong Hill Tracts, and the opening out 
of three Indian t<'a gardens near by, and the booking of bamboos for paper 
pulp and rotton, etc., the outward and inward traffic of Dhoom station vn 
the A. B. Ry. ha11 considerably increa:-;ed 1 

(b) Is it a fact that in view of this increased traffic and in considera· 
tion of the tstaticn being 21 miles distant from the Feny River Ghat near 
the bridge without any communications, and hand shunting of wagons beini 
~xtremely inconvenient and exorbitantly expensive, the Traffic Manager 
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arranged to opt'n r ·silhgo at the Feny River Ghat two yeara back, but no 
action ha~ been t :'.c:1 :~! Lili:i direction as yet f 

(c) Is it a fact that there is no special rate for tea, ete., in this part 
of the Assam llf'ngal Railway, whereas this is allowed to other 'parts of 
this Railway 7 If so, why Y Is it true that no concession rates of coolie11 
under the credit note system is allowed by the A. B. Ry. to the Indians, 
which is generally enjoyed by the Europeans 7 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) The reply is in the negative. 
(b) A proposal to provide a riverside siding has been under the 

consideration of the Railway authorities for several years. The pro
vision, howenr, has been held over as it cannot be financially justified . 

• (c) There are no special rates for tea from stations on this section 
of the Assam Rcn~al Hailway as the lead is short. The reply to the 
second part of the question is in the negative. 

CoNTRACT FO!t PRINTING WORK FOR THE BOMBAY, BARODA AND CENTR!L 
' INDIA RAILWAY. 

234. Sardar V. N. Mutalik : Will Government be pleased to state : 
(a) Whether it is intended to give the contract for pnnting work for 

the B.; B. and C. I. Railway to only tw& presses, namely, the 
" Times of India " 11nii the " British India Press " br 
prh·ate arrangement Y 

(b) Is it a fact that the " Times of India " had refused to tender 
rates for printing when market conditions were unsettled f 

(c) Is it a fact that presses which accepted and executed the con
tracts before, whrn the market conditions were unsettled, and 
suffered losses both ow1ng to fluctuating pr1ces and retrench· 
ment during the lallt two years, are now refused the con
traets ! 

(d) 1:; it a fact that no open tenders for the printing work were 
invited as usual and the contract'J are being given without 
any consideration of competitive rates T 

(e) Is it a fact that soii.e of the printing preSiles which have been 
refused the contracts have offered reduced rates for future 
work T . 

(/) Do Government intend to ask the Railway authorities concerned 
to stop entering into such contracts before the Railway Board 
examines the question from the point of economy, equity and 
justice 7 

14r. 0. D. M. Hindley : (a) to (e). Government have no information. 
(f) The Railway Authorities concerned have full powers in respect 

of such contracts and Government see no real!on to interfere. 

PROPOSAL TO RECONS'JRuCT NELLORE RAILWAY STATION. 

23j. Haji S. A. K. Jeelani : Are the Government aware of the incon
Ycniences to the public on account of the railway station at Nellore on 
the Madras and Southern Mahratta Railway being too small to meet the 
requirements of the public 1 If so, are the Government prepared te 
advise the Railway authorities to reconstruct it at an early date ! 
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Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : Government are not aware oi the alleged 
inconvenience and do not propo~>e to take the action suggested. But a 
eopy of the question and answer will be sent to the Agent. 

CONSTRUCTION OP' WAITING RooMS AT KoVUR AND KAVALI RAILWAY 
STATIONS. 

236. llaji B. A. X. Jeelani : Are the Government aware that the two 
tttationtl on the Madras and Southern :Mahratta Railway, Kovur' and 
1\a.vali, the headquarters of the Tahsildar and Revenue Divisional Officer, 
eontain no waiting rooms at all f If so, are the Government prepared 
to advise the RailwaY' authorities to put up waiting rooms a,t an early 
date l 

Mr. C. D. M. Kindley : Government understand that the average 
daily number of upper class p~;:~engers at these two stations is very small, 
the lst and 2nd class being less than 0.01 per train. In the circum· 
stances Government are not prepared to suggest any action in the 
matter to the Madras and Southern l\lahratta Railway Company. 

The question of providing additional third class waiting accom
modation will be considered in connection with the general programml! 
for improving passenger facilities. 

INDISTINCT PosTMARKING OF LETTERS. 

237, Mr. W. B. J. Willson : (a) Is it a fact that the postmarking of 
letters at the office of posting is frequently so indistinc~ as to be useless 
for the information of the recipients of letters f (b) If so, are the Gov-
rmment prepared to issue orders to remedy the defect ? · 

Mr. H. A. Sams: (a) The Government of India are not aware that 
the Rtamping of letters is frequently indistinct. 

(b) The rules of the P. 0. require postmasters to see daily, before the 
11tarnps are used, that .their impressions are clear and distinct. Steps will 
~e taken to ensure that the stamping of articles is done properly. 

EXERCISE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE'S POWERS OF SUPERINTENDENCE, 
DIRECTION AND CONTROL OF THE CIVIL AND MILITARY GOVERNMENT 

OF INDIA, ETC, 

238. Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachand.re. Ra.o : (a) Will the Gover!!· 
l!lPn\ be pleased to lay on the table the rules, if any, framed by the Secr~
tnry of State for India in Council under section 33 of 1he Government 
tf India Act in the matter of the txereise of his powers of superin
tendence, direction and control of the Civil and Military Government of 
India vested in the Governor General in Couneil f 

(b) Will the Government be pleased to place on the table a state
llent of the cases from April 1921 to April 1924 in which the S11cretar:v 
of State exercised his powers of superintendence, clireetion and contr-:>1 
in relation to transferred subjects under the rules framed under sec
tion!! 33 and 19-A of the GoYemment of India Act (Secr'.)tary of State's 
pow en transferred aubjeets) t 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : (a) Under section 3~ 
· cf the Go,·ernment of India Act;' the Governor General is required to 
pay due obedience to all such orders as he may receive from the Secre
lUl'Y of State. This provisiou of the Act apparently relates to gener11l 
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or special orders 1ssued by the Secretary of State to gon•rn particubr 
cases or classes of cases. Special orders could not he rt•tl11ePd to rules 
and, so far as we are aware, no general orders issued undt>r this sectirJn 
have been reduced to the form of ruh•s Pither. 

(b) It would not be in accord with establisht•ll usa~ore to make un~· 
statement as to the case!ol in which diJTerPnceii of opinion havtl bl.'l'n 
manifestt>d between the Govt.'fnmt•nts in India an~l the ~ecretary of 
State in the disehar!!l' by tht• latter of his l't'!o!ponsibilitics. Govern. 
ment are, therefore, not preparerl to place on the table a statement ,,f 
the cases in which the 8ecretary of State lHt!ol t'Xercised hi1-1 limill'd 
powers of superintendencE', direction an1l control in relation to tr11ni· 
ferrcrl subjects. ( 

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE !NOlAN BAR CoM~IITTi:E. 

239. Mr. Bha.bendra. Cha.'!ldra. Roy: (a.) Will the Government be 
pleased to state what action they propose to tal<e on the report of th.t 
Indian Bar Committee 7 

(b) .Ia it a fact that the recommendations of the said Committee were 
communicated to the Calcutta High Court and the Olther High Courti 
before the formal publication of the report 7 If so, when were the recom· 
mendations so communicated f 

(c) Have the Government addressed any communication suggest· 
ing that the High Courts should frame rules under their Letters Patent, or 
amend existing rules so as to give effect to those recommendations of the 
Committee that can be carried out by such rules ? If so, has any action 
been taken in· the matter by any. High Court 7 

(d) Will the Government be pleased to place on the table any 
communication which they may have addressed to the Calcutta Ili~h Court 
regarding the report of the Indian Dar Committee, and any reply that may 
have been received 1 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: (a) and (c). The Local 
Governments have been asked to furnish the Government of India with 
their views as well as the views of the High Courts, Judicial Commis
sioners' courts, and of legal associations on the recommendations of 
the Indian Bar Committee. The Government of India propose to await 
their replies before taking any further action in the matter. They have 
also asked for information as to the extent to which the High Courh 
are prepared to give effect at once to the proposals of the CommiHN~ 
which are within their competence, but thiH information has not yet 

· been received. 

(b) Yes, on the 19th February 1924 throu~h Local Governments 
except in the case of the Calcutta High Court to whom a copy of the 
report was sent direct. 

· (d) The substance of the letter i!-1 given in thP reply to parts f11) 
and (c) of the question, ancl no usefnl purpose will he served by lay
ing a copy of the letter on the table. So far no reply has been recei \'CCI. 

PAY oF VETERINARY AssisTANTS oF TnE AR~IY RE~IOUNT DEPARTMENT AND 

oF THE ARMY VETERINARY ConPs. 

240. Sardar Kartar Singh: (a) Is it a fact that the Veterinary 
Assistants of the Army Veterinary Corps start with Rs. 60 per mensem 
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~·hile those of the .Army Remount Department with the same qualific:a
twnll t.tart wiLh l:s. ;iiJ per men~em only 1 And is it also a fact that 
lwuse rent, ration &nd clothing is allowed to the former only 7 

( ~) Will the Government be pleased to state the reasons for thii 
differential treatment between the Ve,terinary Assistants of the two 
!!epat·tments which are subordinate to the same Quarter :Master General f 

(c) I11 it a fact that the starting pay of the Veterinary Assistants of 
Loth the departments used to be the same before 1918 f 

(d) \V tll the Government be pleased to state why the claims of the 
V etct".nary Assistants of the Army Remount Department were ignorill 
when the starting pay of the Veterinary Assistants of the Army Vetiri, 
nary l'OI'Jl!. was increased in 1918 1 

• (e) Is it a fact that the Punjab Civil Veterinary Department, a:lio 
follow inr, the lead of the Army Veterinary Corps Department, has 
uouh1f d the starting pay of its Veteriuary Assistants since 1920 ! 

~/)Is it 11 fact that the Veterinary Assistants of the Army Remount 
Depa1 tment had submitted in 1921 a memorial to the Director of the 
Army Hemount Department to grant them an increase in pay similar 
to the Veterinary As~istants of the other Departments Y 

(t,') Is it a fact that the temporary allowance which was given to the. 
Vete1·.nary Assistants of the Army Remount Department has been stop-
ped since 1922 f · 

{h) What action if any has been taken on the above Jn;eintionea 
mPmorial f 

(i) What steps do the Government propose to take to remove the 
gricvanecs of the Veterinary Assistants of the Army Remount Depart
ment f 

Mr. H. R. Pate : (a) The answer to both parts of the question is 
in tht.> aflirmative. 

(b) ·The pay of the veterinary assistants in the Army Remount Depart
m('nt was revised in 1917. A further revision has been under considera
tion sitwe l!J~:!, lmt a final decision on the subject has been suspended 
on aC('Otlllt of the lack of funds and also the imperative necessity of 
flt·st girin~ efft•et to the various measures of retrenchment recommended 
by the InJ.ian Hctrenehment Committee and accepted by the Govern
ment o[ lnJia in respect of the Remount Department. 

The wterinary assistants in the Army Veterinary Corps are en
rolh••l arlll altt•st('O. and serve as combatants under military regulations. 
'lhry are accordingly entitled to free accommodation, rations and cloth
ing. 'l'lte vcttrinary assistants of the Army Remount Department, on 
the otlwr hantl, are cirilians serving under the Civil Service Regulations 
antl are, tlH•reforc, not entitled to the concessions admissible under 
military regulations. 

(c) The Army Veterinary Corps was not in existence before 1918. 
(d) This question does not now arise. 
(e) The Gowrnmcnt of India haYe no information on the point, but 

1tte lllllkin~ inquirit'!i of the Local Government. I will let the Honourable 
~!ember know the result. 

(f) Yes. 
(g) Yes. 

L63LA 
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(h) and U).""'l'he attention of the llononrab1t~ ~[erubt•r i:-~ invitt·tl 
to the reply giwn to part (b) of his question. ~\s most or the oruers in 
regard to retrenchment have now b·en i.-;:--tktl. I he question of rcvi:-~in~ 
the pay of the Yeterinary assistants [n quest ion i."l again being proeeeded 
with. 
PROCEEDINGS OF THE biPERlAL EcO~O:\liC CONFERE:-1<:E AND llErotrr OF TilE 

HoNOURABLE SIR CHARLEs INNEs IN REGARD TO ms DELEnATION To 'l'HE 

SAME. 

241. Diwa.n Ba.ha.dur M. Ra.ma.chandra Ra.o: (a) Will the Oowrn-. 
ment be pleased to place a copy of the proceedings of the Imp<'rial Eco. 
nomic Conference on the table and also a copy of the report., if any, of· 
the Honourable Sir Charles Innes to the Government of Imlia in regard , 
to his delegation to the conference 1 

(b) Do the Government intend· placing the resolutions of the !tbove · 
mentioned conference so far as they relate to India before the Ccntrul. 
Legislature for its consideration 1 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes: (a) A copy of proceeding"~ ha~· 
been placed in the Library. No report was submitted by me to the GoYcrn-· 
ment of India. ~· 

(b) The Assembly will no douht have an opportunity of discussing· 
a.ny of the proposals made by the Conference anu accepted by the Govem
ment of India which involve expenditure or legi;.;lation. But the Govcm· 
ment of India do not propose to vlace the other Re~olutions before the 
Legislature. 

PARTICIPATION BY RETIRED GOVERNMENT SERVANTS AND RETIRED AR~IY 
OFFICERS IN PoLITICAL PROPAGANDA OR AOITATION, 

242. Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao : (a) Will the Govern!. 
ment be pleased to state whether there are any regulations prohibiting: 
retired Government servants and retired officers of the army from taking 
part in political propaganda or agitation ? Will the Governmen~. lay 
the r~gulations on the table 1 

(b) Will the Government be pleasc:d to state whether the fll'IIillion 
of any retired Sikh pfficers has been withheld in 1923, or in this. year on 
the ground of their participation in political propaganda 1 
' (c) If so, will the Government be pleased to lay on the table a !!tntll· 
ment containing the name;.; of these officers and the amount of pension 
they were drawing ? 

The Honourable Sir Alexander l4uddiman : (a) There are no such 
regulations, but under article 351, Civil Service Regulations and para
graph 569 of the Pay and Allowanre TI.t>gulations of the Army in India, 
Part II, an implied condition on the grant of a pension is future good 
conduct. Certain forms of political .agitation cannot be regarded all 
compatible with such good conduct. 

(b) There have been four such ca~es. 

(c) The names of the officers concwwcl ·will be supplied privately 
. to the Honourable Member on applir;:ltion to the Secretary in :the Army 
Department. · 

• AssEsSMENT TO ]NcoME·TAX oF LALA SrTA RAM. 

243. Lala Duni Chand~ (a) Will the Government be plea£cd to 
state if the Income-tax Officer of Sargodha has in his af:!St'ssment order 
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·of 2.Jth January 1924, made certain remarks about the ~onduct and 
eharacter of L. Sita Ram, f(lrmerly Executive Engineer in the Punjab, 

.aud then a State Engineer in .Alwar State, and said that 'c with this 
past history be would ·be well .expected to have amassed aufficient 
wealth " f 

(b) Is it a fa<:t that with regat·d to the incident relied on by tha 
Income-tax Officer, L. Sita Ram was exonerated by the Secretary qf 
State in Council on appeal and was compensated f 

(l') Is it a fact that the said Income-tax Officer asserted that L. 
Sita Ram got a job on Rs. 2,500 a.- month while as a fact it was only 
H'l. 1.200 a month, that he joined .Alwar, and is it also a fact that. besidea 
the deposits admitted by L. Sita Ram, be assumed an income of Rs. 3,400 
from a sum of Rs. 70,000 (seventy thousand only), as having been lent 
by him on interest at 12 per cent., and on the basis of these and other 

.aimilar assumptions assessed him t 
(d) .Are the Government prepared to make an inquiry into the 

matter f 
The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett: (a), (b), {c) and (d). The 

Goventment have no information on the subject. If the gentleman referred 
to thinks that he has been over assessl'd his remedy lies in an appeal to the 
AAAistant Commissioner as provided by law. 

If he bas allY cause for compiaint regarding the conduct of the Income
tax Officer when acting in his official capacity he should bring the matter 
to the notice ofthe Commissioner of Income-tax. I would suggest to the 
Honourable 1\Iember that the floor of this House is not a suitable place for 
di~cussing details of individual asse"8ments . 

.APPOINTMENTS OF b"DIANS AND EUROPEANS TO THE CANTONMENTS 
DEPARTMENT. 

214. Lala Duni Chand: (a) Will the Government be pleased to' 
state if uut of forty-one Executive Officers recently appointed to tho 
CantonmentR Department under the New Cantonment Scheme,. thirty
m·en are Europeans and only four are Indians t 

(b) Will the Government be pleased to sente the total number of 
European and Indian officers respectively in the Indian .Army and on 
this bllsis how does the proportion of the appointment of Indian officers 
to the European officers work out f 

(c) Is it a fact that the above mentioned forty-one appointments 
·:v••t·c otwn both to officers holding the King's Commission and the Vweroy's 
Commission whether on effective or non-effective lists and if so, how 
many appointments have gone to the former and how many to the 
latter I 

(d) Does any of the four Indians belong to the non-effective list 
and if not, will the Government be pleased to state the reasons for ignor
ing the claims of non-effective Service.> 1 

( t) Is it a fact that one of the conditions of appointment to the 
above posts was that the knowledge of English language possessed by 
the candidate~ must be of a high order and their intellectual and educa
tionlll attainments should Le tmch that they can understand and wor· 
the new Cantonment Act and if so, has the selection been made with due 
obsernnce of this rule I 
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(/) Is it not a fact that one of the Indian officers 11 ppointed bn11 
not passed even the Matriculation Examination 1 

Mr. H. R. Pate: (a) Yes. The :17 lhitish Onicet·~ werP st•rving in 
the late Cantonment :Magistrates' Depat·hnent and haw bel' I\ t musferretl 
to the new Cantonments Department. 

(b) The number of British Officn·s in the Indian Arllly is :1,349 ; the 
number of Indian Officers (including those hohling- VicPt'oy's t'tillliUis ... ion~) 
is 3,360. The proportion of the appointmrnts in thP nPw Cantonmcnl:i 
Department held by Indian Otlicers to those IH•ld by Driti~•h Officers i~ 
approximately 1 to 9. 

(c) To the first part of the question the ans,,·er is in the neg-atht~. As 
stated above, oQf the 41 appointments 37 Wl're fillPtl by Oflit~t·r!i of t!:1• latn 
Cantonment :Magistrates' DepartmeHt llJHl 4 were allotted· to lttdian 
Officers. 

(d) One of the Indian officers in r1uestion iii on the noH-e!Tective 1 !st. 
(e) To both parts of the question the answer is in the al'llrmilti1·e. 
(f) Yes. There is more than one such officer. 

RECOVERY OF MoNEY DUE TO GoVEttNMENT BY THE E~octE'r CoMPA:-.~Y. 

245. Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar: (a) Is there a sum of' uhout 
Rs. 75,000 due to the Government by the Esociet Company, alias Ectstern 
States of Central India Export, Trust, Limited, Maihar, Central lntlia, 
the registel'ed office of the Company being in Cawnporf', care of Allen 
Brothers (India), Limited Y 

(b) What steps have been taken by the Government to recover this 
sum f 

(c) With what results 1 
(d) What hopes are entertained for recovery of the Governmellt 

dues 7 
Mr. Denys Bray : (a) According to the calculations of the Govern

ment of India the sum due to them by the Esociet Company j, 
Rs. 66,427~13-5. 

(b), (c) and (!). The Government of India addressed the Company 
regardin~ the repayment of the amount (Tis. 66,427-13-3) due by it to the 
Government, and also extended the time for repayment with a view to en
abling the Company to wind up its areounts in as satisfactory a manner a:{ 

possible. They called for a statement of the position of the Company 
certified by a firm of chartered accountants, and, after careful consideratiou 
of all the facts bearing on the case, ]Jave waived the recovery of the dr~lJt 
due to them, less such balance as may remain after all liabilii ic~ of the 
Company, other than those pertaining to the Government of brlia, have 
been met. It :s understood that there is not likely to be any sud~ balance. 

'AFFAIRS OF THE EsociET CoMPANY, ETC. 

246. rn:r. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : (a) Will the Government he 
pleased to place on the table for the information of the Asseml.ly the cor
respondence that passed in ·July, 1922, between Mr. E. II. Ke1ly, M.A., 
I.C.S., Political Agent in Dag-halhml (Chairm:m of the E>'J<'ict- Com· 
pany) and the Secretary to the l!on'ble the .Agent to the Governo: 
General ~ ~entral India .?1 
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(b) Will the Government state who was the Agent to the Governor 
General in Central India, at the time, and whether he acted in this matter 
llllder instructions given to him by the Government of India or on his 
own initiative f · 

(c) Whether any and if so, what special inducements were ofl:'ered in 
the year 1916, during the. war, and, if NO, Dn whose recommendation they 
were made to an Austt·ian or German gentlemnn called Freymouth, who 
was employed in Umaria in tho Rewa State and then at Maihar in the 
E!!oeiet Compuny f . · · 

(d) Whether the -Government of India are aware of the great loss 
,oing into many lakhs to the shareholders ot the Esociet Company 
$xcluding the Gonrnment debt f . . . . . . 
_ f,lr. D'enya Bray: (a) The Gov~rnment of India. do not prollose to 
place a copy of the correspondence on the, table. .. · · · · · 

(b) The .!gent to the Governor General in Central India at the. time 
was Mr. (now Sir Oswald) Bosanqu'et. The Government of India approved 
the proposals made by him-~ the matter of the formation of the Esociet. 

(c) The Government of India have no informati<>n. 
· (d)· T~o Government of India are, aware of the losses· which have 

been .au.stained. The total amount appears to be about four lakhs exclu-
sive of the debt referred to. · · · 

AlBESTa lN coNNECTION WITH THE KHILAF!T PROCESSION AT PESHAWAR 
. . ON THE 16TH NOVEMBER, 1923. . , •· , 

·247; Mr. S. Sadiq Hasan: (1) 'Are;the·Government aware that'Haji 
Abdul Rahim, Vice President and llfaulvi Ali Gul Khan, Secretary of the 

· Khilafat Committee, Peshawar. were arrested on~ the. Jaziratul Arab Day 
(16th November 1923) and on the same day convicted by the City 
:Magistrate lor having organised. the. Khilafa~ processiQn without previous 
permission having been obtained I · , 

(2) Ia it a fact that no written' order prohibiting the procession was 
aerved on anyone concerned and no restrictions were laid on any Khilafat 
procession before I · · · · • · . · · 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman ~ (1) These persons were 
arrested and convicted as described on 24th November 1923. · · · 

(2) No written order was issued, but direct verbal orders were given 
by the Assistant Superintendent of th<" Police to these. two persons under 
section 30 (2) of the Police Act requiring them not to take out the proces
Bion without first obtaining a licence. The Government of India are not 
in a position to say whether such restrictions were placed on similar proces-
sions before. ·. · · . ' 

~Innl.ux AND M.&Xllluu SALARIEs Olf' CERTAIN CwsEs OF PosTAL 
EMPLOYEES. 

248. Mr. S.· Sadiq Hasan: (1} Will the Government be pleased to 
state the minimum and maximum r.:.laries drawn by the following postal 
employees in the year 1913 and now f 

(a) T m1pectors of Post Offices. 
(b) Sub-Postmasters. 
(c) Branch Postmasters. 
(d) Overseers. · 
( • )_ fostme~ 
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( 2} Is it a fact· that while the pay of all these officials hns bee a 
tloubled the Branch Postmasters have not obtained correspontiing in
erement f 

(3) Is it a fact that the maximum salaries of Overseers are higher 
than that of Branch Postmasters f 

(4) If the answers to (2) and (3) are in the affirmative, do the Gov
ernment propose to consider this grievance of the Branch Postmasters 7 

Mr. H. A. Sams : (1) A statement containing the information asked 
for by the-Honourable Member is placed on the table. 

(2) No. 
~3) No, except in Burma and with respect to the 11cale of Hs. 32-40 

which in course of time will cease to exist. • 
( 4) Does not arise. 'fhe question, however, whether the scJlo CJf pay 

for Branch Postmasters in Burma should be raised or, in the nltel'native, 
whether the scale for Overseers in that Province should be lowered will 
receive consideration. 

Skl.tement. 
·-· ...... -......... _ ... ~.-~-........ 

1013. PR.ESE:NT TIME. 

--
I 

1\finimum.l Maximum. Minimum. Maximum. 

I -

Rs.I-Rs. 

-
Rs. l<s. 

In spectore of Post Offices .. 60 •150 100 175 

s ub-postmas~ers .. .. 20 300 40, 350 

B ranch postmasters - tlO t30 India excluding ·' .. , 
Baluchistan 24; 32 
Baluchistan 25 4(} . Burma 25 35 

0 verseet'S .. .. 15 t50 India 22 30 
32~ 40 

Burma 35 45 

p ostmen .. .. 8 30 16 45 

• It was only in Burma that Inspectors drew a higher pay than Rs. 100. 
t 5 per cent. of the total staff drew less than Rs. 15, while 6 ·8 per cent. were on a 

pay exceeding Rs. 20 and the large majority of these were employed in Butma. 
l There was only 1 appointment on this rate of pay and 7 on Ra. 40, and out of •· t<1tal 

staff of 1,028 men only 11 ·7 per cent. drew more than Rs. 20. 
§This scale will gradually disappear. 

---
ACTION TAKEN ON NoN-OFFICIAL RESOLUTIONS PASSED BY TilE ASSEMlW..Y 

DURING LAST SESSION. 

249. 1\Ir. S. Sadiq Hasan : Will the Government be pleased to lay on 
the table of the Assembly a statement showing (a) non-official Resohn
tions passed by the Assembly in the last session (b) and the action that. 
the Governor General in Council has taken thereon f 
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Sir Henry Moncrie! Smith : The statement asked for by the Honour
able )[ember is laid on the table. 

SttJkment lhowing f1011-official Reaolutionl adopted by the Legwlative .Assembly during the 
Del~i 81!81ion, 1924, and action taken by Government thereon. 

&-ria Date on which I By whom. I 
.So. moved. 

I 

Subject Department 
of Resolution. concerned • 

I lith February I Mr. B. Venkatapatiraju 
llrl4. 

Amalgamation of Army Depart-
the InWe.n Terri- ment. 
torial Force with 
the Auliliary 
Force. 

2 lh February j Mr. K C. Neogy .. 
1924. 

Countervlliling Commerce IJe. 
duty on South partment. 
African Coal. 

3 lith, 8th, 13th Diwan Balwlur T. Full Self-Govern· Home Depart-
and 1Mth Raogachariar. 
Fehruary, 
111~4. 

' 12th February Mr. K. Ahmed 
1924. 

4 12th February Hajl Wajihnddia 
1924. 

ing Dominion ment. 
8tat111 for India. 

.. Answering of aU 
questions in the 
Aaaembly re. 
garding subjects 
over which Gov. 
erument of India 
have power of 
superintendence 
and oontrol 

, • Measures for the 
convenience of 
Indian paaaen
gera. 

Home De-
partment. ' 

Railway De
partment. 

·& Hth February 

1 

Diwan Bahadur M. 
1924. Ramarbandra Rao, 

AAembly'a appro- DPpartment 
val in regard to of Industries 
certain oontracte. and Labour. 

I 

I 
I, 
I 
I 

I 

Action taken by 
Govel'lllllent. 

A Committee has 
been appointed, 
and will assemble 
shortly. 

The Government have 
as yet taken no 
Mtion on this 
Re<~olution. 

A copy of the Reso
lution adoptAld by 
the .Assembly to-
gether with the 
debates theroon was 
communicated to 
the Secretary of 
State on the 6th 
March 1924. 

The subsequent 
action taken in con. 
formity with the 
undertaking of the 
Hon'ble Sir 
Malcolm Hailey 
given in the discus· 
sion of the Reaolu. 
tion has been 
announced in 
communiques which 
have been issued. 

The question is 
under consideration. 

A copy of the discus· 
Irion on the subject 
in the Assembly 
was forwa.rded to 
all Railway Admi· 
nistrations for con
sideration. 

The Governn1ent of 
Jodie. have decided 
that they cannot 
be bound by the 
Resolution but 
that should they 
consider it in the 
public interest to do 
ao, ther may . at 
their discretion con· 
ault an appro· 
priate committee of 
the Legislature 
before entering into 
a contract of the 
nature contem· 
pi aUld. 



2262 · LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBJ,Y. [27TH MAY 1924 .• 

Statement showing non-official Resolutions adopted by the Legislative· Assembly during the 
Delhi Session, ]924, amZ ar.tion taken by Government thereon-~contd. 

Serial~ Date on which I I . Subject 1 Dep31tment Action taken bv 

No.I--=~~--~---~=~=---- -~~=~::· ____ :::~:~- --~=::ent. ~-
--:; 14th l!'ebruaryl' Mr. M. A. Jinnah .. j' Purchase of stores : D.er>artment of I The matter is under 

I 
!92·~. i Indus t. I' i e s consideration. 

· , and Labonr. 
sll4th l''ebruttry Manlvi Mohammad Greetings to the • Home De- ~I A copy of t!Je Reso-

1924. · Yakub. Labour l'arty. partment. lution adopted by 

10 

11 

19th February Mr. V. ,J. Patel 
1924. 

26th February Sardar Gulab Singh 
1924. 

. . Iwmoval of res
trictions in the 
way of Mr. B. G. 
Hornimau to re
turn to India. 

.. Appointment of a 
Colllll1ittee to 
inquire into the 
grievances of the 
Sikh community. 

26th February Sardar Kartar Singh .• Reloore of Sardar 
.Kharak Singh. 1924. 

12 26th February }{r. S. Sadiq Hasan . . P.elcase of Maulana 
1924. Hasrat Mohani. 

13 20th March 1\fr. Ama.r Nath Dutt 
1924. 

R.epeal of Bengal 
Regulation III 
of 1818. 

1 the Asscm bly to-

Home De-
partment. 

Ditto .. J 

get.her with the 
debates tf.ereon 
was duly cim. 
municated to .;he 
Secretary of l:itate. 

The Government of 
India havo not been 
able to accept the 
recommend a t i o n s 
contained in the 
Hesolution. No 
action has accord
ingly been taken 
other than to rqJort 
the result of the 
debate to the Secre
htry of State . 

Ditto. 

Ditto In accordance with 
the undertaking 
given by the 
Hon' ble the Home 
llfember during 
the debate, the 
Punjab Govern-
ment woro con · 
suited (lnd it hfiS 
been decided that 
there arc no 
grounds for inter· 
ference at present. 

DiLto . . The Governor Gcno
ral in Council has 
not accepted the 
recommend a t i o n s 
made in tho Reso • 
lution a11d no 
actiotl has accord • 
ingl y been taken 
thereon. 

·; .. ~ < ,· 1 f!'ri 

Ditto . . fi~oi the.,reftllons stat~d 
a in·. t.he course 

o£ the debate, the 
Government of 
India have been 

{unable w accept 
the Resolution and 
no action has been 

· taken other thil.ll to 
communicate a 
report on the debate 

.l. to the Secretary of 
Smte. 
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C!!l or AKBAR .A.Lr, TilfE·KEEPER, Kora Sur1os os TRE KALABAGH 
RAILWAY. 

250. Mr. S. Sadiq Hasan: (1) 'Are the Government aware that one 
.Akbar Al~ a time-keeper, who had· worked for 6~ years in Rawalpindi 
Division to the entire satisfaction of his superiors and who had supplied 
110 recr!lita during the Great War was posted at Kour Station on the 
Kalabagh Railway "'oithout any quarters being provided for him I 

(2) Do the Government know that under such circumstances tlie 
said Akbar Ali asked for 3 months' privilege leave (which was J.uc, to 
him) or leave without pay or if that could not be done he offered to resign 
his place, but afterwar~ when a lodging was provided for him he with
d!ew his retiignation f 

(3) Is it a fact that in spite of his withdrawal of his resignation 
tendered in such circumstances his resignation was accepted and no heed 
was paid to his withdrawal cf hhs resignation f 

(4) Are the Government prepared to inquire into the matter f 

lrlr. C. D. 11. Hindley : This is a matter with which the loc.al rail
way authorities are competent to deal. In the circumstances thu Govern
ment are not prepa~ed to interfere. 

TRAFFIC l!>:SPECTORS ON THE NoRm-WEsTERN RAn."u. 

25t Mr. S. Sadiq Hasan: (1) How many posts' of Traffic Inspectors 
are thrre on the North· Western Railway f Out of these how many are 
there of Senior Grade and how many of Junior Grade r 

(2) llow many Indians are there in th., Junior Grade and Senior Grade 
<1f Traffic Inspectors f • · 

· (3) How is !it>niority tlr.tt>nnint>d ttmong the Traffiu In~pectors t 
If it is based on length of service and efficiency, is it not a fact thllt thi1. 
principle walj overlouked in the case of the only Indian Traffic Inspc0tc·~ 
()D the Railway f · · · 

(4} IIow many Traffic -Inspt-ctors ,we~ promoted to the post of 
'As.'listunt Traffic Superintendents during the last 5 year~ f How man.V' 
(If them were Europeans and what was the number of Indians so promoted t 
Is there any lndmn Traffic Inspector at present officiating as As~istant 
Traffic Superintendent f If not, why ! How many European ·Traffic 
Inspectors are still officiating &.'1 Assmtant Traffic Supe~intendents f 

(5) Is it a fact that there is no Indian working as a Controller f · 

. (6) Ldt a. fact that no Indian i."' appointed direct as C Class Guard 
while Europeans nnd Anglo-Indians are f What ar!l the special quall· · 
fications of European.~ and Anglo-Indians so appointed f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : (1) Thirty-nine posts of 1'raffic InRpectors are 
provided for in the North-Western Railway Bud~et. The Iltl:nbel'll of 
appointmcnt.i are 2 spt>cial grade, 17 Senior and 20 Junior. 

(2) There are three Indians in the Junior grade. 
(3) The brst qnalifiNi and mrnit promi:sinz mc.u ne selectel. ;ind prQ-

PlOted by the Railway authorities. · 
~ll E 
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(4) From 1st Janu11ry 1919, the followin~ 'frnfnc lnspeocrors have 
bt-en promoted to the grade of .Assistant Traffic Superintendents : 

(a) North-Western RailwnJ 5 Statutory Indians 
(b) Eastern Bengal Railway 2 Statutory Indians und one 

Jr,dian. 
( r) Oudh and Rohilkhand ilailway 2 Statutory Indians. 
At prP-sent there are seven Traffic Inspectors officiatin11 as Assistan* 

Traffic Superintendents on each of the North-Weste m and E~steru Benr~al 
nailways and two on the Oudh and Rohilkhand Railway. All of th~m 
are statutory IndianM. 

(5) Yes. ,, 
( 6) Practically all the posts in C Class guards are filled by sel~r.tion 

from B Class and in any case selection depends on qualificatior.g anJ not 
on race. 

SALE OF NATIONALIST NEWSPAPERS AT RAILWAY STATIONS ON THE NORTH· 
WESTERN RAILWAY. 

252. tala Duni Chand : (a) Will the Gowrnment be plehs.:<l to state 
if it is a fact that on the North-Western Railway stations only pro-Oovrrn· 
ment newspapers are allowed to be sold, and that the sale of Nationalist 
papers is prohibited f · 

(b) If the reply to the above que8tinn be in the affirmativf' E-ither 
wholly or partly, do the Government propose to take steps to remove this 
state of aff&.irs 7 

(c) Is it a fact that the sale of Bandematarm, a vernacular Natiomt.l
ist daily of Lahore, on North-Western Railway stations is particularly 
tn·ohibited Y • 

(d) If the reply to the above question be in the affirmative \\'lll the 
Government be pleaserl to state reasons for this prohibition a11d if the 
reply be in the negative, are the Government prepared to issue instructions 
to the authorities of the North-Western Railway to the effect that the 
ja}e of the said paper is allowed on all North-Western Railway stations 7 

Mr. C. D .. M. Hindley: (a) and (c). No such orders have been issued. 

(b) Does not arise. 
(d) The first part of this question does not ari:::e. With rq~ard to 

the second part, Government understand that the f,[Je of all ~~~wspapers 
and periodical.:; is in the hands of contractors, who are not in atly way 
restricted aa to the literature they may offer for sale, nnd it is in the inter
ests of the contractors themselves to stock papers that find a rc<Juy sale. 
In the circumstances no action on the part of Government il'! coru;idered 
necessary, 

DIFFEREYCE IN TERMS OF' SERi"'CE OF EMPLOYEES OF THE l\IADRAS SURVEY 
. DEPA.RTME.!-,'T AND II CLASS OFFICERS OF TllE St:RVEY OF L'IDIA. 

253. Maul·;i !t!uhammau Yakub : (a) Is it a fact that there is a 
difference betweE:n the terms of service and advantages receiYe:l by the 
emplo~'cea of the Madras Survey Department and the II Class Officer;j 
!)! the Survey of 1nilia Y · · 
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(b) It it a fact that the work done by both the Departments is practi- . 
Mlly the lll!lfle f 

Mr. J. W. Bhore: (a.) Yes. 
(b) No. The system of survey in the Madras Presidency is more 

elabor11te and detailed. 

RESPONSffiiLITY OJI' GOVERNMENT SERVANTS FOR THE POLITICAL OPINIONS 
OR .ACTIONS OF THEIR RELATIVES OR MEMBERS OF THEIR FAMILIES •. 

254. Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar: (a) Has the attention of the Gov·· 
ernment of India been drawn to the case of dismissal of Mr. N. Subba Rao 
by the Postmaster General, Madras and the circumstances connected there
wi&, as set out in the Swarajya of 17th April last f· 

(b) Have the Government of India laid down any instructions in the 
Public Servants' Conduct Hules or other orders defining the extent of 
rc!;pt1nsibility of Government servants in regard to the political opinions· 
or tiCtiQns of the relations or members of families of Government servants t 

(c) Are the Government prepared to state to this House after a re• 
etnmination of the papers connected with this case their declared policy 
in this matter f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Na.th Mitra : (a) Yes. 

(b) and (c). 'fhe policy of Government is expressed in the Government 
~ervants Conduct Rules, from which the Honourable .Member cau make 
hi:t own deduction. · · 

RULES re THE POWER OF MAKING APPOINTMENTS TO, AND PROMOTION'S IN, 
OFFICES UNDER THE CROWN IN INDIA. . 

255. Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : Will the Government be pleased: 
to state : 

(a) Whether the Secretary of State in Council or his predeces~ors 
the Board of Control and the Conrt of Directors had made 
any Rules under section 95 of the· Government of India 
Act, 1915, or under; section 78 of the Government of India. 
Act of 1833 and sections 30 and 37 of the Government of 
India Act of lH;)S, for distritmtin r between the several 
authorities in India the power of making appointments to, 
and promotions in, offices under the Crown in India f 

(b) Whether apart from such Rule~ there existed any regulations, 
directions, usage or cuRtom under which appointments to 
and promotions in offices were made by the Govermnent 
of India and by Local Governments under the supcrin· 
tendence, direction and control of the former 1 

(c) Whether any such regulations or directions are treated by the 
Government of Ind1a as being in force with the Govern· 
ment of India and the Provincial Governments in respect 
of appointments and promotions made subsequent to 1919 r 

(d) Whether there arc any provisions in the De~patches of the . 
Court of Directors in 1847 laying down that it rests with 
the Governor General or the Governor as the caEe may be 
to select and nominate the individual whom he may con
aider be11t qualified and to have the best claims to sup.lJI1 
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1'D('ancies, in ollit•e and that the concurrrnre of the l\1('1\dlt•r!l 
or the Execntire Couneil on::rht not to h<' witnheld unll\"1 
111pecific objection~ to the pcr~on:; srlPcted nr"' of materinl 
impurt~tnce on the grounJ of unfitnes::~ for the pa1·tienh.11' 
ofliee f 

( t) Whet her the provision~ in those D('spntche~ are treated by 
the Gtn·ernment of India as being in force t 

The HonotU'a.ble Sir Alennder r4:uddiman : (a) Government are not 
aware of the existence or any re!!nlation:; cxrm~~sly mnde eitlu·r nnder 
aection 78 oP the Gowrnm('nt nf Imlia .A1•t of lft1:l h~· the Court rd Dirf'~· 
tors, or uwler sections 30 or 37 of the Government of India Act of 1858 
~y the Secretary of State in Council or of anv rules rel!l.tin:;c to o:'fiet>r~cin 
the Civil Service of the Crown in India similarly made by thE'! Sc('retary 
c'! State in C0uncil under section 9j of the Government of India Act, 
1915, . 

(b) There wert> numerou~ l'I'I}.'Ulations, dir':'f'tions, etc .• rellltin~ to 
powers to make appointments and promotions in offiees under the Crown ia 
India in force in rPlution to the variou~ Services. 

(c.) Pending the making of any rules regarding methods of recruit·. 
ment under section !tt).B., sub-srction (2), of the Gowrnm('nt of lodia Act, 
snch ru!e3 would remain in force under the provi8ions of sub-s('ct ion ( 4) 
ol the same section. · 

(d) and (e). The point raised in thest> parts of the question )s under 
the consideration of the Government of India. They have only recently 
~>een extracts from despatches of the Court of Directors issued in 18·16 . 
and 1847 which appear to have some connection wit!! thi~ question. They 
have called for the complete papers from the Hecord Room in Caleutta, but 
at present they are unable to say whether the orJcrJ in those dcspatcheli 
should be re~;arded. a::~ Leing still in force. 

CoMPENSATION TO MILITARY MEDICAL Purn,s REFUSED ENLisniENT tN THI 
bDIAN ~IEDICAL DEPARTMENT, E'fC. 

256. Lieut.-Colonel H. A. J. Gidney: (a) lias the Government'• 
a~tention been drawn to a notification which apllearec.l in the" Statc~man " 
of 7th -r.lay invitin~ applicati1m-; for the A:;sb.tant 8urgeon Branch d tht 
I. M. Department ? If so, will the GoYernment be pleased to state 
(i) what have been the final orders of the Army Department regarding com. 
J•en.:~atinJ the passed Military l\1('dica1 pnp1ls, who, havin~ passed the 
necessary examinations, were, early this year, refused enlistment into 
the I. M. D. and are now still unemployed f ( ii) What do Go,vernment. 
in!eud doing to alleviate the condition of these unfortunate medical men f 

(b) Before enlisting any more students into the Medical Colleges for 
employwent in the I. M. D., do Government propose to assure all intenditg 
canilidates of the stability of their future and enlistment into the I. M. D., 
and that at the end of their course they will not be discarded on the rllea 
o~ economy or retrenchment Y · 

. (c) Will Government be pleased to state how many I. M. D. men 
have been rP.tired on the A. G.'s Circular letter No. Z.-18-l-D.:M.S. I.!., 
dated 17th January 1924 7 
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Mr. H. R. Pate :. (a) Govt>rnment are aware that such a noti!cation 
hall appeared in the J>re.>s. 

(i) and (ii). Gov~>l'nm<'nt haw now decided that those military· 
ruedical pupil!i who pas~;ed ont of Colleges and were refused admittantlo 
to the assi~;tant surgeon branch of the Indian Medical Department, shall 
Le admitte~ to this sen·ice forthwith. · 

(b) No suth lls~urattte or guarantee has been given in the past and 
Go\'ernment see no special reason for doing so now. 

( r) So far, no member~ (If the Indian :Medical Department have been 
retired under the terms of the circular referred to by the Honourable 
liember . 
• 

('AbE oP MR. GIRDHARI LAL, Sea-RE:coRo CLERK, RAILWAY MAIL ·SERVICE. 

257. Mr. S. Sadiq Hasan: (a) Will the Government be pleased to 
atntc whether (i) Mr. Girdhari JJal, Sub-Record Clerk, Railway Mail. 
:::m·ice, J ulluuJur City, who made over charge of Sub-Recnl'd Office, 
.!ullundur Citv, on 15th September 1920, under a clear charge report was 
~;uLsequently ·plaeeil Ullder sm;pension on 27th December 1921, and 
challenged by the Police, on 11th April l 922 under section 409 of the 
I. P. U., i.e., after more than 18 months, (ii) he was kept in Havalat for 13 
day!.!, (iii) he wa~ found innocent by the Court and discharged t:nder 
&eetion 253 of the Cr. P. Code, on 18th November 1922 .by the trying 
Magi~:~trate without e\'en framing any charge against him and was subse-
quently rein-1tateJ on 13th January 1~23 1 . · 

(b) If the reply to the above questions is in the aflirmath·e was any 
IUSJlt'nsion nl!O\\ a nee paid to him. 11.1:1 requir~d by llule 53 of the Funda-· 
1nental Hules, if not, for what reasons 7 · 

(c) hit a fact that the said Mr. Girdhari Lal after being disch~rged 
by the Court, the department in contravention of the judicial findings still 
llt>ld him ~uilty o£ mis"lppropriation and ordered him to make gooq the 
1111m of Uup!'es 30-9-2, if so, why f and under what law ? Why was not .. 
tJ,c liltme ground prowd in the Court to secure his conviction ? What are 
the cir•~um:;tantcs under whirh his JlRY from 27th December 1921 to 12th 
January 1923, is being forfeited! 

(d) It be· was reinstated, will the GoYernment be pleased to state 
the rea:ions why the officer ordering his reinstatem(.'nt did not :.:cttle the 
question of his pay, for the suspension period, as laid down in Rule 54 
of the Fundamental Hules, although he had recommended full pay to the 
Director General, Posts and Telegraphs, who finally decided on 24th 
March 19~!, i.e., after more than li year, that no allowance can be given 
to him f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : The case has not come 
tlp on appeal before the Government of India, who are unaware of tho 
facta. 'l'hey understand, however, that the question of granting sub· 
aistenee allowance to l\lr. Girdhari Lal is under the Director-General 'a 
consideration. · 

JNDIANISATION OP' THE 'Jt!n.ITARY ENGINEERING SERVICES. 

253, Mr. S. Sadiq Hasan : Will Government be pleased to state what 
11t~ps tht-y l1aYe taken to Indianisc ~~e ~lilitp,t'{ Engineering Services, 
&ince tbe iuanguration of Reforms f · 
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: . Mr. ~· ·.~· Pate : .With the excE-ption of eommi!l.'lioned oftlcer~, eer· . 
bun ~l~~·dmstona~ officr~s, a~nd the per.~onn('l of the Barrack Dcpartlllf'nt, 
the Mthtary En::rmeer Services are manned by Indians. 

STRENGTII OF GaRRISON ENGINEERS AND Sun-ntvtstoNAL 0FFlcEns, 
(MtLIT.\RY ASO CIVIL), 

259. Mr. S. Sadiq Hasan : Will Government be pleased to lay on the 
table a. statement showing the strength of sanctioned cadres for-

( i) Garrison Engineers, 

( ii) Sub-divisional officers (Military and Civil). 

Giving the number of posb1 held by Europeans and Indi.'\n!l it• cac'h 
eadre, respectively, together with rntes of pays drawn t 
· Mr. H. R. Pate : (i) The question of fixing the· post-war cadre of 

Garrison Engineers is still under consideration. The numbrr 11t present · 
is 129, all of whom are British. The rates of pay range from 700 to 
Rs. 1,100 per mensem. 

( ii) The sanctioned cadre of sub-divisional officers is 239, bu~ this 
has since been redueed to 192, of which 69 may be civilians. Thl! distri· 
butivn of posts is as follows : 

British-
Military 158. 
Civilian . 40. 

Indian-
Military N a. 
Civilian 35. 

The p~y drawn by sub-divisional officers averages Rs. 440 per men
t!em for a military man and Rs. 300 per mensem for a civilian, whether 
European or Indian . 

.APPOINTMENT or INDIANs AS Sun-DIVISIONAL OFFICERS IN CANTON:IIIF.NTI 
. OCCUPIED BY INDIAN TROOPS. 

260. Mr. S. Sadiq Hasan : (a) Will Government be pleased to statt:t 
the reasons for not giving effect to Circular No. 2-F. of 1923, in so far as 
it is applicable to Civil S. D. Os., i.e., to increase their number up to 74 f 

(b) Is it correct that Government have since changed their atti
tude and wish to man the cadre almost entirely with British 
N. C. Os. who are being trained in Thomason College, 
Roorkee 1 

( c} If ·so, will Government be pleased to explain the reasons for 
this change of views f 

(d) Does. the Circular referred to above accept the view that it 
· · is economical to have Indian S. D. Os. in Cantonments whel'a 

Indian troops are stationed as they get about half wha~ 
:Military (British) S .. D. Os. are paid t 

(e) Do Government propose to consider the advisability of flllin~ 
· · the vacancies in the cadre by qualified and deservin.~ J ndiam1, 

.. already serving in the Department, with due regard to com .. ~ 
munal rii'hta r . 



Mr. JL I. Pate : (a) The rircular in.question was not issued under 
t.Ae orders of Government. It 'vas issued by the Quartermaster Genera} 
in India with a view to enabling him to submit certain proposals on the 
1ubject to Governm~t. 

(b) No. 
( t;) This question does not arise. 
(d) The cireular contains the following statement :-"·wherever 

British troops are concerned, military sub-divisional officers have bPerl 
gh·en ; but in other cases, civilians. as being- cheaper, should he ~>.mployed." 
The sub-divisional officers in charge of lines occupied by Indian troops 
are usually Indians. . • 

(~!) There has t-een no change of policy and Mn~cquently there is nQ 
rr8und for an alteration in the existing method of recruitment. . . ... 

RETRENCHMENTS IN THE MILITARY ENGINEERING SERVICE; . 

261. M.r. S. Sadiq Hasan : (a) Will Government be pleased to;lay on 
the tnhle a statement showing the retrenchment effected in the establishmP.nt 
of the Military Engineering Service under the following head'$ : 

( i) Officers, 
(ii) Subordinates (British and Indian), 
(iii) Clerks f 

(b) Is it correct that the bnmt of retrenchment in the li. E 8. 
tatablis!tment has fallen upon Indians t 

(c) Do the GoYernment contemplate further retrenchment in t!.te 
t:-.tahlisluncnt, if so, under which head f 

Mr. H. I. Pate : (a) A statement is laid on the table. 
(b) No. The reduction amounts approximately to 14 per cent. of the 

British, and 17 per cent. of the Indian, establishment. · 
(e) Furtht'r retrenchment is now being considered under all headi. 

" 8ttJtetMnl 1'1aoVJing retrmchment effectliJ 4n fhe M. B. 8. · 

(') Oflieen 
(ii) Subordinates (British) 
(ii) Subordiuat.ll (Ind;aD) 
(iii) Clcrka 

1922. 1924. 
. 238 20ft 

252 
383 

1518 

21ft 
34!) 

1228 

LoRD OuviEa's SPEECH IN THE HouSE OF LoRDs. 
262. Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar: (a) Will tlui Government of India 

be pleased to state whether any consultations have taken place in pursuance 
of the statement made by Lord Olivier in the House of Lords on 26th 
February last in the following passage : · 

.. His :Majesty's Government, while they are open to consider 1\DY 
practical proposaL~, are not yet satisfied as to what may be 
the best means for establishing that closer contact and better 
undt'rstanding that is so manifestly desirable. Some means of 
arriving at that closer contact must, they are convinced, be 
sought, and they hope after due consultation with the Govern· 
ment of India to be able with the least avoidable delay to decide 
upon the mew they will desire to adopt." · · 
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· (b) If so, have any and if so what steps been taken to giv• 
tfeet to the intentions of the Secretary of State·? 

(c) If no steps have been taken, when are su~ steps proposed ~ 
. be taken f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: (a), (b) and (c). The 
Honourable Member is ·referred to the Communiques issue(~ on the 16th 
~d 23rd May copies of which are annexed. 

PRESS COMMUNIQUE. 

The Governor General in Council, with the approval. of the Secretary of State 
fa Couneil, has decided to appoint a Committee consisting of official and representaf.j.vo 
:aon·official members-

(1) to inquire into the difficulties arising from, or defects inherent in, tha 
working of the Govll\'nment of India Act and the Rules thereunder ; and · 

(2) to investigate the feasibility and desirability of securing remedies for such 
difficulties or defects, consistent with the structure, policy and purpost 
of the Act, · 

(a) by action taken under the Act and the Rules, or 
(b) by such amendments of the Act as appear necessary to rectify any 

administrative imperfodions. 
!. The personnel of the Committee and the date and place of eitting will b~ 

announced later. Invitations are about to be issued to certain prominent non-officials. 

. a: A memorandum summarising the legal and constitutional possibilities of securing 
remedies for difficulties arising from or defects inherent in the working of the Govem· 
ment of India Act and the Rules thereunder by action taken under tho Act and Rulel.l 
ie being prepared and will be communicated to the . Committc;e for its guidance. This 
memorandum will be based on the report submitted by the Committee appointed by 
His Excellency the Viceroy, the personnel of which has ulreadr Lecn an:LOunced and 
which has been oceJipied for some time in examining tho constitutional position. 

. 4:. Ae already announced Local Governments have been addressed on the subject 
and any proposals received from Local Governments will be referred to the CommittoQ 
1or examination. 

5. The Committee will be empowered to receive written representations and if 
aeeessary tOtthear oral explanations upon them. ·It will report to the Governor General m Council. . . 

Home Department, 
BimZa, the 13rd May, 19B4, 

INVESTIGATION INTO THE WORKING OF THE REFORMS. 

[263. Mr. A. Rangasw&ltli Iyengar : Will the Government he pleased to 
1tate : · 

(a) Whether it is the intention of the Government of India that 
the official investigation into the working of the Reforms 
should precede not only " any general inquiry into the 
policy and scheme of the Act or general adva:rtce within the 
Act itself," as stated by the Home Member in the Assembly 
on the 8th February last, but also the taking of the steps 

· announced by Lord Olivier for establishing '' that closer 
eon tact and better understanding,'' etc. T 

:(b) If so, when they expect this investigation to be completed and 
when they expect the latter proet'R.S to begin ? · 

(tJ) Whether it is a fact that the Government of India intend not 
only the SpeciaJ:·Committee' appointed in this b~half but also 
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the investigation to.be made by it and by the Local Govern
ments, to be purely official ! If n<:t, do they propose t() 
roustitute a mixed Committe-e 7 

Thlliononra.ble Sir Alexander Muddiman ~ The Honourable liem .. 
w is referred to tke reply give.n to his Question No. 262. 

QU!UP'ICATIO!."B OF INSPECTORS '().J1' TD:E RAILWAY li!A:tr. SERVICE. 

264. Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : Will the Government be pleased 
to ltate : 

(•) Whether tbe following are the qualifieatiom; required for 
Inspecton o.f Ua.ilway :Mail Service : 

., The chief qualification required of an Inspecto1·, lluilway 
.Mail Service, is that he should be a man of activ1• habit:~ 
and physically ahi\1 to stand the strain of constanl rail
way travelling by night as well as by day ; that he must 
be a good sorter hirnsPlf, mu.'lt be acquaintt:ld with the 
positions of the .Mail offices, the beats of the ~ections and 
the nature and extent of the work done by eac!t office and 
sections in the Divi.JJion ; also with diirerent .t.rnil1 s~rvicel4 
and the mail routes off the line of railway in the division . 
.Above all he must possess a thorough knowledge of the 
sorting arrangeme.nts and of the rules in tho Post Office 
:Manual relating to the work of sorters. H., mnst alsG 
be able to conduct efficiently investigations that are 
entrusted to him." 

(b) Whether it is a fact that n qualifying examination has been 
instituted in some R. M. S. Circles under the orders of the 
Director-General, for which selections have been made 
both inside and outside the body of those whc. are Sorters 
possessing the primary qualifications f · 

(t) Whether having regard to the special training and ~xperience 
of the R. 1tL S. Serums, the Government propose to t•lke 
~teps to see that their claimrt in the Inspectorate under tho 
Rules are not superseded by the requirements of the new 
examination test t 

Mr. B . .A. Sa.ms: (a) Yes. 
(b) A qualifying examination ha~ been in.~tituted, but the examlna· 

tion is coniined to sorters and ordinarily to those who have passed tho 
efficiency bar. . 

(c) The new arrangement in no way affects the rules regarding thft 
qualifications required for Inspectors. 

EXPENDITVRD ON TUE LEE CoMMISSION. 

2G5. Seth Govind Das : Will Government be ple.ased to state the total 
exp~:nditure hitherto incurred over the Lee Commission f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : The estimated cost of 
the total expenditure on the Royal Commission iMluding the cost of 
printing is, as stated by the Commission in their Report, Rs. 4,70,000. 
Jloww OF Loc.u. GovEitNME..'IlTS TO PuariiAs:G LOCALLY lU.NUF!iCTURED 

STJ.TIONERY A..."'D SronES. 
2C6. Seth Govind Das : (a) Will Government be pleased to state if 

the I.OC!al Governments hare got no option to give preference tv local 
~L~ F 
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mannfaeturers in the .matter of purchasing stationery and stores required 
for their departments j 

(b) If the answer to the ahoYe be in the affirmative will Government 
be pkaserl to stat~:!, after inquiry if necessary : 

(1) If the Ink-Factory at Khandwa approached the Local Govern~ 
ment for patronage, and 

(~) If the Factory was asked to submit samples to the Government 
Chemical analyser for opinion. 

(3) If the samples submitted were approved of and certified to he 
good by the Chemical analyser. 

( 4:) If despite this fact the Local Government referred th~ Fact~ 
to the Central Stationery Department. 

(5) .And if ultimately the offer of the l!,.actory to supply ink to 
the Go'\ermnent Departments was not .accepted becauxe the 
Central Stationery Department did not choose to patronise 
the local. factory on the ground that the supply was being 
received from England t 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath ~litra: (a) Local Govern
me.1ts haYc full powers to pnrcha~:,;e locally munuhctured t-~tationery and 
stor,)s in nny m:mner they please. 

(b) The Katter is one entirely within the discretion of the TJocat 
Government, and the Government of India have no information on the 
subject~ nor do they propm;e to inquire. 

EARNin:JS FROM ADVERTISEMENT ON TEI,EGRAPII FORMS AND ENvELOPES. 

267. Seth Govind Das : Will Governme11t be pleased to stnte the total 
earnin~ up to the clo;;e of the lnst financial year f:·oih ·the af!Yertisements 
f'U telegraph forms and emelopes since the first appearance OI these 
adwt·tisements ? 

Mr. H. A. Sams : Rs. 13,395. 

l:lEsTAURANT CAR'· Fon HrNnus ON M.mJ AND ExPREss TnA1XS. 

268. Seth Govind Das : Will Government be pleased to state if the 
Rr.ilway authorities have ever comldered the necec;~ity and desirability of 
attaching a restaurant car for Hindus to the l\lail and Express tralll:S '! 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : 'l'he Honourable :Metaber is referred to the' 
answer given in this A!.lsembly to Question Xo. 161 asked by Mr. 
Bhubanan:mda Das on 21st February 1924. 'rhc information which was 
furnished to Mr. Bhubanananda Das, as promi~etl in the reply given to 
his question, is being sent to the· Honourable .Member separately. 

INDIAN DrsTRICT ElNCTNEERS, AssiSTANT ENctNEER:J liND DISTRICT 'J.IttAFFIO 
• SuPEHIN'l'&"\'Dl'JN'l'S ON INDIAN R:m,wAYS. 

269. Seth Govind Das : Will Government-·be. pleased to state the· 
numhrr of Indian gentlemen holding post::; Of : 

(a) District Enginet>rJ.. 
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(b) . .\lil'iistant Engineers. 

(r) m-;trid und Traffic Superintendents on the Indian Railr:uys 7 

Mt. C. D. M. Hindley : The Honourable 1\lember is referr~d to the 
nailway Hoard Clas.o.;itil'll List of State Hailway Estahli;;hrnent Hlld 
Dhitribntion Return of Establll>hment of all railways a copy of which i~ 
a\·ailablc in the llerubers: Library. 

EXPEXIHTt'RE ox TllE BRITISH EMPIRE ExmBITio:s-. 

270. Seth Govind Das : Will GoYernment be ·pleased to state the 
total expenditure hitherto incurred by the Government of India on account. 
of,he DritL-.h Empire Exhibition f 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : The attention of the Honourab~e 
lll'rnber it~ invited to my answer to Qnestion N'o. 85 on 4th February D2!--> 
J,pghdative A.&ernbly Debates-Volume IV, No.4, to which I have nothing 
to aJJ. 

INDEBTEDNESS OF JsDIAN AGRICt'LTURIST. 

:.m. Seth Govind Das: WiU Gonl'nmt>nt be pleased to stAte .if and 
wht•n was any inquiry made a11 to the indebt"ednes.i of agric•lltm·::::t::; in 
lmlia f 

(a) When was the last inquiry made and with what result 1 

(b) Wa!4 tlwrl' 11ny committt>e appointed under the preHiclt•ntship · 
of llr. llaclag"an f Was the report of this committee pub
lb.hed 1 If not, will Go\'Cl'nment be pleased to plnce the same 
on the table 1 

Mr. J. W. Bhore :. (a) No formal inquiry by a C'ommittPe or other
wise }.ate ever bet>n made into the question of agricultural indebtedness 
in I mtia. t-iir Edward lliacl&l!an wrote an exllansuve note on tt•l' ~:iUbjt>P~ 
i" 1!111 whirh. I 11m sorry to ioiay, i~o~ out of nrint. but Twill be 1-'('lad to seml 
I he Ilotwurnb1e lll'mht>r a copy of it for his pcl'usal, if des.ired. 

(b) Sir Edward llaelagan was the President of the Committee on 
l'o-opl•ratum iu India, wllo~>e report was pulili~>hc<.l in ln:>. 

PRO\'l~JOS OP FACILITIES FOR TEC'llSOLOGICAL STUDIES IN INDIA. 

272. Seth Govind Das : Will Government be pleased to 1SI1:1te what 
f:ll'il:ties hare bet>n provided in this country for technological stndi•.>s from 
11n industrial point of '\'iew bt>yond granting stipends to stud~nts goi11g out 
t,, fortign countries for such litudie('! f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : The IIononl'able 
Mt>mber is rernindrd that technical education is now mainly a provin
rial tr:msferrNl subject and the de,·elopment of technical education and 
prnvi~inn of· faciliti£'6 for such education are primarily the functions 
nf thP Locnl Onwrnments. 'l'he Hovernment of lndia art> unable to ~ive 
clt"tailll of the facilities for techMlogical training in· the Provinces. The 
Ct•ntr;Jl Governmt>nt providl's facilities for technical trainin6 in the 
f;tate Railwav and Tl'lrgraph W orltshops, the Ordnance Factories, the 
Forest RPRl'll~(·h Institute at Dehra Dun, the A::rrieultnral Research 
'n~titutc aud (\•llrgi.' ut l'wm, the ln1pcrial Institute of .. Auitualllusbandry 
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t:tui Daieyfng at Bangalore and the Imperial Bacteriological Laboratory 
at M.uktesar. A scheme for th.e establishment of' a high gra4e School 
of Mining and Geology at Dhanbad has been started. 

lNDI.AN T'ECHNOLOGTCAL STUDENT'S ABROAD. 

273. Seth Ooyind Da~r: .:wm G<tvernment 'Ere pleased tcr state tlte 
number of students sent out during the last three yearS' for technolcgical 
studies to foreign countries and, the subjects they have taken np, and the 
places where they studied arrd are studying r Wimt facilitir,-~ they have 
for practical training 1 How many of them have by this tim~ returned 
and ltow are they r.ow employed t 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra ~ A statement giving
particulars regarding studentS' sent by the Central Govermrre:rrt during 
the last three, years is laid on the table. Details regarding seholars sent 
by thE> Provincial Go-vernments in :recent years are not available, as the 
l:ltatc TE"CI:rnieal Scholarships were provincialized with effoot from 1918 .. 
Certain infonnation regarding these scholarships awarded during the 
year J 923-24 was, howevel', recently eo :fleeted by the Government of ln<:lia 
tnd is ~o-ntain~ in the: sta:tement laid on the table. 

6tak Teelni~l Se.'kdarslips OiWflrileil ~1/ the Central Governme'JII,t i:liri1Lg tie 'gtarl 1921-ZS' 
tuullf/23-24. 

I 
I 
~ I 

! t' HO'Wmany 
t have 

No. of SnbjeeC Piaces where Faciiitieuvaiiable returned 
Year. students of studied or are fvr practical to India 

sent. t nudy. aiudymg. trailli:ng. and how 

~ 
thev are 

empioyed. 
,, 

!-:lv.~~ 1~!1-22 •• · Royal Veterinar,y Notknc:ewn .. Not ye$ 
l Colleget Lfl}ll.dQn. returned~ 

Htl-24 •. 1 Mining .. R~yal School of Facilities for pra:c- DO. 
) Minu, London. tical training 

arranged for by 

; 
the High Com-
missioner for 
India. 

I 

Do. ... : ] Geological 1\Wyal College uf DD. .. Do* 
Surveying.. Seience, London. ' I 

i 

Do. •'• 1 Metallurgy Royal School ot: Do. .. Do:. 
MilleS, London .. 

l ( I 
·, 

~ I 

' l . ' 
I I 

I 
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Etaltmenl.Mwing tAt nunihtr of Stall Teclmieal Sclwlatikip8 fe11CibTI' aT~toal, wkkh 'Wetl 

awarded during the year 1923-24. 

. banled by 

Govt. of India 

Gort. of l!adru 

• 

Govt. of Bombay 

Govt. of :Bengal 

Subject• olmdy • 

Mining •• 
Geologica.) surveying 
Metallurgy •• 

CeramiCIJ ,, ,, 
Manufacture of paints and varnislle8 •• 
Textile cbemiatry with particular reference 

to bleaching, dyeing and fini&hing of silk 
and cotton fabrics. 

Chemical manufacture (pnarmaeeutical} 
Textile indWltry (spinning) 

Silk weaving, reeling and dyeing 
Manufacture and reiining of vegetable 

and fish oill. 

Oovt. of the U. P. • • 'ie:nue dyeing, rrinting and bleaching 

Oovt. of the Punjab 

Govt. of B. A- 0. 

Covt. of Burma 

Govt. of the C. P. 

Covt. of Aaam 

Chemistry of oils and {ate 
Steel casting •• 

Agricnlfural chemietry 
Oil milling 

Coal mining •• 

~ ' J 
1 

J 1 

1 

Nl1. N11. 

J 2 I 

J 2 

Nil. 

,TOTAL -.-, -~-w 

GRIEVANCES OF SECOND CLASS RAILWAY PASSENGERS. 

27.J.. Seth Govind Das : Will Government be pleased to state 1 

(a) If it hils been brought to the notice of the 'Railway authoritieS 
that second class passengers are generally put to incon· . 
venicnce for want of accommodation in second class com· 
partments by reason of railway employees traveJim.g with 
free -passes occupying a good deal of space in tho eumpart. 
ments f 

(b) If the Answer to· (a) 'be in the affirmative will Government be 
' pleased to state if the Railway authorities have done unything 

to remedy this grievance of second class p~engers travelling 
on payment f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) and (h). Government are not aware 
~hat second dass passengers are generally put to h:~convenience because 
of Hailway employees travelling on passes and orders are in force that 
)lass holders r:.hould give way to paying traffic. Complaints of shortage 
d ac.wmmodation on any particular section receive attention from the 
railwayudulinistration concerned. . 
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ST1ATEME~T8 LAID ON TilE T.\ULE. 
Mr. H. R. Pate (Army Sr<'retary) : Sir, I bt•g to lny on th~ tahl11 1h11 

inrormation promhwd on the 2-lth ~farch, 192l, in rt>ply to ( 'olll!u·l· 
nidney's Quet'tion No. 9.17 rt•goarding the position of membel'!l of tho 
domiciled community in the ll1·itish and Indian Army. 

(11), (i), (H) nll•l (iii). The Govel'llnll'llt ot In•lin untlt•rstnnd thnt h•gally 
Jlu•mber!t of the don,h·ilt•tl t•otuUillllity nre digihle to rnlist in the rnnks of the Rriti~h 
Ar111y. Tht>,v ure not, howcvt'r, nl'tually !•nliNit·cl in the British Army liN a uulttPr of 
rt·~~ul:tr pral'tit•t•, the reason bt'ill~ tllN.t rrnuitmcnt for the Briti~h Army, whit·h ill 
I'Ulltrol!l'(l by the Wur Ofih·t1, is Ol'tlimu·ily eal'l'ieu out 1n tho rnitetl Kill),(tlom. ln 
individual t•nst>s, pertni~Mion hns in tht' J>IIMt bt•t•n gin•n to enliNt men in In•lin, n,"•l 
tm•mbt•rs of the dt•mit·ill'rl t•ommunity \\'l'l'll enliNted in somo numhrr! during tJw On•at 
War : hut Tt'l'l'tlitmPnt in In!lia hns rt'!'t'lltly b!•rn stopped ultogt•tht•r urult•r the or•h·1·~ 
of His Majesty's Oowrnmt•nt on the ground that the whole poliq of currying out 
t•ttlistm<"nt for the Briti~h Scrvit•es in India is being exnmined by the Wnr Olth•u. Thll 
Oovt'rnlllt'llt of India have no flll·t.her information in regard to this purt of th~ 
llonouruble :Member's question. 

Members of the rlomi<•iltod t•ontnlunity being European BritiHh suhjm•ts as tltJtil~<••l 
in tho Cotle of Cl'imiual Procl'!lul·e, ure not, and,' it is umlerstood, tannot uudt•r thu 
t•\i~ting law be regarded us eligible to enrol thrmst•lves in the ranks ot un lntli11u 
l'uit of thl' Indian Army. To use the Honouruble Member's phrnAe, tlwy are nnt 
ranked aS' lnllians for this purpose, and eon~equently the J'emaintlcr of the llonouruultl 
Mt•mber 's question on this point uoes not arise. . 

' (b) No chang-l's nre in rontt•mplation in the composition or the organization of 
t!le Arm.~· in Imlia which would affect the present position of the domiciled eomnlllnity 
in rt•gnrd to enlistn1ent in that Army. 

The Honourable Slr Alexander Muddiman (Home 'Mcmb('r) Sir, t 
beg to lay on the table a statemrnt Mhowing the number of licPnce.; r.rnntt•tl 
for fire-arms during 1923, inelnding renewals, in snpcrsrs:-.ion of the 
statement laid on the table by my predecessor on the 23th March, lH~l 

Statement showing the number of licences urante!.l for fire-arms during 1023, i~~rlu(li11g 
re1wwal11. 

(111 ~upersession of that laid 011 the table on the 23th March, IOU.) 

Provinces 
.Madras 
·nom bay 
Bengal 
l~nited Provinces 
Punjab 
Bunna 
Bihar and Oril!~a 

Central Provinces 
Assam 
North-West Frontier Provinee 
Coorg 
Delhi 
Baluchistan 
Anllaman and Nicobar J~:~lands 

'l'ota.l 

Number. 
GR,07S 
36,23!) 
44,563 
58, i!)j 

32,503 
15,851 
17,573 
10,148 
18,86S 
13,082 

1,933 
4~1 

'500 
48 

3,18,206 



ST.\rE~JEXT REGARDIXG TIIE REPORT OF THE ROYAL CO:U~ 
MISSIO~ 0~ Tim SUPERIOR SERVICES L~ INDIA. 

The· Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman (Home Member) . : Sir, I, 
wouhl ask your permission and the indulgence of the House to make a 
l'ltat1•meut in regard to the Report of the Royal · Commission on the 
f:uperwr Services in India which i<;j no\V in the hands of Honourable 
:Member&. Several questions have been asked in connection with this 
Jtprl()rt and it will probably be easier for me to make a general statement 
Whf'n lloilourahle l\Icmbt•r~t hare had an opportunity of reading the 
ReprlJ·t they will no doubt observe that the· recommendations of the 
Commis~ion are unanimous on all main points. They cover a wide field, 
in~uding the lndianization of the Services, the el'l~aolishment of a l)ublic 
Service!! Commission and the control by ::\Iinisters of the Services which 
the Report recommends should be· recruited provilH•iallv in· the future 
an<l tho remedy of j!'rievances of the Services. I should point out to . 
the Ilnuse that the Report is of an urgent character, that its main re .. 
rommendations are interdependent and that this interdependence was the 
basi)! c.r it~ unanimity. The Assembly has already been assured by the 
Government that they propose to give an opportunity td' Honourable 
MPmht!l'S to P-xpress their views on the Report, but the House will no 
donbt understand that neither the Government nor the Sec11etary of 
~tat_, om suspend consideration of th~ Report in the meanwhile. How· 
ever, if l!fter llonourable Members have had an opportunity of examin· 
ing the Report there is any strong feeling in ·the House in favour of 
di:;cuAAion during the current SP.ssion, Government will be glad to gire 
an o;>portunity for this and will consider what arrangements could Le 
made, although of course, it will not be possible for them to express their' 
dcLvJtP views at such short notice. · 

Honourable Members will understand that the Provincial Govern.· 
ment-1 are vitally interested in many of the recommendations and that 
thf'ir views will have to be obtained by us. While the Government art~ 
rnu:iouJ. to obtain: the views of the Assembly at the earliest possible date, 
iL Mav be necessary for the Secretary of State to take decisions on
matttrs of urgency, and in this eonnection I must refer the House· to 
wltilt my predecessor said in July 1923 and again in March 1924. • I 
will •tnote what he said last July : · . 

" \\'ll cannot here either as an Assembly or aa a Government of India limit tho 
eonatitutional and statutory pow~rs of the ~eeretary of State in this respect, and if 
there are matten prcss~d upon him by the Royal Commission which require immediato 
orden, tht•n it 11·ill be neeeasary to recognize his power to take a decision in advanctJ 
oi any dil!<'ussion by thl' Assembly. For the rest we shall be quite prepared to al:ow 
t:lt' .hs~mbly an opportuuit.r of discussing the main recommendations of the Royal 
('!•lllmiti,iolR ; 11"11 shall met't any views it may advanee in discussion in the usual way, 
and shu II forward ita recommendations to the Seeretary of State." 

1 1uke this opportunity of announcing in connection with one of 
thf' trcommendatinns of the Committee that the Secretary of Stat,~ nncl 
thn CJ,n·rl·nml'nt of India are of opinion th&t whatever measures of relief 
tt>commt•nded by the Commiiision may be finally sanctioned, that clfeet, 
&ll rt•eommeuded by the Commission, should be given to them from the 1st 
.o\rml 19~4. 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra. Rao (Godavari cum Kistna : Non· 
l\Iuhanunadan Hural) : Sir, may I ask the Leader of the House whether 
he Las :seen in the newspllpers the statrmt>nt made by .Mr. Richard.-J in the 
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llouse o.f Commons in which he seems to have given an undertaking that 
no orders on this Report will be passed until it wa~ discussed in this 

.House Y It seems to me, Sir, that that statement is somewhat in conflict 
with the statement which has been matle by the Honourable the Leader ol 
the House. I should like to know definitely whether it is not possible to 
postpone the consideration of this Report definitely to September, and, it 
not, in what respects the Government Qf India and the Secretary of 
State 'propose to take action and what parts of that Report they propose 
to deal with immediately T It seems to me, Sir, that this report impose!~ 
considerable :financial burdens on this country, and 1 should think that it 
i:-l very desirable that suitable opportunities 11hould be furnished to tpis 
House before either the Government of India or the Secretary of State com6 
to conclusions in regard to this matter. In these circumstances I should 
like to know definitely if the Sec.retary of State proposes, notwithstanding 
the statement made by 1\Ir. Richards, to deal immediately with any por
tion of this Report. 'rhe Honourable the Leader of the House has statccl 
that a suitable opportunity would be provided in the current SeHsion if 
necessary fo111 the discussion of some of the topics in. the Report. May I 
point out, Sir, that, if that was the intention of the Government, it would 
have been far better if this Report had been published a month before it 
actually was published and placed in our hands. It was certainly possible 
for the Government to have taken that course. I submit, therefore, that 
these considerations should be borne in mind, and if there are matters 
which must inevitably be disposed of in this Session, I trust the Honotuahlc 
the Leader of the House will make a further statement on the subject after 
due consideration of the whole position. ' 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : My attention has been 
drawn to a telegraphic report of a. statement made in the House of Com
mons by Mr. Richards, but I have seen nothing more on the subject than 
that. We have had no official communication on that subject, only the 
telegraphic statement in Reuters. I am not, therefore, sure whether it is 
a correct report or not. 

On the second point-it is far from my desire to force a discussion 
of this Report on an unwilling House. That is not my point at all. What 
I said was that if Honourable ~!embers desire to disc~~:~ this Report, then 
we will do our best to give them an opportunity. 

The third point made by the Honourable Member waiJ as to what 
points of the Report would be dealt with. I think I have made that 
clear. In my statement I said it may be necessary for the Secretary of 
State to take decisions on matters of urgency. That is the case, but I will 
consider what the Honourable Member has said. 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao : May I know whether the 
Leader of the House is in a position now to say what those matters of 
urgency are on which the Government of India and the Secretary of 
State wish to take action. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I am not in a position 
to say at the present moment. I would add with reference to the Honour
able Member's remark that it would have been a good thing if the Report 
bad been published earlier, that I myself saw a copy of the Report for 
the first time on the 21st of May, and it would have been quite impossible 
for it to have been publi::ihcd earlier. It was not received in India till 
~he 21st o! l\Iay. 
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Diwan Bahadur M. Ramacha.ndra Rao : The Honolll'able :Member 
may kindly indicate to us-1 do not say immediately-if there are any 
matters of urgency on which they should take action at once. We should 
like to know thi~o~ at~ early at~ possible, so that we may consider the question 
"·hetber any point!; in the Report should be discussed in advance of the 
debate which must inevitably come in September. That is all that we are 
anxious about. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I should like to take 
time. 

Dr. H. S. Gour (Central Provinces Hindi Divisions.: Non-Muham
madan) : .May I ask the Honourable the Home :Member to be good enough 
to ~onvey to the Secretary of State that it is the wish of the non-official 
Mt>mbel'li of thi11 House that no action ~;hould be taken upon this Report 
before that R~>port it-; colll!idered by this House. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah (Bombay City : Muhammadan Urban) : Sir, the 
view that I wi11h to place before thh~ House is this. Either the Govern
mrnt d~sire to give this House a real opportunity of expressing their 
opinion on the matter!! raiiSed in this Report, urgent or otherwise, or not. 
That ii'l the first question. If the Government desire to take immediate 
act ion in accordance with the recommendations of that Report on the 
~?round that there are certain matters which cannot brook delay, then 
I would urge upon the Government to formulate those particular items 
of the Report which they consider are urgent and cannot wait until the 
l'i1•ph•mbC'r Srssion. Wbrn you have formulated those items and if we 
have no choice, we must make the best of the position and we must be 
l(iven an opportunity during the current 8eHsion to raise a discussion on 
thm~e particular urgent items. If the Government really desire not to 
exercise their power, if they think that the opinion of this House is going 
to receive real consideration,. then no item 11hould be determined by the 
Government without obtaining the opinion of this House. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : The reply to the point 
jm;t mentioned i11 practically what I ~:;aid to my Honourable friend opposite. 
Government will consider the point. I am not in a position to say more 
than that. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : Will the Honourable Member be good enough, 
'"'"ing that we have got only 10 days, to communicate to this House as soon 
lUI possible hi~ decision f · 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: Certainly. ' 
Mr. V. J. Patel ·(Bombay City : Non-:Muhammadan Urban) : And 

nwantime will the GovernmPnt be pleased to convey to the Secretary of 
"\tate, as 1mggested by my Honourable friend Dr. Gour, the desire of this 
.Assembly that no action should be taken on this Report by the Secretary 
(I( State without giving an opportunity to this House to express its opinion 
on the various recommendations. (After a pause.) Will the Govern
ment of India be pleased to convey the wish of this House 7 That is the 
Qllt'stion. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: We have not had an 
opportunity of ascertaining the wishes of thi11 Hou.'!e in the matter. 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar (Tanjore cum Trichinopoly : Non· 
.Muha~m.adan Rural) : You would not give us an opportunity to express 
our opm10n. 

L63L.\ . Si 
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Mr. V. J. Patel : Are the Government ot India in any doubt as to 
the desire of this House that no action shoulll be taken by the Secretary 
of State on these recommendations nnlcl'iS this Ilou~e has got un opportunity 
to express its opinion Y 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : The Gonrnment or 
India are well aware of that. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : That being 80, ·will they• convey that wish of this 
Hou~e to the ~ecretary of t\tnte ? (Tht>re was no answer.) May I take 
it, then, that the Government of India have no rl'ply ? 

Dr. H. S. Gour : It is certainly not unconstitutional for the IIononr
able the Home 1\Iembcr, as the Leader of this House to convey to the 
Secretary of State the strongly expressed desire that no action 11hould lw 
taken under the statutory powers conferred on the Secretary of Htate 
unless.and until the opinions of this House are collected, heartl an(l trani'l· 
mitted to the Secretary of State for his consideration. I think the Honour
able the Home l\Iember shoulll have no hesitation whatever in acceding to 
the very reasonable desire expresspd by this How;e. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : The Honourable Mem· 
ber is treating tbi~:~ matter as if a Resolution had been moved and carried ; 
and without notice at all. 

Dr. H. S. Gour : Sir, it is not a question of Resolution. It is a 
question of the unanimously expressed desire on the part of the non-official 
Members of this House. It is not a queHtion of Hesolution. And if it 
is a question of Resolution, is the Honourable the Home Member pt:('parc(l 
to give us an opportunity to move a Resolution to that effect 1 I under
!:tand that no non-official business iH to be transacted during the next few. 
days. If it is a question of Resolution and if the Honourable the Home 
Member thinks that a Resolution to this effect is called for, we are pre
pared to table a Resolution if the Honourable the Home Member will give 
us facilities for it. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : Is it then that the Government of India want to 
drive this House to move an adjournment ta expn·ss an opinion on this 
point ? 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : It is not the clPsire of 
the Government of India. 

Mr. President : Are ·the Governmrnt of India prepare(l to convey 
to the Secretary of State the desire of this Ilou~e as expressed by various 
:\!embers that no action should be takE>n on any part of the Report till 
this House has been ahle to express its opinion 1 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : Certainly. 
Mr. President : I take it that the Government of India are prepared 

to communicate the desire of this House to the Secretary of State. 
The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : As expressed by certain 

Members. 
Mr. President : As the general opinion of the House. . 
The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : That is rather a different 

proposition. 
Mr. V. J. Patel : That means we should. move aQ ~djournment of the 

House to-morrow, 
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Mr. M. A. Jinna.h : Sir, I do ask the Honourable the Leader of· the 
Honse to do this 'linch, that he should communicate to the Secretary of 
State for India that it is the desire of a very large body of the non-official 
~[!'ruLers on thiK side ( r oice1 : " All " and " All non-officials.") the whol!l 
hody of non-officials (.l!r. V. J. Patel : "And also the officials.") The 
point Sir, that I want to make clear iK this. Although we have no~ formally 
obtained the '·ote of this House, it is obviom; that there is a very strong 
feeling in this HOLlse that no action should be taken unless an opportunity is 
given to this Houcre. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Mudd.iman : I am prepared to give 
f•n nn(!t•rt:J<ing in thP forw put !,y jlr. Jinnah, namely, that we should 
inf~ the Secretary of State that a large number of non-officials desire 
that an opportunity should be gh·en to this House for discussion before 
any action is taken on the Report even on points of urgency. 

GOVERNOR GENERAL'S ASS~~T TO BILLS. 

Mr. President : I have to announce to the House that the following 
Bills which were passed by both Chambers of the Indian Legislature have 
been assented to by His Excellency the Governor General under the pro· 
visions of sub-secti('n (1) of section 68 of the Government of -India Act.: 

(1) The lndiRn Coinage (Amendment) Act, 1924 ; (2) The Indian 
Income-tax (A'llendm('nt) Act, 1924. . • . 

TilE S1'EEL IXDUSTRY (PROTECTIO~) BILL. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes (Commerce Member) : Sir, I beg 
to introduce the Bill to provide for the fostering and development of the 
Kteel industry in British India . . 

Before I proce~..>d to the next motion which stands in my name on 
the paper, I would ask your permission to make some preliminary obser· 
vationK. In the first place, I wish to say just a word or two about the 
Tariff. Board. Honourable 1\Iembers arE' no doubt aware that quite recently 
publicity bas been given to certain criticisms of the Tariff Board. It has 
ht•t·n toilli!':.!'~'Sted thlit their procedure was needlessly elaborate and there· 
COJ'l' unduly dilatory, that they travelled too much, that they might well 
have sat down in one place and left the people t.o come before them and 
make their rt'presertations. We have already published our views on criti- · 
<'ism!l of that kind, and I do not want to travf'rse again the whole ground. 
But I do wish to emphasise certain points. The Tariff Board is charged 
with tht> most responsible functions. It is the duty of the Board to 
atlvi~o~e the Governn1t'11t of India not merely whether a particular industry 
requirt's protection but whf'ther on the whole the balance of advantages 
lit'!! in ~hin:zo it protection. It is their business to weigh all the interests 
not merPly of the particular industry claiming protection but also of all 
othPr industrie!! which may be affected. And above all it is their duty 
to l'onsider the effect of any proposals which they may make upon the 
~t>nl.'ral <'Onsumer and the gt'neral tax-payer. Publicity is their main 
liaft>~uard and it is al:;o our main safeguard, and I say that it i~ the duty of 
the Taritl' Board 1110 to order their procedure as to facilitate, in every possible 
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way representatjons to it. It is for them to deciue how best tn tlh~ 
charge these responsible functions. I say again that the Go\'(•rn
ment of h.~•1ia are not prepared to fetter their discretion by anv 
instructions on this matter. In particular, we are not pt't'p!lrt•;l 
to issue to tihem instructions which might be interpreted as requiring thrm 
to sacrifice care and thoroughness to expedition. .As regardl'l the particular 
Report which is the subject of our consideration to-day, it is a report of 
probably the most difficult and most complicated investiA'ation the Tariff 
Board will ever h~ve to make. Personally, I do not think that eight 
months were at all too long for an investigation which deal!! with 110 many 
industries, some of which industries affect pracNcally the whole of the 
IJOpulation of India and for the preparation of a report which cover~ :~u 
wide a range. Indeed, I may say that I am personally aware th11t tlw 
members of the Tariff Board could not have submitted their report with· 
in that period of time if they had not worked extremely hard. I will Hay 
more. Opinions may legitimately differ a.s to the soundness or otherwise 
of the Tariff Board's conclusions. But I make bold to say that no one 
who hiUI read that report can fail to a.cknowledge the great ability, the 
care, the impartiality which the 'l'ariff Board brought to bear upon a vrry 
intricate task. I want to make another preliminary observation of a 
rather more delicate kind. One of the difficulties which confronted the 
Tariff Board and which confronts us is the fact that the steel industry in 
India is represented at present by a single firm, the Tata Iron and Steel 
Company. It was that Company which applied for protection and l}uite 
rightly it placed its books unreservedly at the disposal of the Tariff Board. 
The result is that the Tariff Board's Report is very largely taken up with 
the affairs of that one Company. All the mistakes, misfortunes tmd the 
difficulties of this Company ha,·e been brought into the pitiless glare of 
publicity. It was right, of course, that it should be so. As I 'have just 
said, publicity is our main safeguard. 'fhe Company applied for protection, 
and it WIUI for the Company to prove its case. But the Bill that I am sub· 
m.itting for the consideration of the House is bound to arouse controver11y. 
And what I fear is that that controversy may tend to centrE.' round the 
affairs of this one Company. Partisan feelings may be aroused antl the 
issue may be complicated or even obscured. I think, therefore, that at 
the very outset I ought to try to express very briefly the views of ~be 
Government on this question in its broadest aspect. On the one halHI, 
Jam.shedpur must capture the imagination of every one. I can vouch for it 
that it catches the imagination of anyone who goes there and sees the place. 
Where 1'1 years ago there was desolate, silent, jungle, there ore to-day the 
noise and life of a busy manufacturing town. That town has grown up 
round the works of the greatest single manufacturing concern in India. 
Those works owe their existence to the genius and the foresight and ima
gination of a great Indian. They are big with promise for the jndustrial 
development ot India, and they are just reaching a stage which is always 
difficult and always critical for a manufacturing coneern-1 mean th·· 
stage when the labour is still being trained and when t'he maximum output 
hM not yet been attained. Moreover, unfortunately for the Company, 
that s.tage has been reached just at a time when world conditions are most 
difficult and when competition is fierce in the steel markeb of the world. 
Every one will sy1npathise with difficulties of that kind, ami, it ill only 
natural that there should be a general desire in India that the Uompany 
shop.ld win through its difficulties to an &.lisured prosperity. On the other 



'!1!1 BTIEL tNDUSTllY (P~OT!CTION) Bitt. 2283 

hand, we mUit get the matter into its proper perspective. Protection im· 
poses a burden on the country. It may be to the ultimate advantage ol 
the country that that burden should be borne. And if we go in fo1 
pro~tion at al~ 11aturally the protection mu.'lt be adequate to the end it: 
view. But equally it must not be higher than is necessary for that end 
Now, the end in vir.w here ill the establishment of a steel industry in India 
and, moreover, of a healthy steel industry. We want, of course, to preser\'e 
the existing Company, but the Company itself must co-operate. That was 
the reason why the Tariff Board were not able in all matters entirely t~ 
accept the figures of the Tata Iron and Steel company. For instance, for 
their purpo~~es they had to make calculations of fixed capitai expenditure. 
and in making these calculations they did not accept the fixed capital 
expendituru l•l the Tata Iron and !::iteel Company. They found that it 
had been inflated by various causes and, among other things, they cut 
it down by 4 crores of rupees for the purpose of their own estimates and 
calculations. Their object was to ensure that the tax-payer in India should 
oot be required to pay for the misfortunes or the mistakes of a single 
Company, and the result is that, though their proposals arc drastir. a" I 
ahall presently show, they do not, if I may use the expression, place the 
Company on velvet. On the contrary, they impose upon the Company the 
obligation of uercising rigid economy in order that as soon as may be 
they may reduce their works cost as low as possible. Now, the Government 
entirely agree in the view wh.ich the Tariff Board have taken in this matter. 
If the Legislature is prepared to assist the steel industry at an expense 
to the tax-payer which is estimate"d at a crore' and a half of rupees · per 
annum, then it is up to the industry to play its part and to co-operate in 
ordPr to make it worth while for the tax-payer to undertake that burden. 
It is up to the industry to do all it can to make the poliey successful. 
That ia to say, it is up to it to exercise economy in every possible way, 
to work for efficiency 8Jld to do all it can to place itself upon a proper basis. 

I come now, Sir, to my task this morning. The difficulty, of course, 
i11 to know how to tackle it. But knowing this House as I do and jud~
ing alKo, I may add, by the number of amendments I have receive:l, I 
think I may aHsume that every Member of the House hal'! studied the 
Tariff Board Report and i11 familiar with the provil-lions of the Bill that 
I am placing before the House. On this assumption I propose to con
fine my11elf mainly to what I consiMr to be the crucial poi·nts of the 
caKe. I do not propo11e to argue, for instance, the question whrth0r the 
11t~~l industry in ln1lia has a comparative or nntural advantage. I 
think we need have no difficulty in accepting the finding-s of the 
Tariff Board in that matter. The natural ad\'antages lie, for example, 
in inexhaustible deposits of rich iron ore situated close to the co1!1 
fi~ldll, Now do I propose to address myst>lf to the question whether 
the steel industry <'an be expected f'VE'ntually to face world competit.ion 
without assilltance. Here again I ha\'e no difficulty myself in accept
ing the opinion of the Tariff Board ; but I· should like to r,ay a wor<~ 
of warning to the House. Experience in other protectionist countries 
11bows that it ili easier to put on these protective duties than to take 
tht-m off. One of the disadvantages of protective duties is that they 
t~nrl to create \'est~d interests, and those vested interests wry nat•.trnlly 
oppoMe tooth and nail any reduction of the prot('ctive duties, ·~ven 
though the apparent need for thf'm may have disappeared. I do not 
propo11e to spend time on questions like these. I will come first to 
what I regard as the firat crucial point of the case, namely, the question 
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"hether the steel industry of India nerd!'! protection. A!l. regards the 
past, I think that question is a romparntinl,v simple oJH'. We ''!H'! 

all acc£>pt the findin~ of the Tariff Bm1r1l that with prier~ ut thf'ir 
pre~ent lerel and with work!! costs as hi~h as they are now, sterl eall
not be made at ,Jamshedpnr exeept at a lo~M. The futnr~> tr·f'nd of <!nst:-~ 
and prices is a much more difficult mattt>r to assess. I huve already 
mentioned some of the factors that gowrn tht> problt'm. I hnn• 
mentionE'd the labour point, and the point about maximum output. Mnth 
again will depentl upon the success of the new duplt>x process at 
Jamshedpur, and the Tata Iron and 8teel Co. hnll still to solve the 
problem of combining quality with quantity. All this may be snmnwd 
up in the remark that the Tata Iron and Steel Co. is pas.,ing thron~h 
a difficult transitional stage. The future course of prict>!l is even more 
difficult. I think we can only take a broad view on thi~ part of the 
question. ·The broad outstanding fa~t is thi1-1 : if we h•ave the United 
States of America out of consideration, we know that the productive 
capacity of steel plants in Great Britain and on the Continent has been 
greatly increased by the war. We know also that markets have been 
diminished as the result of the war. We )mow alHo that at the pres~nt 
time much steel plant is lying idle. nn<l we mn.v n~snme that, if there 
is any marked rise in prices, that itlle plant will come into operation. 
On all these grounds then we may assume that for the next year or two 
the world prices of steel are likely to remain at a low level. This, th('n, 
is the position. On the one hand you have these po.werful, mature, 
efficient steel firms in England, Scotland and on the Continent fight· 
ing for very existence in a contracted market, and cutting their pricc11 
in the struggle. On the other hand yon have the Tata Iron and Steel 
Co. pa;;sing through, as I have said, the most difficult lltage of its 
existence. It has not yet attained its full stature or its full strength. 
If we look at the matter in this way, it must be evident to all of m 
that the steel industry in India, if it is to survive, must hnve tempornt·y 
assistance <luring the present transitional period, and that if it does 
not, it will be squeezed out. Nor can it be said that the need for 
protection arises out of inefficient technical management. Mistnkl'·~ 
have been made, and the 'fariff Board have pointe<l out directions in 
which economy can be secured, notably in fuel consumption. But they 
expressly dissociate themselves from the view that costs llllVP bt'l'll 

raised to an unjustifiable level by failnre on the part of the tPehniNtl 
management at Jamshedpur, an1l tlwir <h•finite conclusion ho~ that during· 
this transitional period it is not likely that the Steel Company, unlcs:-; 
something is done, will be able to manufacture stef'l ~>Xcept at a loss. 
That is the Board's conclusion and the Governm('nt of India are prt' · 
pared to accept it. But it is not enough to arrive at the conclusion 
thatthe steel industry requires protection, and that it fulfils other con
ditions laid down by the Fiscal Commission. The two most difficult 
questions still remain. The first is, what is the amount of protection 
required ; and the sPcond is whether on the whole the halance of ad
vantage liN; in according to the industry that protection. Now the 
question of the amount of protection raises a number of other snbsicllary 
questions, all important, all clifficult, all controversial. There is the 
question of the extent of the protection ; the question of the form ni 
protection ; and the question of the period of protection. Now I take 
the question of the extent first for, if we are to make a start along the 
primrose path of protection, it is well that we should realise at the 
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out~i how far this finst journey is likely to take us. The Tariff Board 
l'liminate from th~> scope of their proposals such kinds of steel which 
are not made in lntlia now and which are not likely to be made in the 
n~>ar future, hut e\·en KO they spread their net Yery wide. They deal first 
with raw liteel, that i11, the classes of steel made at Jamshedpur. The 
principal claJoi~oies are 1mch common kinds of l:iteel a!l rails, structural shapes, 
•tn(l'lt>s, tees, channels, common bar, common rod, etc. On all these 
kinds of steel which are the common kinds, the Tariff Board propose 
to impose heary duties. But they could not stop here. Steel is the 
raw matl'rial of many other indmstries, and the Tariff Board had to 
eom;idt>r the effect of their proposals on those other industries, in 
particular upon important engineering industries. They recommend on 
r..t)ricated fitecl that the duty should be raised from 10 to 25 per eent. 
It should be noted that in this proposal they do not merely compensa.to 
engineering indul!itries for the imposition of duties on raw steel ; they 
go further and give the engineering industries a measure of substantiv1! 
protection. It stand~ to reason, of course, if you are going to protect 
your steel industry, you must go further and secure to it its markets . 

. They do not stop even here. Subsidiary industries, such as wagons, tin
plate, agricultural implements, and the like, aL'!o had to be considered. 
Soont>r or later and sooner rather than later, the question of machinery 
will have to be taken up, and it will be evident that, when the stone 
of protection is thrown into the pond, more ripples will be set up than 
it is possible now to foresee. But it was inevitable that, when the 'fal:'ift' 
lloard were dealing with the steel industry, the scope of their proposals 
Hhould be wide. I pass on to the next question, namely, the amount of 
protection required. Here we come at once to difficulty. The Tariff 
Board had to make definite recommendations as to the amount of pro
tection. The general principle, of course, was clear ; it was that the 
protection afforded should be the minimum required to tide the industry 
over this transitional period. But, as I say, the Tariff Board had to make 
concrete proposals as to the amount of protection necessary. For this 
purpose tht>y required a eriterion, and they took as their criterion the 
~ap between the fair selling price in India and the average import price. 
Thill was tht'ir eriterion. Now I do not criticise the method adopted 
by the Tariff Board. It is quite obvious that they had to have some 
criterion, and it seems to me that the criterian thev settled on was 
eminently a reasonable one. But their method ·is open to obvious 
difficulties. In the first place it involved the Tariff Board in intri~Jate 
ealculations as to costs of production and in forecasts necessarily 
11peculative about the trend of future prices. It leads also to oth~r 
diffieultirs, to which I shall have occasion to refer later. I shall just. 
make a passing reference to one. The Tariff Board selected as their 
fair li(>Jling price Rs. 150 a ton, and it has been suggested it was th~ir 
intt'ntion to guarantee to the industry an average of Rs. 180 per ton 
for steel during the period, but this is putting it too high. For instanc,~. 
if you add the bounty proposed by the Tariff Board to the contrart 
prices for Tat a 'K rail:.;, you find the sum total does not make Rs. 180 per 
ton, nor did tb~> Tariff Board intend that it should. But I do not wish 
to enlar~e on rlifficulties of thi!l kind. They were inherent in tlhe tasl< 
ht'forc the Tariff Board. Nor do I wish to quarrel with the Tariff Board's 
rrsults. What I do wiiih to impress upon the House is the fact that 
the Tariff Board's proposals are drastic. I will not go into all the 
dt>tails because they are set out in the Bill itself, but let me give one 
or two example~. Take common steel bar for instance, a tking which is, 
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in c·ommon use in India. 155,000 tons is the estimated annual c.onsnmp
tion of common bar steel .in India, and of this amount the Tata Stee1 
Company expect to suP.ply 30,00~ tons this yea:. On this a duty ?f . 
Rs. 40 per ton is propos~d. That, 1f you convert It to oo valorem on tne 
basis of the present tariff valuations, represents an oo valorem duty of 

. nearly 80 per cent., that is, treble the existing duty. On structural steel 
again the duty proposed is Rs. 30 per ton. That represents an oo valorem 
duty of 20 per cent., or double the existing d~ty. On fabricated steel 
again the duty goes from 10 to 25 per ton, an mcrease of 150 per cent: 
If you convert all these specific ~uties to ad val~rem on th~ basis of the 
present tariff valuations, you w1ll fin~ that, w1th one ummportant •· 
ception they represent ad valorem duties of from 15 to 28 per cent. and 
I well ~emember with what misgivings and with what doubts and hesita
tion we weRt up to 10 per cent. in 1922. In no case is the increase of duty 
less than .50 per cent. In some cases it is 100 per cent. ~n other case111 
it is 150 per cent. In one case it is nearly 200 per cent. Now I am well 
aware that countries which have gone in for protection have had to impose 
high ~protective dutieH. I do not wish to weary the House by giving 
detailed comparison::;,. but I will give two instances drawn 'from Australia. 
I have just mentioned that the duty proposed in India on .common. steel 
bars iR Rs. 40 a ton. . The corresponding duty in Australia rises. from 
Hs. aa toRs. 60 a ton, according as the bar steel comes under the British 
Preferential tariff or the Intermediate tariff or the General tariff. Th(' 
ra:te is the same in Australia for structural steel. · In India the rate pro
posed is Rl:l. 30 a ton. Now it will be said that, judged by the Australian 
standard, the duties proposed are nothing out of the way. That is quite. 
true. But I would ask the House to remember the difference between 
Australia and India. In Australia there are four million inhabitants. 
In India t~ere arc 315 million' inhabitants. In Australia the standard 
of living, the standard of wealth, the standard of taxation is high. I 
believe the national debt works out at no less than £160 per head of popula
tion in Australia. I '"'ill not venture any estimates as to incomes in 
India, but I will say this, that having regard to the relative poverty ilf 
India, we must admit that the duties proposed by the Tari:tr Board are 
in themselves very heavy duties. I doubt indeed whether the Tariff Boar~i 
could properly have gone higher. 

I come now to the question of the form of the proposals. 'rhcre ~re 
two points which require notice here. The first is that, on raw steel at 
any rate, the Tariff Board have elected for specific in preference to ad 
'l~a[m·mn. dutief.l. 'I notice that this has aroused the ire of Mr. Belni, but I 
think the Tariff Board have given good reasons for this preference. Pro~ 
tective duties on dn ad 1'alorern basis have one serious disadvantage. When 
pricPfj are high and the need for protection is least the duties .'\l'tl high. 
Conversely, when prices are low and the need for protection is most, the 
duties are low. But the other point is more important in view or the 
·~xpression of opinion by the Fiscal Commission, that in respect of basic 
industries, the mm;t suitable form of protection may often be found to be 
bounties· instead of high duties. That expression of opinion moreover 
has received support from the Associated Chambers ·of Commerce, and 
aLso, as I learn .from representations which . I received only lu~:;t night, 
from the Bengal Chamber of Commerce. The Tarift' Board examined this 
question of bounties and came to the conclusion, which concluston I may 
say was at that time shared by the Bengal Chamber of Commeree, that 



TO STEEL INDUSTRY (PltOTECTION) BIT..L. 2287 

for practical reasoDB the idea of bounties must be ruled out. Well, I think 
'there un be no doubt about that. Let me put it in this way. Let u.s 
assume for purpose of argument that the gap that we have c:rot 1 o cover 

. by .Protection or by bounties is Tis. 35 a ton. Now th~ Tata p~oduction is 
oestimllted at 250,000 tons of steel this year, 325,000 tons of steel next year, 
and 400,000 ton11 of steel hereafter. If we gave a bounty of Rs. ::5 a ton 
on steel, it woul4 mean that the bounties would amount to Rs. 87 lakhs the 
firRt year, Rs. 117 lakhs the fiecond year, and Tis. 140 lakhs the third year. 
It is claimed for .this plan, in the first place, that Wtl should know exactly 
·what we were domg. In the second place, that we should be limitin,.,. the 
burdens on the con.,;umer to the \'ery minim~m, and ir. the third place,o::o tl~at 
1\. thr end of three year11, when the bounties had done their work, they 
could be taken oft'. I think that some onhese arguments migh~ possibly 
be challenged. For iWJtance, the argument that we should be limiting the 
burdens to exactly these figures might be Yalid if s:1· Ba<iil Blarkoit could 
put hi11 hand into his capacioUl; pocket and pull out Rs. 87 lakhs this year, 
RH. 117 lakhs next year, and Rs. 140 lakhs the following yea; without any 
additional taxation. But that would he impossible. · The ideal tax i~ the 
tu which brings to the coffers of the Treasury precisely the samtl amount 
ot burden aH it places on the consumer. We do not always get this ideal 
tax, nnd I rather doubt whether the amount of t;!xation that would be 
necessary to find the amount of these bounties wou1rl place prcei:>ely that 
amount of burden on the consumer. IIoweYer I pas:-; that point. The plan 
may have attractions, but I do not know where my Honourable Colleague 
on my right woulJ find the money. It would me.m taxation all round 
and :mother Finance Bill. Moreover, the statement that at tlw t•nd of 
three years the boutJtie!! could be taken off seems to me to betray r. funda
mt>ntal misconception of the whole object of this schrme of protecttc'n. As 
I have 11aid, we wish of course to preserve the exi;;ting industry, but our 
l'Pal Ghj~ct is the establishment of a steel industry. If we are going to have 
protection, we want internal competition behind our t:Jriff wall. We want 
other firms to come in. Now it takes five years for a firm embarking- on the 
111anufacture of Rteel to produce t;teel, and it is perfectly obvious lhat, if 
we contented our!ol?.lves with a system of bountie~ I:mited to thtPe years, 
that :•~stem would offer no attractionH to new capital to com•l iuto the 
industry. I must confess that I myself was very much attract.~d to the 
idea that we might bl' able to combine the system of slightly higbel' duties, 
plus hounties. The Tariff Board also considl'red this Fl)posal ~:t:r~d also 
diMmissed it all impracticable, but I han:> had the matter calculated out 
in my own office. I will not weary the Ilouse with the details of my cal· 
culat 1ons, but I will just give the Ilouse a summary of them. [ HSSume 
roughly that we should raise the duties only to 15 per eent., and that we 
11hould make up the balance of protection requir£>d by means o! bounties, 
th£1 ~1lditional customs duty derived from our enhancement to lJ per cent. 
bt•ing allocated to the bounties. Well, the r<'l'mlt of our calculati~ns h my 
offico have only been to confirm the opinion arrived at by the Tantt Board. 
We focJnd that the burden on the comnuner would be very eonsidi!rable 
iwl{·•.·d. We found in addition that, instead of gaining cm;toms revenue, 
we !oihould lose it, and that we 11hould require for these bountits to find 
Additional taxation amounting to about Rs. 40 lakh;; in the first year and 
ri"i11g to about Rs. o\J lakhs in the third year. ~~ we had ~o ~ive up t~at 
i'lan 11l~o~ and we have been driYen to the conc~usw~ that, 1f. we are got.ng 
to Jll'Otc~ct the 11teel industry at all, we must (lo_tt mamly b~ 4~gh protecttve 
duties. 

L63LA H 
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What I have sa1d about th·• de:sirnhility or l'JJther the nect-~11ity of 
attracting new capital into the industry lH'Ilr:s upon my next point, namely, 
the period of the protection. llere the Tariff Boartl was in a d1lf~mma u 
indeed we are. On the one hand, as I have said, they had to propoi~ol} 11ctual 
eoncrrte duties and those duties were intendetl to bridge the gajl h,•tween 
the !!le!ling price and the import price. But all the works Ol'lli~tlct' im· 
proves at Jamshedpur, the fair selling price in India should be capable 
ot r~.!duction .. On the other hand, in the present instability ur world 
conditions it is dangerous to prophesy about the future course of import 
price. Consequently, the Tariff Board have recommrnded that 1hl:! actual 
amount of protection they propose, that iii to say, the actual duties sht'luld 
be guaranteed only for a period of three years and that at the end of tha•. 
period the whole question should be reinvestigated. The Govemment of 
India think that there is very good reason for taking that vit~w. It is 
obv jonsly undesirab! e and indeed wrong either to perpetuate or to prolong 
the protective duties at a pitch which experience may show very ~;hortly to 
be nnnecessarily high m1d we are quite satisfied that in three yearfi' time 
the whole question, that ~s, of the amount of protecticm, will hav1! to be in· 
nstigated again by the Tariff Board. On the otht'r hand, I June just 
pointerl out that it takes five years for a man embarking for thl~ 1itst titD.8 
on the manufacture of steel to produce steel, and, thHefore, if llw Jutiet1 
are guaranteed only for three years, they do not offer much u.~raction 
for new firms to come in. It is very necessary in tht interests uf thE' con· 
snmcr tl1at these new firms should come in and this was the dilemma in 
w4ich the Tariff Board were in. We have got out of it. I hope we have
by cxp1aining quite clearly in the Preamble of the Bill that the policy of the 
Govemment of India is to protect thiii Hteel indnt~try. It may he that for 
special reasons, the particular duties which we propose in the application 
of that policy can be guaranteed only for three year~, but nev.:lrthelPMf'l, the 
policy remains. That is our idea and that is why we have drafted the 
Preamble of the Dill in that way. 

Before I leave this part of the subject, I must refer also to what 
is one of the most controversial features of the Tariff Board's scheme. 
I refer to clause 2 (1) of the Bill which confers upon the Executive 
Government certain and rather wide and special powers. For the sake 
of convenience I shall refer to this power as the power to impose off. 
setting duties. It has its origin in that general instability of world 
conditions to which I have had occasion so often to refer. Prices han 
.fluctuated very greatly since the war and they may fluctuate again. 
Again, as I have said, the Tariff Board have elected mainly for specifiq 
duties and the rupee may appreciate or continental exchange11 mar 
depreciate. Whatever the reason, there may be at any time a sudden 
d~op in import price and that drop, if prolonged for any lengthy period~ 
will upset one of the bases on which the Tariff Board worked and may 
renqer the 11cheme of protection proposed ineffective. It is perfectly· 
true that this clause confers very wide and extraordinary powers upon 
the Executive Government, but that was the intention of the Tariff· 

· Board themselves. They expressly say that, if these powers are to be. 
conferred on the Executive Government at all, they should be complete 
and not he1lged about with restrictions. There are precedents for this. 
proposal. 'rhe latest Tariff Act of the United States of America confer~J. 
almost the nme powers upon the President of the U~ted St.atea, and. 
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in Au11tralia almo!lt the same powers are vested in the Tariff Board. I 
think we cannot help recognising the force of the arguments used by 
the Tariff Board, and we must realise that this power which theY' pro
pose i11 an integral part of their whole scheme. That scheme has been 
elaborated dter several month!! of inquiry and preparation. We have . 
decided to place that scheme as a whole before the Ilouse and as a 
part of the whole we have also decided to place before the House for 
iw coll8ideration this power to impose offsetting duties. At the same 
time I am free to say that there is no part of the Tariff Board's Report 
or their propoHals which hall caused us more anxiety or more perplexity: 
We have tried-I regret to say-in vain to find a satisfactory alterna
tive to thi~ proposal. We failed. We see very clearly all the objec
tio:as which may legitimately be taken to the proposaL The administra
tive obje~.:tion!l, the administrative difficulties, in working it, will in 
them.'4elve!4 be serious. But there are. other objections of a very 
fundamental nature. In the first place, the mere existence of such a 
power in the Central Government will be a bad thing for trade and 
keep it in u state of uncertainty• and in a state of alarm. One thing 
that trade wants is security and as' much freedom as possible from 
interferenre by Government. The other objection we see is that we 
fear that we 11hall be subjected to a constant process of squeeze. 
Every time import prices fall application will be made to us for the 
use of this power to put on offsetting duties, and I think it is important 
to mention in this connection that the Tariff Board themselves con- · 
templated that this power should only be exercised when the depres
sion of prices seemed likely to persist for any considerable period of 
time, If . the House is prepared to agree to vest this power in the 
Executive Government they may take it from me that we shall exercise 
it with discretion : we shall exercise it only when we are satisfied that 
the need is real and urgent, and ordinarily we shall exercise it only 
after reference to the Tariff Board. 

I do not think. that I need delay• the Hottfie very long over the 
question of what I may call the subsidiary proposals of the Tariff Board 
-proposalrt about bounties and proposals for the protection of the 
subsidiary industries. I should like to make one or' two remarks about 
the propoEed bounties on 'wagons. The House will see that we have 
drafted the clause dealing with bounties on wagons in somewhat elastic 
terms. The Railway Board is now engaged in working ont the scheme 
on the lines of the Tariff Board's Report. In passing I should like 
to point out that the use of the word " bounty " here is not altogether 
the right word. What the Tariff Board in effect propose is that 
simultan~ous tenders should be called for and that there should be 
a mar~in ~f price in favour of the Indian tenderer. 'rhat is to say, 
supposmg m the past year the lowest tender is Rs. 3,500 and the Indian 
lowest tender is anywhere up to Rs. 4,350, then the contract should go 
to the Indian tenderer. It will not necessarily mean that as bounty 
we shall pay the exact amount recommended by the Tariff Board. We 
sh~ll pay the price offered if it is within the margin. I think that this 
will work probably to the advantage of the Indian firms. I think I 
am correct in saying that wagon-making firms would much prefer 
large orders with a small measure of asf!istanee rather than small 
orders with a large measure of assistance. They can get this provided 
they cut their prices low enough when they submit their tenders. For 
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tlle 7 lald1s pro,·ided for bounties will be distributed over a larger 
amount of wagons. 'rhe burden of protection is put by the Taritf lloar<l at 

1 1 ~ crom; of rupees per annwn. Rather more than· 
1'.11l. one-thin! of thi,; it is estimated will fall on the gl·n· 

eral consumer, rather lt•:-;s than one-third on the principal industries and 
about one-third upon railways, puhlic bodies and the Government. Of 
course it i::~ convenient to put it in this way but ultimately I suppo!-ic th~ 
whole burden will fall in :-~orne way on the general consumer. We have been 
able to submit this estimate to independent check in one very important 
respect. The House will remember that the Tariff Board estimate that 
the burden on railways :will come to about 29 lakhs of rupees. Of 
tbi& rather more than 15 lakhs will come on the capital siJe and 
rather more than 13 lakhs on the revenue side. Mr. Parsons has checked 
this estimate. He workeJ inclt'pendently of the Tariff Board and on an 
entirely different method, an(l tlw results, 1 am glad to say, come out 
very much the same as those of the 'raritY Board. lie calculates that 
the burden on railways on the revenue side will amount to 13 lakhs 
of rupees per annum and he estimates that on the capital side the effect 
of the proposals will be to add one crore to the expenditure in the five-. 
year programme. That is to say, his results are very much the same. 
as those of the Tarifi Board and I think, therefore, that we may assume 

. with some confidence that the 'l,ariff Board's estimate of 1! crores per 
annum is somewhere near the mark. The burden is lightened by eliminat
ing those classes of steel whieh are not made in India and ·the burden 
will be widely diffused. I Llo not think that the agriculturist will. be 
directly affected to any great extent. I think that he has more to fear 
from those remote and more obscure consequences which are apt to follow 
upon the adoption of the poEcy of protection, but though the burden 
will be widely diffused it will be a great mistake either to underestimate 
it or to pretend that it was not there. The cost of every building and 
every factory in India will go up. The princip~l industrie!l, jute, 
cotton, tea and coal, v:ti[Rll tw Hwr·e m· le,;f! affected. The cost of water 
supply schemes, drainage schemes, electric lighthtg schemes, irrigation 
schemes and in fact the cost of all development and public utility schemes 
will be increased. That of course is the pri~ that we have got to pay 
for protection. But it would of course be futile for us to go in for 
this policy of protection unl~ss we were satisfied that the measure of 
protection we are according was adequate, and I think that this probably 
touches the point about which there will probably be most controversy. 
I can imagine the line which criticism will take. Some people will point 
to fhe fact that the rrariff Board admittedly converted import prices to 
rupees at 1s. 4d. and they will say that exchange is now ls. 4d. !. Others. 
again will fastt:'n on tl:e statement in paragraph 96 of the Tariff 
Board's Report that the industry must be secured a fair selling price
of Rs. 180 and they will accu~e the Tariff Board of having failed to give 
t>frect to its own principles. Others again will mal{e statements to the 
effect that the price of common kinds of steel particularly, has sagged very 
considerably since the Tariff Board's Report was received. I should like 
to J>Oint out one or two facts in regard to these statements. Let me take 
the question of exchange first. The Tariff Board's Report reached the 
Government of India on the 11th February 1924. The average rate of 
exC'hange in .hnuary 192!, was h. 5d.f'l. The average rate of exchange 
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in February was 11. 4d.H· The average in the first three weeks of May 
u far as my recollection goes was h. 4d. H and, as I say, it stands to-day 
at 11. 4d. J., That will show that exchange dropped quite a lot since Janu
ary and is slightly lower than what it was in February. Then again I have 
110me figures here about prices, particularly prices of Belgium steel, about 
which most anxiety is felt. These prices are taken from the Iron and 
Coal Trades Review and I ht>lit>Ye that was one of the reviews of which the 
Tariff Board made considPrable use. Everybody knows that in April the 
franc suddenly appreciated and as a result of that appreciation prices of 
Belgium steel went up very considerably. Let me give the figures. In 
February the avera~e quot11tion for Belgium common steel bar was £6-7-2, 
in April £8-94, for joists £6-5-3 in February and in April £8-4-0. Plates 
w.J~re quoted again in February at £6-19-7 and in April at £10-3-9. I do not 
wiHh to make too much of these figures. I believe that in May they began 
t•.l fall again, but they are figures quoted in 'a technical trade journal of 
high repute and they do show how difficult it is to arrive at any certain 
conclusiollB about the course of prices at the present moment. At any rate 
it is a fact that Belgium prices in April had gone up in some cases. nearlY 
50 per ~ent. higher than th~y were in February when the Tariff .Board 
1111bmitted their RPport. As I say, I do not want to make too much of 
thaf. point because in the beginning of May prices of Belgium steel have 
begun to drop again. I have 11lready dealt with the claim that we must 
&f'eure to the tax-payer the price nf Rs. 180 a ton. We <'OUld not do. it 
unless we rectified at the expe11se of the tax-payer any mistaken contracts 
which the Tata Iron and Steel Company made. That is not our intention, 
nor did the Tariff Doard recommend that we should do it. On the Govern
ment side we take our stand lln certain broad facts. Onl~ in February 
last the Tariff Board submitted certain concrete sug-gestions for the protec
tion of the rdeel industry. Th('y themselves laid down the principle that, 
if protection was ~iven at all, it must be adequate for the purpose in view. 
Their scheme is a balanced, eomprehensive scheme, framed after elaborate 
inquiry extending m·er a period of 8 months and when they submitted 
thttt scheme to the Government of India in February they must have been 
satisfied that that scheme would suffice for the purpose in view, that it 
wor.ld Ruffice to tide the exi:;ting industry over the transition period of 
three years. We have treated the scheme on the Government side as one· 
Ol'f!ltnic whole and we 1111k the House to accept it as a whole. I have shown 
that since February, if conditions have changed at all, they have changed 
r11ther in favour of the industry than against it and we are satisfied that 
the provision.'i of the Dill I am putting before the House will suffice, so far 
as protective duties can sutnce, for tht> purpose which the Tariff Board 
had in view. I do not claim nor do the Tariff Board claim that these pro
po!lals will enable the Tata Iro•• and Steel C'ompany at once to pay large 
dividends. On the contrary, as I have said, the proposals, though we 
belie\'e them to be suffieil'nt. will impose upon the Company the duty 
of ''o-operatlng with us by l:'llicieney and economy in every possible way. 
'I'hat Is an adrantaj.!'e claim,•d for the proposals by the Tariff Board 
themselves, namely, that they npply the spur and giYe a stimulus to the 
Company to efficitmt ami economicnl management. We shall keep the 
oft'setting powers in reserve. We shall ke('p a careful watch upon import 
prices and I have no doubt that the industry will do the same. If the 
nel'\i for them does arise, we shall make nse of the powers. But as 
I hnve said, ·we shall ordinarily consult the Tariff Board on that particular 
point before we do. But Govl:'rnment are not willing to go beyond the 
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substantive proposals for protection made by the Tariff Board after long 
and careful inquiry, and I hope that the House will take the same view. 
After all we are not mt'rely consillering the question of the steel industry 
here ; we have also to take into account the interests of the consumers. 
They are numbered by million!'!, anu I think that in this llouse we should 
inr.ur very heavy responsibility if we went beyond the proposals which the 
Tariff Board have reported to be sufficient for the purpose. 

The final question remains, whether the thing is worth doing. That 
is for the decision of this House. It was I who was the spokesman of 
Government on the fiscal polity debate in February 1923, and for n-y 
speech on that occasion I haYe been called in India a degenerate Indian 
Civilian anu a callous opportunist. I have also been held up in the House 
of . Commons to scorn. But, Sir, I remain entirely unrepentant and un· 
ashamed. I am quite prepared to bear my share of the responsibilit7 
for that Resolution. The whole Government share it and so does the 
Indian Legislature, and I still hold that in all the circumstances of the case 
that Resolution was right. As the re.'mlt of that Resolution we have 
appointed this Tariff Board. It ha~ made a very careful and elaborate 
inquiry into the steel industry in India. It has found that that steel 
indmtry satisfies the condition~ laid. down by the Fiscal Commission. 
It has found that it is in neell Of protection and I think we will all agree 
in 'this House that it will be a national calamity if that industry collapses . 

. In all their inquiries the Tariff P.oard have held the balance in the most care· 
ful manner between the interests. of the indu<Jtry on the one hand and the 
interests of the consumer on the other. It is too much to expect that 
everybody will accept or a~ree with their conclusions. Some people 
stand to lose money and lose profits if· those conclusions are accepted, 
and many Indians who all tteir lives have clamoured for protection, 
now that they seem likely to get it, find that that protection does not. 
suit their own immediate int(!rests. But our position is quite simple. 
We have this careful, balanceci, comprehensive scheme from the Tariff 
Board. As we see it, the ':!<:heme is conceived in an impartial manner. 
It gives the minimum of protection which is required by the industry. 
We have embodied these propo:-;aL; of the Tariff Board in this Bill, and 
I ask the House favourably to consider that Bill. 

I move, Sir, that the Bil! be taken into consideration. (Applause.) 

The .Assembly then adjourned for Lunch till a Quarter Past Two of 
the Clock. 

The .Assembly re-assembled after Lunch at a Quarter Pa~t Two of 
the Clock, Mr. President in the Chair. 

Mr. President : The question is : 
11 That the Bill to provide for the fo3tl·ring und tlcvelopment ol the eteel indueuy 

in British India be taken into consitlcration. '' 
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Before the debate on this motion begins, I think it would conduce to 
ord<'rly debate if I state to the Rouse what my view is with regard to 
the various amendments of which notices have been given. I would 
atate my view subject to anything that I may hear from the Members 
who have given notices of amendments. 

RULINGS re AMENDMENTS. 

In dealing with these amendments, the principles to be borne in mind 
are that no motion to impose a tax can be made except on the recommenda
tion of the Crown, nor can the amount of a tax proposed on behalf of the 
Crown be augmented without a similar recommendation. Similarly, every 
li)Otion for grant of money from the public revenues and every motion for 
appropriation of public re\'emu•s or for creating a charge on such revenues 
can again be made only on the sanction or recommendation of the Crown. 
These are constitutionally recognised fundamental principles CJn which Bills 
of this character have to be dealt with, and the same principle has been 
embodied in section 67 A of the , Government of India .Act and in 
aection 67 (2) (a) and section 67A, clauses (2) and (6). Further, it 
ha~; to be borne in mind that any amendment must be within the scope 
6f the Bill and must not introduce a new or foreign subject into the 
Bill introduced for a particular purpose. Bearing these principles in 
Jllind, as I said, I have comadered the various amendments and· I will 
now proceed to state to the House my views, as I have said, subject to 
what I may hear from the various Members who have given notice 
of amendments. · 

The first amendment that I will deal with is that of which notice 
has been given by Diwan Chaman Lal. It is numbered as 11 on the typed 
lil;t that I have got. That l!.lllendment states " For the Preamble, the 
foll(\wing be substituted : Whereas, &c., &c." That amendment, to 
my mind, is entirely outside the scope of the Bill, because it introduces 
a new subject, namely, natiotlitlisation of industries. It also introdu~es 
\'arious matters about the welfare of labour, also a new subject, ami it 
further involves the appropriation of revenues in purchasing steel works, 
which, again, cannot be done. Therefore, that amendment, in my view, 
itt out of order. 

Mr. Chaman Lal (West funjab : Non-M~hammadan) : May I know, 
1:)1r, whether the whole of the amendment is out of order or whether it 
i11 out of order in part only Y 

Mr. President : The whole of it. The whole hangs together. It 
is part of one scheme and yot: cannot separate it. Have :Members got 
that amendment Y (Voices:" We have not got copies.") 

Mr. Chaman Lal : May I suggest that the amendment be read ? 

Mr. President : I think it is in the paper supplied to you. What 
I have got here is possibly not exactly a copy of what you have got. 
I have got a partly printed and partly typed statement of the amend
ments. Do I understand that Members have got copies of all the 
amendments f (Voices : " No.") 

Mr. Chaman Lal : May I suggest that the amendment may be read 
out. 

Mr. President : It is in tlli.' typed list. Hare Members got the typed 
lillt ' 

Honourabl• Member. : We have not got the typed list. · 
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Mr. N. M. Joshi (Nominated : Labour Interests) : The typed list 
hs not been circulated. We have not got a copy. 

Mr. President : I un1lerstnnd that this amendment WitS received late 
la'lt night and possibly has not been circulatt>d yet to all Members but 
the rest of them have bt•'l'n ci1·culatetl. I haYe stated my view about it 
an<l I will hear the Mt>mber w!to ha~ given notice of it, if he has anything 
to say about it, at the proper time. · 

Then comes the amendment of which 1\lr. Patel has given notice. 
ThAt is No. 3 here. It says " An<l by providing for purchase of steel 
by Government,'' and so on. 

Mr. V. J. Patel (Bombay City : Non-Muhammadan Urban) : Wrlat 
number is it, Sir 1 

Mr. President : May be 4 in your list. It says u In the Preamble 
of the Bill: (a) and (b)." I am .not dealing with (a). I am dealing 
With (b). That goes with another amendment of which Mr. Patel has 
ginn notice. It is really part of the same scheme. It is numbered 23 
in my printed list and it may be 24 in yours, I am not sure. It says 
" After clause 4 the follrnrin.'! ne\V clauses he nddt~d to the Bill: 5 anll 6." 
That amendment too is cut:;ide the scope of the Bill. (An Honourabl~ 

.Member: "It is No. 30.") 1 am so sorry that numbers in my copy and 
yuurs disagree. We will get on somehow. Mr. Patel understands what. 
amendment I am dealing with. This amendment is outside the scope of 
the Bill. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : Sir, with regard to my amendment, which is 
numbered 4 (b) here, I am afraid that there is some mi11take in print. 
There are two amendments lu'Ylped together. I have given notiee of two 
separate amendments, which h~"H: been put together. The first amendment 
ir; to insert the words ..... . 

Mr. President: I am taking what are printed as (a) and (b) 
srparately, I am not saying anything about (a). That is separate. 
Whatever the mistake in printing may be, I am dealing with (a) and (b) 
separately and I am now dealing with (b) which seeks to insert th~ words 
" and by providing for purchase, etc.". 

Mr. V. J. Patel : If the amendments are separated, a<J I gave notice, 
then you will see that they are .not out of order according to your view 
also. 

Mr. President : That is ar1other matter. I will hear you about it. 
I am only stating my view of tlw matter. Tlw second part. which s~ys 
that after the word " certain articles " the following word:i be inS('rted, 
namely," and by provi(ling for purchase, etc.," goes really• with No. 30 or 
whatever it is, which proposrs trl <Hid (Jftr~r clan:-;e 4 new clauses 5 and 6. 
These amendments are outside the scope of the Bill, because they introduce 
an ;~dditional subsidy, namely, freight subsidy. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : That applies to the second part which provides for 
freight subsidy under certain cuntingencies. 

Mr. President : May I ask the Honourable Member to hear me 
through in'ltead of interrupting me. I had not ftnishNl my observation. 
The second part (clause 6), as I have said, introduces an additional sub
sidy and it also creates an adilitiona.l charge on the revenue, pro tanto. 
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Then, again, the first part (clause 5) which enjoins the purchase of steel 
by Oovernment Departments, Railways and public bodies, introduces a new 
!llnhjf'ct. The Bill is for the p'rotection of the industry by mean8 of pro
t1•1·ti\·e duties and bounties. Further, this amendment in certain parts 
proposes to regulate provineial rmbjects. Stores and stationery are provin
cinl Hubjectl!l and al'lo transferred subjects. Therefore, under section 67 (2) 
(i) we cannot l••gi~o~late for provincial subjects except with the per
mi.;s.;ion of the Governor Generai. 

Then, we come to the amendment of Baboo Ranglal Jajodia, that 
tlau,;e (2) of the Bill be deleted, the effect of which is that the measure 
l•f•f'om~>ll permanent and not limited to 3 years as proposed in the BiU. 
1'hat amounts to augmentation of taxation, being taxation for a longer 
period. That cannot be done without the recommendation of the Crown. 

The next amendment, that of Mr . .Amar Nath Dutt, extends the period 
of the Bill to 1934. That again stands on the same footing, being angmen
fation of taxation proposed in the Bill. 

Then, we come to Mr. Patel's amendment to add various sub-clauses 
11hout the State taking the 4!1utplus profits beyond 5 per cent. and about 
J•11rehasing the works. That a;rain is outside the Rcope of the Bill, because 
it introdneNI the Htthject of nationalisation of industries, which is entirely 
outside the Hcope of the Bill. It also in effect amounts to imposition of 
taxation on the Tata Company. If they are to hand over to Government 
anything beyond 5 pPr cent., it is in effect taxing them pro tanto. Then, 
the next portion (b) of the amendment is for the purchase of the works, 
which, 8f?ain, i11 a proposal for the appropriation of reYenues for that 
purpose. Then, the proposal to extend the .Act to 1929 offends against 
the principle which I have already indicated. 

Then, we come to l\fr. Lohokare's amendment. .That is, again, outside 
the 11cope of the Bill. It tries to introduce a new principle of discrimina· 
tion bPtween dillerent companies. It is further absolutely unworkable a8 
rt>gnrds duties. 

Then we come to Mr. Dnraiswami .Aiyangar's amendment for sub
stituting for sub-clause 2 (1) a new clause, the purport of which is that 
a Standing Tariff Board shall be constituted and that on the recommenda
tion of such a Tariff Board the Government shall levy certain duties. 
That, again, to my mind, is inadmissible because it empowers a Committee 
of the House not only with the initiative of taxation but also the imposition 
''~ taxation. This Committee is an authority other than Government and 
a proposal empowering such a Committee to initiate and impose taxation 
~.mnot he entertained except on the recommendation of the Government. 

, Mr. M. A. Jinnah (Bombay City : 1\fuhammarlan Urban) : May, I, 
Sir, intrrrnpt you for a momt•nt. It srems to me that there is a motion 
thnt the Bill br r1·ferred to a Seler·t Committee ; and if that motion is 
t·arrirrl ancl the Bill is rrfem!d to the. Select Committee, probably, when 
it emerg-e!! from the Select C',mmittee, some of these amendments may 
hP dropped by their authors. FurthPr, if you ::rive any rulings now-I 
or:ly point out to ~·on. Sir, with the utmost respPct-they might embarrass 
whor\'f'r happen' to ht> the t•hairman of the Srlcct Commitlee. There
fore, may I point out most re&pcctfully that if th'at motion is carried, 
tht·n. ll't the SelPct Committee do its work and let the report emerge from 
IJ1c Sell'rt Committee. Then, if any one of thr movw! of the amendments 

L63LA I 
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insists upon his amend::Uent, yon may give yonr ruling ; otherwise i~ 
might embarrass the chairman and it is qnitP possible some of the 
amendments may be ilroppecl. 

Mr. President: I had considered the point of view that Mr. Jinnah 
h~s put forward. But I came to the conclusion that, in order to avoid 
the very embarrassment to the chairman of the Select Committee that 
Mr. ,Jinnah refers to, and in order that the ilebate in the House may be 
confined to relevant matters, it is necessary for the Chair now to indicate 
what in its view are the proper amendments, so that the debate in this 
House as well as in the Select Committee may be confined to relevant 
matters. 

. Mr. M. A. Jinnah : Do I take it, Sir, that the chairman of the Select 
·Committee will be bound by what you may decide now ~ 

Mr. President : I consider he will be bound, because if the Chair now 
rules, subject, as I said, to what I am going to hear from the varions 
Members, that certain amendments are not admissible, then certainly it 
will not be open to the Select Committee to eomdder them nor will it he 
open to the Select Committee to recommend them. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : Shall we not spend a good deal of time if we 
have a discussion before you give your ruling. Probably the movers 
of the amendments will like ~o explain their position. • 

Mr. President : As I said, I am going to hear the Members who are 
reRponsible for the various amendments. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : Shall we not save greater time if my proposal 
i~ accepted ? 

Mr. President : But the Chair has to rule on thiR matter at Rome 
stage. I fail to see how the debate can be carried on both here and in 
the Select Committee on rele-rnnt lines jf the position is not made clear 
a3 to what part. of the amendments are admissible and what are not. 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar (Tanjore cwn Trichinopoly : Non-
1\fuhammadan Rural) : May I take it., Sir, that on the question of the 
r·uJing with regard to these amendmentR you will hear those who have 
~nything to say on the matter 1 

Mr. President : Yes. I Will hear the movers of these amendments. 
Mr. V. J. Patel : But what if Government agree in the Select Com

mittee to allow these amendrr1ents ? 
Mr. President : If Government want to a~rree to any particular 

amendment there is nothing to prevent them in my ruling from doing 
so. I only say that as matters ~tand at preRent certain of the amendments 
are not proper amendments. The ground on which some of them are 
ont of order is that they cannot be introclnced except on the recommen
dation of the Crown. If on the Select Committee Government agree to 
snpply that recommendation, tf1en certainly they would be in order. 

The Honourable Sir Charles. Innes : The point that you have jm<t 
made meets Mr. Jinnah 's objection. When we get to the Select Com
mittee I think Mr. Jinnah may take it that there will be no objection 
to discussing these amendmentR. Of course the amendments cannot be 
carried without the consent of Government. 
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Mr. M. A. Jinnah : ~Iy pomt is that in pririciple it is wrong that the 
clutirman of the ~elect Committee should be tied down by a ruling 
d the President .(}f the lloll'ill in advance. The President should be the 
appeal court and bhould not decide in ad\'ance of the chairman of the 
t-:r.lect Committee. There is a great principle in\'olved, and I think at 
J•rcsent it will sare a lot of t!'uuble, if the Chair does not rule at present. 
Of course, tiir, you are the prineipal authority. If the ehairman gives 
• wrong ruling you are the Lilal court to overrule it and say this parti
cular amendment is not a proper amendment. It will saYe a lot of time 
aLso if you rule about the amendments after the report of the Select 
Committee. · 

Mr. President : I still tlunk in spite of what Mr. Jinnah has said 
that it ill due to the llouse and to the Select Committee that the President 
t;lwnld take the responsibility t•f telling the House what amendments are 
proper and what amendment.,; are not, so that the debate both here in 
the Holll;e and in the ~elect Committee might be conducted on proper 
line!!. There is nothing to prevent any of those amendments which 
1 hare said are not admissible because of want of recommendation from 
tl1e Crown being regarded as being in order if any .Member or Members 
lilll.~ceed in obtaining ISuch recomQiendation. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : What would be the position if the Select Com· 
mittee comes in with certain recommendations, let us say, about nationali· 
~:ation, and embodies those recommendations in the Bill itself and 
pre~>entlil that Bill to the House. What would be the position then with 
re~ard to the opinion of the Chair f 

Mr. President : The posi'.ion would be that that part of the Select 
CJnunittee 's Report which introduces matter which in the opinion of the 
Chair is not relevant or admissible will be ruled out. 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : May I seek one more explanation from 
the Chair f I desire to know whether there is any warrant for thi 
2Jlplication of the principle on which the Chair has ruled, that proposals 
involving enhanced taxation ILt.'e inadmissible, except on the recommenda
tion of the Crown. 

Mr. President : You arc now discussing the merits of my ruling. 
A.'i I 11ay, my ruling is not final. I am going to hear what Members 
say and then I will finally decide. 

I have dealt with llr. Duraiswami Aiyangar's amendment. Then 
r.umes ~Ir. Dutt's amendment, which olienus in the same manner as 
.Mr. Duraiswami Aiyangar's amtndment. Then comes Mr. Patel's amend· 
ment to !!ubstitute " shall" for " may " in clause 2 (1) which again 
oJtends on the same ground. Then we come to l!Ir. Willson's amendment 
which is a proper amendment. Then 11Ir. Dutt's amendment to clause 3 
is consequential on his amendment to clause 2 (1) and falls with it. 
Then comes the amendment of Mr. Duraiswami Aiyangar to clause 3 
which effects a greater apprc:•priation of revenue than proposed in the 
Hill and is therefore inadmissible. Then we come to 1Ir. Acharya's 
amendment which increases the amount of duty from Rs. 32 to Rs. 40, 
from Us. 26 to Rs. 35 and from Rs. 20 to Rs. 30. This will not be in 
(lrder. Then llr. Patel's amePdment to clause 3, which as I have already 
baid in r('gard to a similar amendment, is not permissible. Then we 
t.'Jme to Mr. Dutt'!! amendment in regard to clause 4 which is consequen· 
tial on lilii amendment to clause 2 (1) and. falls with it. Then COD!eft 
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1\Ir. Acharya 's amt•ndmt•nt substitutill~ 10 lakhs for 7 Jakhs. 'l'he 
next is ~Ir. Dutt's amt•ndments which introduce a new suhject about the 
treatment of labourers. 'fhi:, iii wry \'llgm•. What is meunt by the 
trt•atment of labonnrs being nn:-;atisfactory 1 I have dealt with Mr. 
Patel's amendment already. 'l'hen we come to ~lr. l'iynre Lal 's lum•nd
In~:cts about concessions to huyers an1l terms un<l comlitions for sale 
oJ their produets by iron an<l :-;tet•l manufacturers. 'fhill ill outsidtl thtl 
seope of the Bill. ~Ir. Dnr·ai~wumi Aiyang-ar's umemlmtllt, which pro
poses a varying duty of 0:J l'er cent. uri l'rdorem may be in ort!Pr if it 
does not increa:-;e taxation. TtH·n we come to Mr. Ht'lvi 'il amcmlments. 
I do not know exactly the effect of those amendments, but if the res·tlt 
is to augment the duty propost.•d, then pro tanto they are not in order. 
It will have to be worked out how it operates. In some case8 it may 
rtduce the bunlen an<l in some cases it may be au~mented. 

Then we come to l\lr. Neogy 's amendment. It propo:ies to reduc1: 
the duty and so far it will be m order. Then we come to Dr. Guur 'll 
amendment about locomotives amlthat again means additional taxnti(•n 
t;w.l as regards ;l:t> bounties is new appropriation of revenue and foJO will 
not be in order without the recommendation of the Crown. No. 12, 
~lr. Willson's amPr.tlment, ptH'ports to reduce the duty and will be in 
oruer. 

I th~nk I have now dealt ';lth all the anu mlments and put my views 
Ldore the House. I am rea,ly now to hear what Honourable .Members 
who have given notice of amendments have to say in support of them. 

Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya. (Allahabad and Jhansi Divisions : 
Non-.Muhammadan Hural) : t'H, before you hear arguments in favour of 
the al!!endments of which notice has been given, would it nQt be be,tter 
to ullow discussion of the general principles of the Bill ? Perhaps there 
are 1\lembers here present who woul(l llke to have a little clearer idea 
of tl1e pl'inciples upon which the Dill is based before we come to discuss 
th\} amendments of which notice has been given. I submit that you may 
be plea8ed to give such an opportunity before you hear arguments on 
tht:' hdmissibility of thj~ amendments. 

Mr. President : I am entirely in the hands of the House, but 1 may 
point out to Pandit ~Ialaviya that his conee}Jtirm is wrong when he Hpeaks 
of discussing points of order with regard to amendm~nts. There can 
he no discussiOn on those points. It is entirely for the Chair to deter· 
ruinc what amendments are or are not in order. But as I say those 
J.t,~mbers whv have given notice of amendments ai'e £'ntitled to be beard 
before 1 rule against them, and so far I am going to hear them. I am not 
going to have any general discussion in the lirHlse whether these ame'1d
ments are admissible or not. That is entirely for the Chair. I am bounJ 
to l1ear those ~entlemen against whom I am going to deckle, therefore 
I w.ill hear them. But if the House thinks that that should be done later 
and the general discussion shnuld now proceed, I will accept the general 
dtJsire of the House. 

Pandit Madan Mohan 111J.laviya : I intewlr~(l to eoufine myself it) 
the general discussion of the principles of the Bill. I did uot say any· 
thing against the ruling. I did not mean to controvert the rnling. I 
merely say this is the stage at which there should be a general discUFl· 

. sion 011 1heo principle of the Bill, the policy. 
Mr. Pres!dent ~ If that is the geuel'al desire, we shall do that. 
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Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao (Godavari cum Kistna : N9n· 
lluhammadan Rur&l) : I beg to support Pandit Madan Mohan Yalaviya. 
lt would certainly be more convenient to defer the consideration of the 
·amendments to the time when they are actually proposed and that 
would be the time when this question may be considered, and I think 
if this general discussion proceeds and if the Bill is referred to a Select 
Com111iLtoo, the question whether these amendments are adlllillsible will 
be· eoru1idered by the ::>elect Committee. We are grateful to you for 
your views and I have no doubt that the Sele.ct Committee which may 
be appointed would pay great attention to the views which have been 
uprcssed by you. '!'he dech;ioll! of the points will ultimately rest with 
you. 

• Mr. President : Will not that lead to this, that you may have a lot 
of dit~CUMHion in the ~elect Committe\C on amendments which may ulti
mately be ruled out of order. Therefore I think it is better for the 
::>eleet Committee and for the House that these points should be decided, 
and it would al'io be useful in this manner. ln the general discussion · 
it is very difficult to separate in a Bill of this sort the principle from the 
detailti, and there inay be discussion on various amendments which may 
ultimately be found to be out of order. Would it not be better there· 
fore to restrict the discu..,.-;ion to relevant matters T 

Mr. M. A. Jinnab : 1'heu, Sir, may I suggest ~his, that now that 
you have indicated your view, which 1 take it is not final but is your . 
view ut present subject to what you may hear from anybodr, is not 
that 11 snllici•mt warning both to the members of the Select Committee, 
if a ~det:t Committee is appointed, as well as to others who are movers 
(If the ~tmendment, and would it not be better to leave it there 1 Let 
us pt·oceed with the discussion of the principle of the Bill, and if the 
motion to refer to ~elect Committee is carried, you have given sufficient 
warniug, though uot a final decision auu I am sure whoever happens 
to be the chairman of that ::>elect Committee will certainly bear in mind 
the grave warning that you have given. Otherwise we ,::;hall now dis
cuss th1s very question for a long time, Strictly speaking the proper 
timl! rt>ally to rule an amendment out of order would be when, the amen.:i.
ment is actually moved and seconded, and after that is done, then alone 
you cau say this is out of order. It may be that some amendment::; may 
not he moved. 

Mr. President : If that course commends itself to the House, I will 
adopt that. 

Mr. C. Duraiswami Aiyangar (Madras ceded districts and Chittor : 
.Nou-.lluhammadan Hural) : 1 would like to point out one difficulty. It 
woul•t L~ much better, as the Chair has sug~ested, that this question 
of amendments being i..u order or not is decided after discussion because 
11uppolling no ruling is given at present and the matter is brought up 
m l:>elett ComUlittee and the Select Committee, in spite of the view\i ex
pressed by the Chair, are going to include these amendments in their 
lh•port, and finally the Chair is going to rule them out of order and the 
Bill h1111 to be reeorumended to the l:ielect Committee .... ; ..... 

Mr. President : It would lead to some confusion, I quite agree. 
Mr. C. Duraiswami Aiyangar : Therefore I think it is better that 

once for all we a;hould know on the floor of this llouse whether these 
amenJmenb will be finally ruled in order or out of order by the Chair. 
Thcrc!o1·e 1 lCI:ilJectfully submit to the Members of this Ilousc that, 
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before taking the Bill into Committee, the fate of these amendments be 
settled once for all by the ruling of the Chair. 

Pandit Madan Mohan Mahwiya : I submit, Sir, the Chair has given 
a ruling and it is not necessary to spend any more time on this point. 
If after the general discussion, any Member who wants to move any 
particular amendment asks your permission to put his views before you, 
a~ you have already said, you are willing to hear him, the matter will 
then come up for consideration, but at present the matter is finished, 
subject to what you may hear later on. 1 submit we may proceed now 
with the general discussion of the principle and we shall find we are 
c:oming to nearer the ground. • 

Mr. President : I am afraid Pandit .Malaviya does not quite appre
ciate the difficulty. I am very clear on this, that before the Bill goes 
to the Select Committee, the question about what amendments are or are 
:ooLID_ order should be definitely settled, because otherwh;e the .Select 
Committee~wili be at sea in that matter, and they may proceed with 
various matters which may ultimately be found to be out of order. 

Therefore before the Bill goes to the Select Committee, this question 
must be r~ed one way or another. I quite agree, however, that that 
may be done now or it could be done at the end of the general discussion 
before it goes to Select Committee. But in any event, before it goes to 
the Select Committee, the matter should be put beyond doubt one way 
or another, so that the Select Committee may know what the proce,dure 
is going to be, and then you will have a report confined to relevant 
matters. 

Mr. Harchandrai Vishindas (Sind : Non-lVIuhammadan) : Might 
I sugge::;t, in view of the remarks that have fallen from Mr. Duraiswami 
.A.iyangar, that it is for you to rule now whether you will allow general 
discussion on the subject, or first of all clarify the situation as regards 
the relevancy of the amendments. So far as my opinion is concerned, 
I agree with 1\ir. Duraiswami Aiyangar that the question of the amend
ments should be cleared up altogether. So that the warning that Mr. 
Jinnah has referred to would be final after you have decided that these 
amendments are in order or not in order. As it is, that warning is of 
a floating nature, and I suggest, and the matter is entirely in your juris
diction, that the question whether the amendments are relevant or not 
should be cleared up by your calling on those who have given notice 
o.f amendments to explain and reply to your remarks. 

Mr. K. Rama Aiyangar \.II1udura awl HaumuJ. l::Um Tinnevelly : 
J.~on-l\luhammadan Rural) : Sir, the :first sentence of the Bill says : 

'' Whereus it is cxpedie11t, in pursuance of the poliey of discriminating protection 
of industries in British lntl1a, to provide ....... " 

The principle that underlies this Bill will have to be discussed be
fore a ruling il; given. That would he the general discussion, and 
I submit it would be more proper to think of rulings when the dis
cussion has taken place and the President has heard it. 

Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya: 'I think: we have already unneces· 
~:~arily spent too much time over this. 'rhe proposal put forward by the 
Honourable ~11' Chade~:~ lnnc~:~ Lefore the House is that the Bill be taken 
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into consideration and to that propm~al there are two things which can 
happen. One is that the House can go Rtrai~ht off into tlte considera
tion of th~ Bill clause by elanj;e or goo into the motion that the Bill be 
rPf<~'rrccl to a ~rll'et Committee. If tl1e latter motion is accepted by the 
IInnRe, then the time for movin~ amendnwnts is postponed. If the latter 
motion iR defeated and it is decided that we should go on to consitler the 
Bill (•Jam;e by claw;;e, Rurely the amendment which appertains to any 
p;utwular clause of the Bill will come for consideration i~ its proper 
time and place and I ~;ubmit that the remarks which have been made 
to-day will not be wasted. They will be known to Members. You have 
expressPd your views as to which amendments are relevant and which 
are ntt. When the time comes for amenrlments being considered, if 
any Tionourable Member asks you to revise your view, then it will 
he for yon to consirler, but that time will not come until it has been 
rlecided wlv~ther the Bill is to be referred to a Select Comimttee or 
whether it jjj to be taken into considt>ration now. I therefore appeal 
to you and that, in order that the House may be in a position to decide 
whPthf'r the Bill ~;houlrl be referred to a Select Committee or whether 
it Nhoulrl bt• prM('eded with Rtrai~ht off here, you may be pleased to 
allow a j!'rneral diHcussion of the principles and policy of the Bill. 

Mr. President : 1'ake it now or before it goes to the Select Com
mittee, bnt in any event the question of the amendments must be deciiled 
l:r•fore the matter goes to the Select Committee. I am quite agreeable 
to doing ODI! thing or the other-disposing of the question of amend
ments no\•: or disposing of them at the end of the ~eneral discussion 
and before it goes to the Select Committee. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : There are at present 50 or 60 amendments in the 
name of sevPral Honourable 1\fembers. If just now or after the general 
discussion is OV{'r you hear everyo one of ther-;e Members and give a 
ruling on eRch amPnclment it will take any, amount of time. But if 
the Bill !':ONI to a Selt>ct Committee and comes back you will find that 
haritly A ot• 10 amPn<lments are left and then it will be easy for you 
to decide whetht>r those amendments are in order or not. I think that 
it will 11implify matters and save time. If these things aJ.'!!ll discussed in 
thP RPleet Committee and Members come back here after the report of 
thP Rl'lert Committee then there will be Yery few amendments left 
for ronsirlcrntion. 

Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya: I think the Secretary of the 
Legislatiw•. !lepartml'nt will inform you that the practice hitherto has 
ht>en that, "'hPn the nm is refl'rred to a Select Committee, the amenrl
ments arr first dt>11lt with in the Select Committee and such of tht'm 
Ml are left O\'Pr wilJ be eonsidt>red when the Bill returns from the Select 
rommittre. The Jionourablt> Sir :Moncrieff Smith will he able to inform. 
~·on that that is the practice in this House and the Connt'il of State. 
If that h1" h<'en the praetii'P, I snhmit that you ma~· br plPased to allow 
the reguhr rourse to be followt>d unless somr !!round is put before you 
to ~nstifv n rlep~rture from. it, whi<'h has not yrt been ~roug'ht to your 
n.ottcP.. If that u1 the prac' tee-ani! I ask the Secretary of the J,egisla
t•."e DrpartmPnt to say whPthP.r it is not so-l f'lUbmit we should now 
•lt~l'llll!l the motion that the Bill he taken into consideration. 

Mr. President : The t>xperienr:'e of the Secretary of the Legifilative 
Prpartment will be of ·great assistance, but after all it is the Chair 
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which has to tlecitle on the circumstances of each case as it nriscR, a.ln<l 
in this ('ll!ile I tlo think that inst(':\ll of lt•lwin~ the thing in a nt•hulqus 
state to the Sl'lect Committee it must be tltJehlf'd what nmrn1lments ~re 
in order and what are not. As I say, I am quito willin!r to do that n~w 
or to do it at the end of the general discussion but certainly it m~st 
he done before the Bill goes to a Select Committee. If the House can 
indicate its flhoice, I am quite willing to follow one way or the otherj 

Pa.ndit Madan Ivlohan Ma.Iaviya: I submit that we proceed to ~he 
~t·neral di::mussion. -

Maulvi Abul Kasem (Beng~l : N(lminated Non.Official) : The mot/on 
before the House is that the Bill be taken into consideration, and, every ~n· 
dividuall\Iemb£>r bas, accord in~ to pra<'tice, a right to expres~ hiM (Jpinion pn · 
the general principles of the Bill before the motion to take it into c9n· 
c;ideration is put to the vote. · 

Sir P. S. Sivaswamy Alyer (Madras : Nominated Non·Offlcial) l 
am sure the whole House will be grateful to you for the vi£>ws you h~'ve 
expressed on the admissibility of the various amendments ... ~·, 
(Honourable Members : •• Louder please.") I am sure the Honse 
feels grateful to the President for the expression of his viewR upon the 
admissibility of these various amendments and I ·nm sure that the views he 
has expressed will have very considerable influence on the de·liberations 'of 
the Select Committee even though they may be presided over by an eminent 
lawyer. But while I fully appreciate the necessity for guiding the dis. 
cussion along relevant lines, it set>ms to. me that there is some room ~or 
doubt as to the correctness of tltc procedure, if I may venture to Ray 110, 
proposed to be followed by the Chair. There is only one occasion when an 
amendment may be considered. When an amendment actually arises lor 
consideration, it is open to the Chair t,, decide upon the regularity of the 
amendment and to the House upun the merits of the amendment. I am 
not aware of any procedure according to which it is possible to Heparate 
a decision on the legality of. an amendment from the deci11ion on its 
merits. What the Chair now pr01poses to do is to decide in advance upon 
the ~egality: of the amendments and leave the decillion on their merits to a 
later stage: The legality of an amendment can be considered llO far a1 I 
am aware only at the time at which the amendment itself actually comes 
before the House for consideration. The question now is, is it open to 
the Chair to bring up an amendment tnr consideration so far as its legality 
or admissibility alane is concerned and give a ruling in anticipation or the 
time when the amendment actually comes up for con11ideration. I men· 
tion this purely as a technical question of procedure. I fully admit the 
force of the considerations of convenience which appea~ to the Chair and 
l think a great deal of time would be saYed in the Select Committee if all 
the irrelevant amendmeut:i were "ee1letl out. At the Kame time it cannot 
be said that there are no consideration:; of convenience on the other side~ 
As Mr. Patel has pointed out, there may be a number of speakers on these 
various amendments each trying to defend the competency of hil'l amend~ 

· ment and a lot ott time may be tahn up over the discussion of these qnt>s. 
tions. I appeal to you an_d ask you to consider wheth.er after this i!lCU• 
cation of your view!>! as to the competency or otherwise of the various 
amendments for which the IIonsP. is, as I have said, thankful to yon, the, 
matter should not be left in this po!lition and the Bill be allowed to go tQ . 
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the Select Committee. When it comes back the legality of the amendments 
may be decided if occasion arises. I have nothing to say against the views 
you have taken as to the competency of the amendments ·and merely desire 
to point out the technical difficulties in the way of giving final rulings on 
these points. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah: I rise on a point of order. If you will kindly 
look at the Standing Order, No. 39, it says this : 

11 On the day on which any such motion is made or any subsequent day to whieh 
the diarllllaion thereof is postponed, the principle of the Bill and its general provisions 
may be discuBSed, but the detail8 of the Bill must not be discussed further than is 
neeeuaey to e1plsin its principle.'' 

W1 are now at the stage when the principle of the Bill may be discussed. 
Then it says : 

11 At thia etage no amendment to the Bill may be moved. 11 

No amendment has actually been moved and it cannot be moved. Then it 
says: 

I, It the member in charge moves that the Bill be taken into consideration, ' 
(v·hich luu now been done by the member in charge) any member may move as a!l 
amendment. that the Bill be referred to a Select Committee.'' 

So the only amendment is that the Bill be referred to a Select Committee 
and when that or the motion that the Bill be circulated for opinion, is 
disposed of then it is that the next stage is provided. If the Bill is refer· 
red to a Select Committee then this House for the time being delegates the 
authority to the Select Committee to proceed. Then after the Report 
o! the Select Committee is sent, this is what Standing Order 45 says : 

" When a motion that the Bill be taken into consideration has been carried, any · 
member may propose an amendment of the Bill. ' 1 · 

So that, although the amendment is on the list of business provisionally, 
it cannot be proposed until that stage is passed. 

Now, Sir, I fully appreciate your anxiety and I endorse every word 
of what you have said, but I submit that this is not the stage at which you 
flhould decide what amendments are admissible and what amendments are 
not admissible. 
. Mr. President : There is no point of order. The· Standing Orders 
lay down the procedure that is to be followed when there is a motion for 
reference .to the Select Committee. That does not take away or in any 
manner abrogate from the right or rather the duty of the Chair to regulate 
the proceedings, and I think it is necessary, in order to regulate the pro· 
cedure, to let the House and the Select Committee know what matters are 
relevant to be considered. 

' The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : I should like to make a sugges• 
tion more or less on the lines of the suggestion by Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer. 
As I understand the matter, it is this. A Select Committee of the House 
is after all, I presume, merely a part of the House and that Select Com
mittee is governed by the procedure of the House and by the rulings of 
the President. Now, Sir, we have already had rulings on this particular 
point. There was a ruling given by Sir Frederick Whyte. on the 19th 
March 1923 which is very much analogous to the ruling .which you just 
gave. It is that the Legislative Assembly is not empowered to increase 
a demand for grant and that amendments which propose increases of taxa
tion are not in order. I have no doubt, Sir, that the chairman of the 
L6~ ~ 
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Select Committee, whoever he may be, will consider him'sell boun~ by 
that ruling of ~ir Frederick Whyte. lie will also have for his guidlce 
the rulings which you yourself just gave. Following what Sir Sivasw my 
Aiyer has just said, I suggest for your consideration that it will be s ffi. 
cient to leave the matter at this stage and to leave it to the chairma of 
the Select Committee in the light of his ruling and your own provisi nal 
rulings to deal with the amendments on the paper. 

Mr. 0. S. Ranga Iyer (Rohilkund and Kumaon Divisions : !{on. 
Muhammadan Rural) : On a point of order, Sir. The question befor~the 
House is that the Bill be taken into consideration. I do not understpnd 
how a discussion on the amendments could arise at this stage. 

Mr. President : The discussion is perfectly in order. 

The Honourable Sir Alexa.nder Muddiman (Home Member~ : I 
merely wish to ,say that the discussion is proceeding on rather cut;oua 
lines. It is proceeding on the assumption that the motion for consider&• 

. tion will be .carried. The motion for consideration may not be carrii at 
all and the motion for reference to the Select Committee may not be ar. 
ried. The Bill may be thrown out. It will, therefore, clear the.,air i the 
House first affirms the principle of the Bill. Whether that affirm ion 
takes place on a motion for consideration or whether it takes place o the 
motion for reference to the Select Committee is immaterial. The prini'ple 
is the same. Whichever motion the House passes, the llouse affirm the 
principle of the Bill. I therefore suggest that the discussion might ro· 
ceed on the question of the general principles of the Bill. 

Mr. President : I see that the general desire is that the m~tter 
should be left here after the views I have expressed and that we shbuld 
now proceed with the general discussion of the Bill. I would adopt that 
course. 

Mr. W. S. J. Willson (Associated Chambers of Commc·rce : Nomihat
ed Non-Official) : In opening my remarks I would just like to remind 
the House of a statement which I made at the last :March session, lhat 
I have a considerable interest in Tata 's. I desire my position to be er· 
fectly plain on that point but I ask the House to believe that in the! 
remarks that follow I am guided by no personal considerations. I ave· 
my duty to my constituents who are 15 Chambers of Commerce. in It¥lia, j 

Mrth, south, ea)t and west, including Burma. This Bill of courseJ as· 
Sir Charles Innes told us, refers practically, in its present stage, entirely; 
to Tata 's. They are not of course the first firm to start the manufacture of I 

steel in India, but they are the first firm to start it on a really large scale. 
The Bengal Iron Co. started making steel and iron and were ob~ged 
to close steel down because they found they could not make the manu
facture of steel pay. I feel sure that there is no one in this House "Who 
would like to see the great concern of Tata's Iron and Steel Works follow· 
ing in that wake. I know it might be said that the company might be 
reconstructed and carry on, but if it be said so, I should not be convinced 
1.1f the advisability of it, because on the present outlook, the money 
!'Ould probably not be found in India. It is highly improbable that any 
Indian concern could take it over and it is not, in my view, to be thought 
of that we should allow this great national concern to be taken ovel! by 
.some foreign company. I think we may leave Germany out ofjtht, 
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question at the time, but I am not so sure about America. Well, Sir, 
beeamre I am willing, I am anxious, I am desirom;, of offering assistance 
to this national concern, that does not mean that I can or do accept the 
Bill as propofied by the Honourable Sir Charles Innes. He has after. 
very great coMideration decided in favour of a protective tariff. Now, 
Sir, here I would like to pay my very high tribute to the industry, 
the care and the wonderful work in that Tariff Report which is put 'before 
us, but, Sir, it is its very perspicuity, its plainness, its simplicity, that 
c>ontains in my opinion its greatest danger, namely, the danger that it 
Hhould be picked up and accepted as it is en bloc. I give Government every 
C'redit alo;;o for the desire to produce a Bill which they believe to be very 
lar~~ly in accordance with the wishes of this House .. But I am bound 
here to repeat the complaint we had to make in Delhi about this Bill being 
rushed upon this Ho11'!e with undue haste. The Tariff Board's Report 
waR only published in the last few days of April, and here we are, having 
only received a copy of the Report a month ago, sinee when there has been 
insufficient time to properly circulate it round the country and to obtain 
in full responsible opinion as to the merits of the Tieport and of the Bill. 
Sir Charles InneR himself said that he had only last night received the 
Jetter from the Bengal Chamber of Commerce on that subject. Before 
I proceed further, Sir, I would like to say that I am representing. the 15 
~hambers of Commerce, but I·am not speaking on behalf of Bombay who 
have two Members of their own here. 

It may be said that part of the object of this haste was that Tata's 
required immediate assistance, and I have no doubt they do. In my view 
the immediate assistance would be given a great deal more promptly by 
the settlement of the matter on a bounty basis than is likely to be given 
on any tari~ system. The means by which assistance can be given to 
Tata's appear to me to be three. Firstly, by tariffs, secondly, by bounties, 
and thirdly, by loan at a nominal rate of interest. I will take and dis
pose of the third one first, becan~e a loan 'vould have to be paid back and 
would be therefore purely 41 tidin12: over," and in any case I am c<1nvinced 
that whether this House passes this Bill in its present form OI' not, 11. sub
sequent substantial loan will have to be tfound and lent to Tata's. I 
know that one of the sweetest thoughts for the protective tariff system is, 
that the tariff collects the money itself and that in giving boup.ties only 
on rails and fish-plates, as the Dill proposes to do, there will be no diffi
culty in finding the money if you put the tariff up to a sufficient 
extent. But Sir Charles Innes himself said that, when you throw the . 
protection stone into the pond, there is no saying where the ripples will 
cease. lie also said that this Tariff Report on steel is probably the most 
difficult 1mbject with which the Tariff Board will ever have to deal. In 
my view this presl'nt decision which we are now called upon to take is 
one of the most important, one of the most far-reaching in its effects on 
India as a "·hole. that tl1e reformed constitution has ever yet been called 
upon to deal with. The proposal to impose these duties begins of course 
by causing rank injustice to places like Burma, about which you will hear 
later on :and not only to Burma but to all extremities. Exactly the same 
argument will apply to Karachi. Now, if you take the statement of the 
Tariff Board that steel is arriving in India to-day at Rs. 140 per ton, 
and you propose by the tariff to put on Rs. 40 duty you arrive at the 
price of Rs. 180, which the Tariff Board tell~ 1.ts is the approximate 
CO!lt price, including profit, of Tata 's steel.. T~at :i!J to say, they wish to 
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sell at Rs. 180. So this Dill JlronP'INI to put on a duty of Rs. 40 at we 
will say all the ports. Let us take Dombay first. Therefore· the price of 
steel at Bombay is raised to Rs. ISO, but what would be the price of Tata's 
steel at Bombay 1 If Tata's want Rs. ISO nt Jamshedpnr, the freight 
froin Jamshedpur to Dombay I understand bcin'g ll11. 35 a ton, therefore 
the price of Tata's steel in Dombay, if they are to get their proper price, 
would be Rs. 215. So. that I fail to see what use a tariff of Rs. 40 would 
be to them in Bombay. Now, let me take Karachi. The freight to 
Karachi is I believe Rs. 71. Therefore if Tata's are to get Rs. 180 net, 
they must sell at n~. 251 at Karachi, whf'reas the tariff i!'l ~oing to raise 
the price there for the moment to only Rs. 180. Now, that same argmoont 
to a greater or lesser degree ·will apply whether you take Karachi, Bombay 
or Tuticorin or any other extremity, and all that this proposal to put 
on a Rs. 40 duty will effect for Tata 's is that within their own geogra· 
phi cal sphere, with the centre at J amshedpnr, the protection will be of 
great value to them, but it will be of no value at all at the extremities, 
places like Karachi, Tuticorin and Burma. On the other hand the inhabit· 
ants, the dealers, the traders of Karachi, Tuticorin and Burma will all be 
subjected to the higher prices which they will have to pay. They will 
have to pay an added tariff and will still be unable to secure Tata's steel. 
Another point that is frequently overlooked ,is, that if you put on a tariff 
duty of Rs. 40, that becomes more lil<e Rs. 60 by the time it reaches the 
consumer. Because the trader who buys at Rs. 140 charg-es a profit on 
Rs. 140 ; but if he buys at Rs. 180 he will assess his profits on Rs. 180 ; 
and so the snowball goes on until the original imposition of Rs. 40 a ton 
becomes about Rs. 60 by the time you buy your rice bowl or whatever it is 
out of the shops. I have said you cannot protect the Karachi trade for 
Tata 's ; you cannot protect the Tuticorin trade ; you cannot protect the 
Burma trade. If you insist on having protective duties yon must graduate 
them. If the duty which you require to achieve your object is Us. 40 in 
Bombay, on the figures I have given you it would have to be Rs. 71 in 
Karachi. There is no proposal to have graduated duties. The House 
will therefore see, and that is my point, that these protective duties cannot 
achieve the object which it is sought to achieve by them. The only object 
they will achieve will be to penalize the whole steel trade. The steel trade 
is a basic one. By putting up the price of your steel, you will be putting 
up the cost of living everywhere ; you will be putting up the cost of trans~ 
port ; you will be putting up the cost of roads and bridges ; and, as Sir 
Charles Innes pointed out, you will be putting up the cost of domestic 
improvements in municipal and utilitarian concerns. The country would 
for this purpose have to be taxed Rs. 1,50,00,000. Yet there are those who 
will argue that because it is indirect taxation it is less severe than if a 
similar amount-though I am going to show you it would be much less-. 
were paid out of the coffers of the State direct to a lame concern in the 
form of bounties. I have said that Tata's should b~ supported from the: 
national point of view, and the way I would propose and which I ask you 
to consider, is to support them simply· and solely on the basis of bounties. 
Take Tata's estimated production for the first year as 2,00,000 tons-and~ 
you have the import price stated by the Tariff Report at Rs. 140 per ton. 
The existing duty on that is 10 per cent., which raises the dealer's cost to. 
Rs. 154 per ton. Please mark that figure. The Tariff Board's proposals. 
on the tariff system are based upon the idea of raising the price of stee~ 
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fe R& 180. The difference therefore is Rs. 26 a ton-:-154 from 180 leaving 
26. Now the Bill proposes to tax the whole country on the whole of the 
imports of steel which I have shown must still inevitably come to certain 
ports and anyhow those quantities which Tata's cannot produce must come 
in, and the whole cost of that must fall ~pon the c?nsumer. Unde~ ~Y 
system, if you agree to pay Tata 's, puttmg them m the same position 
exactly Rs. 26 per ton bonus on their estimated output in the first year 
of 200 000 tons, you will cost the country 52 lakhs as against the Govern
ment flgure of about 150 lakhs. Sir Charles Innes gave· us this mornin~ 
11r-nw fig,nes based on Rs. 35 per ton. I do not know where he got his Rs. 35 
per ton from, but I have shown you how I got my Rs. 26. · In the second 

,yoor if you take the estimated output at 300,000 tons, at Rs. 26 you 
get 78 lakhs and in the third year, if you take 400,000 tons at Rs. 26 
you get 104 lakhs. The total of these three figures is 234 lakhs. That 
is what in my opinion you ought to be able to get off for and at the same 
time give Tata's as much help as this Bill proposes to give them with less 
taxation upon the public. Now, I know that the best argument, the one 
that is most likely to be raised, against the bounty system is the difficulty 
of finding the money. Now, just please remember for one moment that 
the Tariff Board wrote this Report at a time of great financial stringency. 
We were all at that time under the impression that we would have an 
unbalanced Budget. _ But at the conclusion of the year we found that 
I brre was a surplus last year of over 3 crores. We cut it down. It 
is quite probable, I venture to say, that the present year may also show 
11omo surplus ; at all events it would be up to Sir Basil Blackett to find 
the money. There may be a surplus. I hope there will be. But, in the 
second place, if there is not, then there is someone else to whom I would 
appenl to help find this money. I would appeal to the Commander-in
Chief. (Hear, hear.) I would say to him : "You are an importer of 
ateel. You use a lot of steel for your army and you would have to pay 
tho incr<m&ed duties yourself of Rs. 40 on some of that steel." (lllr. M.A. 
Jinnah : " That is exempt.") They manufacture much of their own 
steel. But, in any case, they are enormous users of steel, tremendously 
dependent upon it, and I would ·like to ask the Commander-in-Chief : 
11 Where would the army have been in Mesopotamia in the great war had 
it not been for the Tata raiL-; f " In this view, therefore, the Tata concern 
is of the utmost importance to the nation. It has played a big 
part in the past in war and it may do so ag-ain. It is for national reasons 
that we propose t~ support it, and it is right and proper, in my opinion, 
that the cost of It, therefore, should fall upon the national pocket. I 
h~ve endeavoured to show that if it goes through the national pocket, it 
will cost a lot less. I have called your attention to the fact that the 
eonse()uences of protection. are absolutely like ~ snowball. Once you 
put a dt~ty ?n steel, you ra~se the cost of everythmg. You will begin to 
get appl~e~t10ns for protectiOn from everybody else who has an injustice 
done ~o him, who us~s steel. I will point out one defect arising under 
the B1ll.. The duty Is put at Rs .. 40 per ton. Supposing you require 
steel which you cannot or do not w1sh to get from Tata 's or want at one 
of the ports ; supposing ron have to place a contract at Tis. 140 for 12 
months, the amount com1!lg forward (like Mr. Patel's Bombay pipes) 
by degrees ; now, su~posmg you have placed your 12 months' contract 
at Rs. 140, and the. pme of steel falls to 120, and supposing Government, 
under the powers m clause 2 (which we must give them, I think) then 
~ut on an extra Rs. 20 duty, It means that the pipes which 1\fr. Patel 
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ordered thinking they were going to cost him Hs. 180 would cost him 
Rs. 200 ; and every industrial concern will be in the same boat. The 
consequence will be exactly what commercial opinion detests, namely, 
uncertainty, unreliability. If you tax steel, always rerriember you are 
taxing raw material. Every factory that you put up will cost you more. 
Supposing I have a factory and it was put with steel at Hs. UO, and you 
wish to come and compete with me, you have got to build with H& 180 
steel and you are down from the start. }.'on are !:!5 per cent. worse off 
than I am from the beg-inning (Mr.J(. Ahmed : "But the money remains 
in the country I '') That is no \lse to you if you fail to make your 
industrial concern pay. 11 

That is a point which should not be overlooked. The bounty system 
will tell you exactly what the bounty costs you every year. You would be 
able to watch it. It can he rrndily adjusted. If under the tariff system 
it is necessary to make an IHljustment of the tariff, there is an immediate 
upset of trade. Under the bounty f!lystem there is no upset. You fix the 
price of steel, not at a hig;h level but a low one. You fix it practically 
at Rs. 154 and you pay n~. 26. Should it go up to Tis. 36, the position 
is exactly the same as with tariffs. On the other hand, the bounty system 
has a much stronger stimnlns on the productive departments of the Tata 
works than the tariff sy~tem wotild possibly have. Imagine yourself for 
a moment as a worker in the Tata works. Knowing that your department 
is earning a bonus, is it not a joy to see production going up Y And if 
it goes up and produces more, you may safely, in my opinion, leave Tata's 
to market it in the best places as it suits their pocket, convenience and 
development of their trade. · 

Finally, I leave every ·consumer free to buy his steel in the cheapest 
market. I interfere in no way with enterprise. I upset no capital costs. 
I cause no commotion. The simple thing resolves it:;;elf merely into a 
question of whether we can pay the money or not. And I submit most 
strongly that it is the most undesirable thing that this House could do 
to impose any tariff on steel, when you can get at the same results by 
bounty, and that is the principle which I ask this House to adopt. 

Sir Pur!'hotamdas Thakurdas (Inclian Merchants' Chamber : Indian 
Commerce) : Before I begin my remarkl! I would like to offer my con
gratulations to the Honourable Member in charge on the 1ucid statement 
that he made in introducing the motion that ill before the House. As 
representing the Indian Merchants' Chamber of Bombay, it has been 
my lot to differ from the Honourable 1\Iember several times. But I can 
with confidence say that the manner in which he has placed the case 
before the House to-day is absolutely impnrtial and colourless. (Laughter.) 
I 'will at a later stage have a~ain in the course of my remarks to-day 
to differ from the Honourable Memhrr regarding some of the remarks 
of the Indian commercial community in connection with the pace at 
which the Tariff Board has been working. Bnt I thinl\ it is only right 
that I shou!d, Sir, at the very start say ·what I have said before in the 
press that the Tariff Board Report i:-l a most valuable report and it is . 
a report which 11hows that great care and immense pains have been taken 
over a problem which by itself was most difficult and which, as a beginning 
of protection to India, is bound to call forth a good deal of criticism and 
all sorb of remarks. 



TBE STEEL I~'"DUSTRY (PROTECTION) l31LL. 2309 

My principal reason, Sir, in rising to address this Hou:<:;e at this sta~e 
is that I wanted to follow my Honourable friend Mr. W1llson who satd 
that he spoke on behalf of 15 different Chambers of Commerce all over 
India. (A. Voice : " 13 Chambers.") I do not overlook the fact that 
my IIonourable friend represents the Associated .Chambers of Comme~ce 
in India. I, as representing Indian trade and commerce, cannot claim 
that I represent 15 or even more than one Chamber of C?mmerce. But 
I can claim this that the one Chamber of ·Commerce wh1ch I have the 
honour to represent in this House has till now been recognised for most 
parts of Inilia as representing the views and opinions of the Indian 
commercial community practically all over India. I therefore thought 
that it was only right that I should rise at this stage to put before the 

·niA.lSe the views held by the Indian commercial community in India as 
distinct from the views held by the European commercial community in 
India. (Mr. lV. S. J. Willson : " I did not say Europeans.") I say 
European. I would like Mr. Willson to tell us the total number of Indians 
on the 13 Chambers of Commerce which he has the honour to represent 
in this Hou-;e. I do not think that Mr. Willson can challenge the state
ment that the number of Europeans on all the 13 Chambers of Commerce 
ill more than 75 per cent. of their membership. So much, Sir, for the 
beginning with which I wanted to preface my remarks. 

I think, Sir, that the introduction of this measure in this House marks 
a new dPparture in the policy of the British Government in India ever 
since the time of British rule in India. One can go into the hi§.tory 
of fiscal policy of British Government in India ever since the start. But 
this is hardly the time because it was only the last Assembly which accepted 
the policy and it is only a few years ago that the Government of India, 
at the instance of the last Assembly, accepted the policy of protection. 
Under that policy India wanted full protection but it is only discriminat
ing protection that has been granted. It is therefore, Sir, only in the 
fitness of things to observe that the introduction of this Bill marks a 
new era and, even though the measure of protection offered may not 
be as full as some may like it to be, I think i.t is only right that it 
should be runrl\ed and that full appreciation for the introduction of this 
measure may be given to the quarters where it comes from. I fear even 
the very small beginning that we are offered on this question of the fiscal 
freedom of India would not have been possible if the Government of 
India had not accepted the Tariff Board Report. And I offer to the 
Ilonourahle Sir Charles Innes, as representin!J' the. Government of India 
in this matter, the best thanks of the Indian °Commercial community for 
having made a start in this direction. I am aware that there will be 
many in thill House who may think that the start is a belated one that 
the start is a very weak one and is not sufficient to do India that' good 
which we are all anxious to see. But the very fact that a start has 
been mad~ is a thing which is to be noted with considerable satisfaction. 

My IIonour,able friend Mr. Willson complained that. the time at the 
disposal of the public for the consideration of the Tariff Board Report 

, has been much too short. lie s~ys that we had this Report only for one 
month and, although he recogmses that there has been great depression 
~f trade and ~onsequently .great ~ep~ession _in the steel industry in India 
1n common w1th all other mdustnes m lnd1a, I am rather surprised that 
the .repre~entative of 13 respo~ible Chambers of Commerce should get 
up m thia Uouse and complrun that the measure is being introduced 
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too early instead of bt>ing intro<lnceJ too late. In fact, many of us believe, 
and the Indian corunwreinl comm1mity fed it almost unequivocally, that, 
if the memmre were intrmhwed later than it has bel'D, it is quite possible 
that the n·ry worst etiects of free tralle policy that has been followed 
till now might hnve prevailed. I really noted ·with great regret Mr. Will·· 
son still corrtplaining at this late hour that the Chambers of Commerce 
which he h,ls the honour to represent here have not had enough time 
to go into the Tari:r Hoard Hrport and to criticise it. My Honourable 
friend s1id an1l qnoteu in support of that the fact that the Bengal Cham
ber of Con1merce only ~ulnuitted their views to the Government of India 
last night. :Sir, this is nothing very extraordinary. It is only in keepmg 
with what the Dengal Chamber of Commerce did to the Tariff Board. 
The Tariff Board remained in Calcutta for several weeks and the Bengal 
Chamber of Commerl:e never found enough time to put their views 
before the Tariir Board. Erentnally they ·had to issue a statement 
explaining the reason why they did not firid sufficient leisure at theit 
disposal to l!u1mit their views to the Tariff Board. Later on, when the 
Tariff Board vi~ited Calcutta for the second time, the Bengal Chamber 
of Commerce foun(l that it was able to submit its views to the Tariff 
Board. Similarly, it is ·why the Bengal Chamber of Commerce could 
not submit their views on the Tariff Board's Report earlier than last 
evening to the Government of India. I do not think the blame can be 
laid at the door of the Government of India. I think the Bengal Chamber 
can safely bfl said to be following the same procedure which they did in 
connection with the eviuence that they had to submit before the Tariff 
Board. The previous history and a good deal of research work that 
has been clone before now in connection with the fiscal policy of the 
British Government in India from the very start would reveal some facts 
which, tholl:th very pertinent to the subject matter of to-day, are not 

· necessary in view of the stage at which we are. But in connection with 
the opposition of the British Chambers of Commerce in India on this 
occasion I cannot resist the temptation of quoting the manner in which 
history repeats itself. In 1859, when the Government of India introduced 
what is now known as Act VII of 1859, the introduction of that Bill called 
forth the usual protest from the local vested interests such as the 
European Chambers of Commerce. :Memorials were addressed to the 
Secretary of State by. the~ie Chambers of Commerce of which the one 
from the Bombay Chamber of Commerce was a typical one. I am very 
glad that it is not the Bombay Chamber this time. It is the Associated 
Chambers of Commerce minu.~ the Bombay Chamber. This memorial 
showed the same solicitude for the importer and the Indian consumer 
as we see tv-day and further mentioned their points as follows. In 1859, 
Sir,. the Bombay Chamber brought out these points in their representa
tion to the Secretary of State : 

" (1) That the new scale of duties would practically fall upon the importer• 
nnd the consumers. (Mr. Willson expresses the same soli~>itude for the consumer and 
fur the importer.) 

(2) That it was impol:tic to plaee further burdens upon British trade with India. 
(We have not hearcl that plea 1nade yet.) 

(3) That it wou!J check the British trade eo valuable to England and her ahippinf 
interests. (I have ~ot heard anything aboul tl1i& 10 far.} 
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( 4) That ;, would atimulate the eompetition already commencea in thtl eoUos 
bid ..... ,. 

(5) And that the lower duty on the !mport o.f eotton yn.rn wo~l~ p~omote th.~ 
ln•!ian rotton industry with a t-orrespon~mg. d~tr.ment to tue B~1hsh mdustry. 
(l Aat~e 1till got to hear 10m1u1.~ urg6 tin& tl.'&th regard to the steelmdustry.) 

ThliB alleging the imp~licy, the injustice, and the evils involved in 
the measure, the memorial concluded : 

" Ia eonclWiion your. ml'morialish \\'o!:ld ~ent~re respeetf~lly to .expr~se a hop• 
that the eonunereial policy of Her MllJ~~ty .s hovernwent m Indta. . Will not be 
inaugurated by a departure from those prmctples of Free Trade .. whtch are now 
rceognilled in Englaad as the basis of commercial prosperity.'' 

• ,:My friend, Mr. Willson, says be is in favour of protection to th, 
•teel industry because between 1859 and 1924 the best part of halt a . 
century ha~ gone by, but he urges thi.o:~ Ilom;~ to m?dify the T~riff Board,'s 
Ueport. Mr. Wilbon Hays he fully sympathises \nth the anx1ety of Ind111 
for protP<·tion. I also understood Mr. Wilh:on t·o say that he had a con
airlerable stake in the Tata Iron aDd Steel Company, but he seriously 
ur,.,es that when the Government of India after very full inquiry and 
deliberatio~ have put forward this Bil~ and at a time when the Labour 
Governmellt is in office, he would like this House, Sir, to modify the 
Taritl Board's Report to the extent that protection should be given by 
bounties and not by protective duties. Of ·course the Tariff Board haa 
:nothing to 11ay on the point, except that there is no money for bountie:~. 
)Iy llonournble friend says : 

1
' 'But you had a surplus last y~ar nnd the Tariff BMrd whea tht>y drafted thai 

p:ut of the report did not know that there was a surplus.' 1 

lie goes further and says : 
11 It the Honourable Finanre :Member cannot find the money, he would go to the 

('omlllADdt>r io-Chicl. ' 1 

That is 'lt least one point on which the Indian commercial c<>mmunit.r 
and the Eurllpl'an commc>rcial C!lmmunity are agreed, namely, that military 
upenditurP. • in India ~>houl,l be rcduc!.'d. Irrespective of protection, 
irr~specth'l! t~f duties, whether import or bounty, the military expenditurt. 
will ha\·e to go dolfn before long. I hope Mr. Willson will keep compar•l 
·with us when we plead for tlw.t in this House. I wish my Honourab . 
friend harl told us regarding other countries which have profitted by pru 
tectjon, not by protective import duties, but protection by bounties. 1 
was listeninqo wry carefully to see whether anyone would tell us how 
Ot·rmany, Japan, and other countries had built up their protective waH:g 
Jlot by high tariffs but by bounties. Whenever there is a surplus it has 
all along bt'1m said that we wanted reducticn in exi:;ting taxation. The 
cnly safe find correct thing that has been carried out in other countries 
is the buiPing of high protrctive walls so that you can keep imports 
out and build your own industries within them. 

:My llonourable friend said that the cost of factories would increase. 
It shoulrl. increase in any case unless you ean go on taxing the people 
for bount.1e~. Do I understand mv Honourable frieml to mean that tho 
question of effecti"" proteetion in 'India should be put off until you c:m 
provide for that protection only by bounties f Is thnt the opinion of 
the A.ssociat1•d Chambers of Commerce, and, if that is the opinion, may 
I lllik my Honourable fricutl :o ro1ake a xuugh gne~s of the number of 
Y~-'1'11 when we will be able to afford I)rJtection. to saY two industrie11. 

L63LA I • ' K 
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Sir, I woulu like to say a few words rrctnrJing the remarks or my' 

llononrablc friend, Sir Charles Innes. He tried to defend whcre ho had, 
I think, 1111t.hing to defend anu no occasion to defend, the Taritl llourd, 
regarding c~~rtain remarks of my Chambt•r in a l~tter to the Government 
of India, ln connection With what my Chamber called the comparatively 
slow pace at which the examination of various industries for purpose~ oi 
protection was bl!ing carri~u on. 1 am sure tho llor&ourable .Member 
cannot he f•1rgetting that as soon as they found that the Govcrmncnt 
of India ball either misunderstood or mklconstrueJ, quita innocently of 
course, the Chamber's letter to them, the Indian .Merchants' Chamhrr 
wrote and iilade it quite clear that they were ~:~econd to Ilona in t11eir 
admiration d the Tariff Board's worl{, bu.t that, that did not prevent 
them from submitting to the Government ol India, that unless some other 
method v:as introduced it would be many years bdorl! other industric~.o~ 
which require and are looking out for protection will get theit turn for 
examination by the Tariff Board. One of the things th11 Chamber sug· 
gested waq that instead of the Tariff Board going all over India, they 
may sit at or1e of the two places which are the headquarters of the Govern· 
ment of Intlia and ask people who are inttlrcstcd in industrie~o~ to go up 
to those headquarters of the Taritr Boarll and submit their views to the 
Tariti Bonl'd. Of course if the Tariff Board thoug-ht it wonhl be necessary 
for them to go round to certah places, say, when they are examining coal 
imlm;tries, which I understand is referrru to them, if they thought that 
a visit to the coalfields was neces!'lary, there is nothing to prevent the 
Tariff llmll'(l from doing so, and I am afraid my Honourable friend has 
not correctly underfltood the Chamber's attitude when he saiJ that the 
Government of India did not wish to interfere with the Tariff Board's 
liberty to worlt independ~ntly. 'rhat is the one thing which my Chamber 
has always !'tood for ; and I want to make this clear if the letter of the 
Chamber is not quite clear. There is nothing in the Chamber's !Htg~es· 
tion derogatory to the Tariff lloaru. A.ll that the Chamber want i!! that 
t:w various industries which re()uire examination by the Tariti lloarJ 
shoulJ have their turn for such examination by the Tariff lloard W» early 
as possible and without any avoidable tlelay. 

I \tish now, Sir, to put before the llou:~e the two main features of 
the Bill that i~J before the House. There is nothing in the Preamble which 
comrvs thl'! dear declaration of the Government of India that it is their 
decision to give protection to the steel inLlHstry of India until the time 
when that indm;try is on its own legs and w111 need no protection. The 
period of th1·ee years mentioned in one of the clauses of the llill has been 
liable to (Jreat misunderstanding and misapprehension on this score. I 
understand, and I am sure that the Tariff Board so recommended, the 
period to be for three years because they had reason to believe that at 
the end of three years, when the Jam:sbedpur works begin to turn out 
their full capacity, their costs ought to go down and th,e other various 
uncertain· factors which we see to-day in the commercial and industrial 
world maY' n:ore or less return to the normal. With this view I 
understand the '£ariff Doard recommended that at the end of three 
years it would be neces::.,ary for the Government of India to have another 
inquiry into the question of the steel industry, and that inquiry may 
nt·cessitate a snb;tantial chan~c in the basic prices which have been 
fuc<.l by the Tariff Doard. This is my reading of the recommendation 
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of the three-rear period. But that does not mean that at the end of 
three ye~m, afrer this Bill is passed by the Assembly, the policy of pro
tl·ction comes to an end and no more protection will either be required or be 
available. .And I would ask the Honourable Member in charge whether 
it is not ~b!iolutely necessary to make tlus perfectly clear in the Preamble 
of the Blll, 80 that the period of three years may be looked upon as a 
period at the end of which there would only be an examination of detatls, 
what are C(lmparatively details, though they may be important details, 
still they would be detajls of the main question, namely, of protection 
to the steel industry. For, Sir, I very strongly believe, and I wish to 
put it verv ~wmistakably to the liouse to-day, that if the Government of 
Jn(Ua hav~ not made up their mind dcfinittJly to give protection to the 
11te.n industry until that industry in Inilia is built up, I think we had 
beHt not ln1ste our time, nor waste the money of the country in giving 
any protl!<'tion at this stage, for it would be a waste of time and it would 
be somct!lin~ worse than a waste as far as the consumer is concerned. 
Supposing Y<>U put on at present a crore and a half of burden on the 
commmer (or three years, it would come to Rs. 4! crores at the end of 
three yeal'!l. If the Government of India are likely in the least then to 
say, .. No more protection," what happens to the sacrifice made by the 
consumin{! Jlltblic of India f .All their 4! crores is wasted. If, on the 
(Jther hand, the idea of the Government of India is that if on inquiry 
by the .Taritt Board then it is definitely ascertained that after a certain 
period, six months or a year, through some extraordinary developments 
in the steel industry, no protection i:-; necessary, that would be a temporary 
feature. But the question of protection is one which should be taken 
np only nftPr the Government of India and the Legislature definitely 
lllake up their mind that they will continue the policy of protection right 
tl1rougb unnl the country begins to manufacture practically cent. per 
cent. of all her requirements. It need not be quite 100 per cent. If it 
iH 80 pP1' crnt., perhaps the balanl.!e of 20 per cent. could take care of 
itself. Dnt if thet·e is the slighte~t hesitation in the minds of this Assembly 
or in the mi11d of the Government o0f India that, at the end of three years, 
they may back out of this policy, I think it would be only fair to the 
country and to the consumer that this policy be not started at all. I 
therefore wmture to ask the Honourable Member whether he w.ou.ld not 
rnake thi~ deunitely clear in the body of the Bill instead of leavinO' it to 
a few rem'lrliK which may be made from the Government benches opposite. 
If it is netrssary and if it is the aim of the Government that with this 
policy, and behind the wall of protection that my Honourable fricntl 
oppositP. is laying the foundat10n of to-day, further steel factories 
should grow up in India withi:D: the next five or ten years, it is all the 
rnore necl'~snry that the pubhc, and especially the public which are 
inclined commercially and industrially, should learn definitely and in 
a manner thflt can be said to be unequiv-ocal as far as the Government and 
th.e view. of the Asse.mbly are ~oncerned, that t~e steel industry in India 
'1\'111 cont!Dllc to recen·~ protectiOn ~P to a certam point, which point also 
the Oovcrnmflnt of India may defimtely state to-day if they so choose to. 

Rl'~arding the adequacy of protection, the Tariff Board themselves 
haYe said t'nough, and I do not think I need dwell on it at any lenO'th 
but I ~ould like to say this, that whilst it is very necessary that "th~ 
prott>et10n that may be oil'ered l'hould not be extravagant-indeed Sir 
~ndia at present an_d for the next few years looks like being least ca!lahl~ 
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of affording anything in the direction of extravagant protection to 
any industry-it-is very necessllry that the 'l'nritf Board and the Govern· 
ment of India should take enry care tha.t the protection ottered id at 
least such as will enable that in1lustry to withstand the onslaugM of 
industries from· outside against wbnt is known as dumping or efforts 
to kill nascent industries in India. Therefore, the protection 11hould give 
as much support at least to 11 nascent incln~ttry as will enable that indus. 
try, to keep going until the industry comes to a period where it is aLle 
to bold its own owing to prouuction on a large scale, or other facilitie' 
being available to it. These are the two main features with which 1 
think it is necessary to deal at this stage of the discussion in the Hov.stl.' 
l have nry great pleasure, in supporting the motion. 

Mr. K. 0. Neogy (Dacca Divi~ion : Non-Muhammadan Rural) ~ 1 
beg to move: 

" That the BiU be referred to a Seleet Cornmfttee." 

If 1 had any doubt as to the advisability of moving this amendment 
of mine, that doubt ha111 been dtspelled, _if 1 may say so, after hearin!l 
the rulings that' you have been pleased to give this morning with regard 
to the various amendments that are down on the agenda paprr. We find 
that, though we can reduce the duties proposed, our authority is con· 
fined only to that, and we cannot in any manner improve the Bill ft·om 
our point of view, and the Bill hal!! got to be passed very much in the 
aame state ~s we find it. Now, Sir, I r.m very thankful to the Ilonourab:e 
Sir Charles Innes for having ~iven us the assurance that, if this Bill goc111 
to a Srlect Committee, he will not stand on formalities, but will allow 
discussion on these nrious amendments that have been ruled· out o! 
order by you,· across the table. I hope that he may relent a little m 
regard to one or two of the amendments that we may then be able to 
discuss, and get necessary sanction from the Governor General so as to 

. enable us to adopt those amendments on the floor of this House and 
get them incorporated into this legislative enactment. Apart fr?m 

' this class of amendments, there are other amendments which will be 
moved in any case according to your ruling, Sir. I am responHible for 
one of those and 1 .do not know really what the financial effect o~ i'C 
will be, and it is not quite possible for us to have a discussion across 
the floor of this Honse in the same manner as we can discuss such techni· 
~al matters in a Select Committee. I thought that my Honourable 
friend Sir Pnrshotamdas Thakurdas was at one time opposed to a Selt>c~ 
Committee, but from the speech which he has just now made I find ttmt, 
in so far as he wants the period of the life of this Bill to be extended, 
he cannot but agree to this motion because that is a question which 
cannot under your rulin~ he adonted on the floor of this House anJ 
can only l•e dic::cusst>d in the Select Committee and in an infonnal manner. 
Now, Sir, he has referred to this point at some length and has pointed 
out that by confining the operation of the Dill to a period of three year~, 
the Government have departed from the 11pirit of the recommendation.J 
of the Tariff Board. Well it is no douht true that the Tariff Board I'ecom· 
mended these particu1ar rates for a period o! three years, but they in 
(,"hapter 3 of the.ir Report made it quite clear that there Rhould be a 
clear declaration that the Government should F~tand firm by their policy 
of protection so far as the steel industry i~ concerned, which alone would 
be su!fieient to attract m.;l't! ~:tvit.ll into thili inJustry. And, 10 far ai 
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I l'an Rl'f', th~> Pr<>amble of the Bill has departed from this recommenda
tion uf the Taritf Bnard. There is another po~nt which I want to raise 
in this l'onnection. llimour&ble Members are all aware that the report 
of tl1e Mt>rcantile Marine Committee has been in the hanJ;> of Govpt·n
ment for about three month Well, I do not want to pry into the secrets 
of the Department over which my Honourable friend, Sir Charles Innes, 
preside11. In fact, I stand in holy horror of the Official Secrets Act whi~h 
was pa~u;ed in spite of my opposition. It may be that the :Mercantile 
Marine Committee has said something about the protection and devclop
lllent of the 11hipbuildin:r indm;try. I do not know. I find Sir Basil 
Blackett thinks that there is no such recommendation. Well, I wam to 

•be1assured on that head, because 1 find that where!J.s the lndian public 
opinion is definitt>ly in favour of some protection being granted to the 
na~~eent ~;hipbuilding industry in India, this Bill proposes to place 
for<'ign importers at a distinct advantage over the Indian manufactur<:!rs, 
as it is proposed to exclude impurted llteamers, launches, barges, f!nts; 
boats and other ws~els from the enhanced duty on fabricated steel. The 
price of f.'very item of steel that the Indian manufacturer will have to 
use for the purpot>e of his manufacture of these things wi] certainly go 
up and to that extent the Indi::4n m:mufacturer will be placed at a dis· 
advantage. It is no doubt true that the Tariff Board has more or l~!ls 
casually gone into that question. But if I am correct in thinking that 
the Indian .Mereantile Marine Committee had some:hing to say about 
it, then in all fairness to this Assembly the Government ought to tld 
us what those recommendations are. If, however, Government find any 
difficulty in pnhlishin'.! the renort at this sta~e. I would suggest that 
that portion of the report which may relate to this question may be cir
C'ulated to :\lembers of the Select Committee confidentially. When I 
ma),e thiR sugge~tion I d:> not !lpeak without precedent, for in the autumn 
or 1920, when the Auxiliary For<'e Bill and the Territorial Forre Bill 
\wre under consideration in the old Imperial Legislative Council, t.hu 
EshPr Committee Heport had actually been received by the Governmen' 
of India but had net yet seen the light of day, and, when the non-official 
.Members wan1€'d to know what the E~he1' Commi+tee had to say abcmt 
this matt<•r, the Government circulated that particular portion of the 
l~sher Committee's Report that related to th1s question confidentii1lly 
to the M:>mbers of the Sl:'lect Committee who made ample use of .that 
in their report. This is one of the main reasons that has prompted lllll 

to send notice of this amendment. 

Now, Sir, I think considerable attention has centered round c!aur.e 
2 of the Bill which deals with offsetting duties, and I do not suppo:>e 
11nythin~ has yet been said from the non-official side with regard to the 
desirability of leaving- the whole question to the discretion of the exc
eutive Government. Well, Sir, we have been told that smce the Report 
of the Tariff Board hns been reeeived prices have gone down considf!r
ably, of continental steel particularly ( r oice : " Gone up ") and it is 
thought probable that prompt action may hare to be taken under clay"u 
2. I had a trlance throu:;rh the latest numbers of some of the techmcal 
journals, which I am sure Sir Charles Innes also must have perused, 
and I find that everywhere in Europe and America tremendous efforts 
are b~>ing m.arle to secure orders at any price. It is stated that ther~ is 
a good deal of nervousness in Belgium and prices are expected to dechne 
ateadily all round. I am quoting from the latest issue o~ the " Iro!'." 
auon:er " to hund in India. The Cuited States of America report a 
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quiet market with a heavy l'tocl~ of steel on hand nn(l <'oncrRsionq lll'\J 

statNl to be available on attractive tonnage~. America hcr~wlf ha~ bet'll 
hit hard by European competition. The Statt's are imrPasirw the;r 
imports from the continent and st<'cl rails from I~nropo nrc hl'in~"land(',l 
in the United States at 3 tlollars per ton below .American rail quotations 
after paying import duties ; and the 1<1ederal Legislature of the UnittHl 
~tates of ..Am~rir>a W/11'1 to hHve rrintrndtwr•,l onl.~ thrPn (bys ag-o, that 
1s to say, on the 24th May last, tho Preferential ll:nlway Rate!. Dill which 
was introclnce(l in lV~O in favour of exports shipped from Armrica in 
her own vessels but afterwards suspen<lell. Reports from GrPat ilt·itnin 
also indicate disturbed conditions and a collapse is apprcht-n(le'l on· 
all sides. Great as the danger of price cutting is, the dar1~cr is (!.'reat:~st 
from countries with depreciated cnrr•)ncy. I quite appreciate U~o 
difficulties of providing any hard antl fast additional duly in the case 
of the countries having a depreciated curreney. Dut I prt1poso to 1·ai~:e 
this question in the ~elect Committee, and I would ask the considl·l'a• 
tion of Government to a sn~~estion as to whether ad<litional of(seWng 
duties could not be provided in the Dill itselr, provided the Gover·ttor 
General agreed of course, just for the purpose of meeting the countries 
having a depreciated currency. 

Now, Sir, there were some minor points which I wanted to to:tch 
upon, but as it is getting late and several other Ilnnourable Memh<•r$ 
are anxious to speak, I think it would be better just to mention them 
because I am confident that this motion of mine will he accrptable to 
this House and I will have an ample opnortunity of discu~sing thellt in 
the Select Committee. 'fhose relate to the question of giving protectto11 
to steel castings on which question I think the Honourable Sir Charles 
Innes has already received a representation, because I rny8e:f was !ntp· 
plied 'vith a copy of the letter that wal'l addressed to him. Then thct·e 
is the question about galvanisc<l sheets about which I have myst!!f 
tabled an amendment. But these are comnaratively minor questionS! 
and I do not want to take up the time of the Honse by entering into a 
discussion thereon just at the present moment. I move that the Bill be 
referred to a Select Committee. 

Mr. President : The question is : 
" Thnt the Dill be referred to a Select Committee." 

Pandit Madan Mohan Ma.laviya : I rise to oppose this motion at 
this stag-e. I think that the principle of the Bill has not bren sufflciently 
discussed and it is too t'arly to, pt·<,pose that 1he Dill be referrerl tu a Select 
Committee. When 1he principle nf the Bill ha.c~ hem fully :}i~cnsf'erl and 
when it is clear that the sense of the House, as a whole, i" in favou:• o( 
the principle upon which it is based, it will be time for my Ilononrable 
friend Mr. Neogy to pres.'i his pl'opo!-~al that it should be rererrcd to a 
Belect Committee. I may briefly draw attention to the great import· 
ance of the subject and I do think that the House will agree with me that 
·we should not try to rush the Bill through the Legislative Assembly. In 
the first instance I congratulate the Government on the decision that tlwy 
have arrived at to introduce protection after all in this country. I heartily 
congratulate them on it. We Indians prayed for it for nearly the last 40 
or 50 years and it was a cry in the '\\ilderness and therefore our satbffH:· 
tion i8 genuine and the expre;;;sion of our gTatitucle is deep to the Govern· 
ment of Ind~a for ha,·ing decided to extend protection to an important 
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industry in this country. It war; said by the Honourable Mr. Willson 
that the B.ill wa.'l being rushed. I fear I cannot agree· with him, Mr. 
Willson forget~ that the suggestion that steel should be protected in India 
L!, as the Honourable Sir l'urshotamdas Thakurdas pointe(l out, a very 
l>ld one. It ha11 not COIJJle a day too soon. I would like to show my friend 
how late in the day the Bill bas come. I would only tell him of what was 
\rrittetl hy Mr. Ball, Deputy Superintendent of the Geological Survey, in 
his work on Economic Geology which was published some time before 1890. 
lie there said : 

11 It the Gov~>mm11nt had stnrtad the manufacture ot iron on an es:te11ded seale 
nt thll time of the first opcnin~ of rail\rays, great benefits would have accrued tel 

• thr;. Btato. It the State was JUstified in ul1dertakiug the construetion of its own 
ral'lwaya tbcre ll'al nothing inconsistent in principle in its undertaking the manufacture 
tJf ita own iron any more than in its uumufacture of salt or opium. The effect of 
Ita c~tui,Jishihg factories for iron manufacture throughout India would have (in 
Mr. Ball'• o~inion, snye Mr. Juetiee Ranade) enabled the State to keep vast sums 
of money in circulation and would have given employment to large numbers of people 
who now resort to agriculture a1 their only rcsouree. The g()lden opportunity was 
nllow~1l to puss and We find ouraelvea in the anomalous situation that after 150 years 
of British tule the iton resources g£ ln<Ua rehmin undeveloped and the country pays 
ubout t ... u erorea ot rup~es yearly for its iron &Ul>ply while the old race of iron 
•mcltera find thuir occupation gtmeY 

Since then the question has been before the Government but a de<Jision 
·was arrived at only very recently and th~: Government have been very care
ful if I may say so. Some people will say that they have been over
cnutious. Some will say that they have been very slow but certainly they 
have been very care'f'ul in arriviug at a conclusion on this question. The 
Jtced 1if1r such a conclusion was pointed out by the Government of India 
in 1915 when Lord llardinge's Govcmmcnt said in their despatch of the 
2Gth November 1915 : 

11 It is bcrotning illereasingly elcar that 11 definite and self·c()nseious policy of 
Improving the hulustriul rapabilitira of India will have to be pursued after the War 
ttnlo'11 aho i• tel btwome more anrl more a dumping ground for ·tha manufactures of 
foroiJ.rll nations who will be eompt>ting the more kt•ooly for mark<lta, tho more it 
hl'l'lllll!'l uppan•nt that the political future of thea hu·get nations dllpcnds ou theit 
PC(JIIOtuiC llOSitioll, I 1 

It was in pursuance and support of that policy that a Resolution was 
}lasscu by the As-;embly and a 'fariif Board was appointed. We com
)1lained that the Heport orf the Tariff Board had not been put before the 
A:mcmbly in the Delhi session and I do. uot think there is any justification 
for the view !lUt;gested by my Honourable friend that the report has been 
placed too late before the country. and Members of this Assembly. I 
think, Sir, that the matter has not been taken up one day too soon. 

But ap11rt from that we have now to consider how important a measure 
tllis Bill is and we have to discuss it in all its aspects before we give our 
a•;sent to the proposal that the Bill be referred to a Select Committee. 

Nmv what is the principle of the Bill Y The principle df the Bill is 
to proteet the steel industry by a tariff and not by a bounty. My friend 
Mr. Wilh.on put forward an ~xtremcly wen argued point before the Assem· 
lily and pointed out that we should resort to bounties to give assistance and 
"hould not resort to tariffs. :My friend Sir Purshotamdas 'l'hakurda.'!l 
~ns already answered that point. I agree with Sir Purshotamdas Thakur· 
das that no country has built up its industries so far as I am aware 
merely by the help of bounties. Bounties have been given to encourage 

·certain inJustrics like the !Shipbuilding industry. If shipbuilders produce_ 
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certain types of ships thry wi'll receiv~ so much as n bounty. This i~ 
done to push that ~hiphuihling itHlnstry or any other intlustry like that but 
in no country, so far as I am aw1uc, has an indip•mlus indu:-~tt·y been pro
t~cted from the competition of forei~·Ht·rs merl'ly by lllt'allN 11f bountie:i, 
I therefore think that, as the Honourable Mr. Willson iii g't'llttinl'ly anxiow; 
that this great indigenous imht)ltry !;hould be protected, he will revise hi't 
view and be able to think with u:;~ that protect:on by nwans or a taritY is 
the only rig-ht cour,,e which can be put·suPd in this situation. But a friend 
nsked : 11 Why protection at all ". As the Honourable Sir Purshotamtlai 
Thakurdas was speaki1:g, there wrre lOiees from behind " why protect jon' 
at all " and I thinlt thet·e are r,everal Member.'! who would like to hear a 
little more about the need for protection. Personally, I do not slwt·e any 
misgivings about that. I feel, and I thit:k my fl'ienll:i when they have 
~tndied the question will fed, that no modern country ha!-1 ltnilt up itlt 
trade without the help of protection. England is no HCrption to the 
ruile. England has resorted to protection when she needed it and ha~ 
discarded it when she was strong- enot1gh to discard it and when it wa~ to 
her advantage to discard it. Dut I will give the exan1plc of Atnerica. 'fhe 
United Statrs of America did not IDilllufac~iure even pig-ir·on in loGO . 
.A bout that time they began t01 r.u1 nufadure steel aml you know the pro· 
gress they have made from King Lo:: to King' Steel, and so on. That wr.s 
done by means of protection. Germany bnilt up her in<lustrirs hy mean:o~ 
of protection. It is not po;-;sible to build up a great indu:,try like the stl•el 
iudu.'itry without the help of pror.ectio.n, I thet·efore frel cednin that whPn 
my friends who are in doubt will study the question they will be convinced 
that this protection ha3 to be ofrored to national industries and Mhonld be 
otiered only to nationa'l industries in order that those indu~,t ries should 
stand on their own legs against competition from ohler e<.;tahli:~hmenta 
which have greater re~~ource::1, greater technical skill all(l experience and 
greater commercial ability in findin!; market~ for tlwir pt·o~!nct)l, But 
j·u;t for that reason I wish to 1lraw attention t01 two other mJttet·s whieh 
arise in the Bill. What is it that you want to do ? I fear, witho'.tt 
meaning the smallest di:mspect, that the Government of India have not 
made up their mind ab: olutely clearly on the policy which they are goil1g 
to pursue. I fear that they arc still fighting shy of firmly and clear'ly 
saying that they think it their duty to afford protection to ~mch Indian 
industries as are genuinely Indian. Jif I am wrong I should be very thank· 
ful to be corrected ; I shall be happy if I am mistaken. I sha!Il be thankful 
to know that the Government of India have made up their mimi that 
they will promote Indian indigenous industries by means of such protection 
ns may be necessary and of whiCh we have the present Dill as an instance 
before us. I want to make it quite clear what the object of us, Indians, wns 
when we asked for protection. 'l'hat was wry clearly stated by Sir William 
Clark who was the Member for Commerce in this Governm~'nt at one time. 
1\Iembers of this House will remember that on the 21st March lal6 my 
friend the Honourable Sir Ibrahim Rahimtoola moved a Resolntion in tl1e 
Imperial Legislative Council urging the appointment of a Committee to 
consider and report what measurer, should be adopted for the ~rowth and 
development d~ industries in India. Speaking on that Rc3olution, Sir 
William Clark said : 

"The building up of industri~s where the eapital, eontrol anr1 mnnn,.crn~nt 
•hould be in the h:wds of Indians ia the spedal object we all have in view.'' • 
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He emphasised that it was of immense importance alike to India herself 
and to the Empire as a whole that Indians should take a larger share in 
the indu.stria1 development of their country. He deprecated the taking 
oi any steps if it might (I am quoting his own words) : 

" merely mean that the manufacturer who now competes with you from a dista.uee 
would transfer his aetivities to India and compete with you within your own 
boundaries. '' 

lie clearly guarded agains't that possibility, namely, that no system shouid 
be adopted by means of which thP. manufacturer who was competing with 
us from a di.l;tance would transfer his activities to India and compete with 
pa within our own boWldaries. Now, Sir, I want that the Government 
~>ho~ld make it ab1:10lutely clear that this is the object which they have in 
view. It is only such an object for which protective duties can be justi- · 
fied. Protective duties can be justified only in the view that the benefit 
which will arise from that protection will not be limited to the members of 
a particular firm, will not be limited to the shareholders in that particular, 
firm, but will be shared by the country generally. It is only on that basis 
that you can reasonably ask me to pay five rupees more for an article than 
I would otherwise pay. It is only on that principle that you can ask the·. 
rountry as a whole, whether it be in the shape of b.ounties or whether it 
be in the shape of paying higher prices, to join with the Government in 
affording protection to a nascent industry against foreign competition. 
The moment you depart from that principle you lose all justification for 
imposing a protective duty. Let us take, for instance, what would happen, 
if, suppose to-morrow a big European company were formed and established 
itsel! near the Tata Iron and Steel works with a huge capital, with all the 
advantages of expert advice and assistance and the assistance of the ex
perience not merely of decades but of centuries. It utilizes all the raw 
materialll which are available in the country ; it exploits the labour avail-· 
able in the cow1try and it earns huge profits, larger than· it would earn 
by baring its works in Birmingham or Sheffield, or in Sweden or Belgium 
for that matter. Wbat justification can there be for asking the people 
dl India to ~ear the burden which larger prices would involve f I do not, 
know of any canon of economics under whic~ a policy· like that could be 
justified for a moment. It is therefore only in order to support an indigen
ous industry, an industry, in the words of Sir William Clark where the capi
tal, control and mana::rement should be in the hands of Indians that you can 
justify protective dutie~. Let me quote another authority, Sir Frederick 
Nicholson, who has uone a ::rrrat deal to promote industrial development in 
the Madras Presidency. In his note which he submitted to the Industrial 
Commission he said as follows : 

" I beg to rerord my strong opinion that in the matter of Indian industries 
•• are bound to eonsider Indian interl'sts firstly, secondly and thirdly. I mean by 
llratl;v, that the loeal raw products should be utilized ; by secondly, that industries 
anould be introdured ; nnd by thirdly, that the profits of such industries shoulU 
remain iu the country.'' · 

Xow, that iJ; the ground, the genuine 'ground, for affording protection and 
support to an Indian industry. I hope and I have no (loubt that the Gov
t>rnment have no other object than this. I hope the Government do not 
desire that foreign companies, wherever their habitat may be, should come 
and establish themselves in India and take advantage of the Bill which we 
are now passing in order to earn larger profits than they are likely to earn 
without such protectipn. My friend Mr. \YilL~on says they will. I entirely 
agree with him and that is what I 'wish to guard against. It would be a 
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calamity, it woulJ be a crime Br,!ninst the public interest, to pass a Bill 
without sufficient qualifications or safrguards if the Dill is likely to lead 
to the result 'vhich I apprehend and which I am thankful to have a busi· 
ness man of the calibre of Mr. Willson say, will happen. 

Now, in order to guard against it, I wish to draw attention to the 
necessit7 of making certain matters clea·r in the Bill The Bill starts with 
saying that it is a Bill to proYide for the fostering and development of the 
steel industry in British India. Now, Sir, that is a wrong heading. Later 
on you find the Preamble proper explains : 
. 11 Whereas it is expedient, in pursuance of the policy of discriminating proteetiou 

of industries in British India, to provide for the fostering and development of tbt , 
ateel industry by increasing the import duties leviable on certain iron and ateel arti4.~el 
ud by enabling bounties to be granted to manufacturera in Brltiah India of certain 
1ueh artielel ; It is hereby enacted aa follows : · 

That this_ Aet shall be enlled the Steel Industry (Protection) Act, 1924.'1 

It seems that the mind of my friend the Honourable Member in charge 
of the Bill ~·as somewhat uncertain-! do not mean any disrespect ; 
perhaps he was labouring in a di;fficult situation, but he appears not to 
have felt <),uite certain whether he should call it clearly a protection Bill 
or put the words he has put. I would request him, not in any spirit of 
opposition, nor by way of carping criticism-to cut out the words •• for 
the fostering and development of the steel industry in British India." That 
is the first change which I would suggest, because that would make it clear 
that the object is to afford protection. 

· Now, Sir, there are two aspects under which the people of any country 
can be asked to bear a burden. One is that you .can ask the public to 
bear the burden of taxation or to bear the burden of higher prices for 
certain commodities in order that they should protect an existing 
national industry. That is one thing. If the public feel as the public 
are represented to feel in the Legislative Assembly and in the press-if 
they feel that a particular industry is of sufficient national importance 
to desene the sympathy and protection of the public, they will bear 
that burden willingly in order that industry should be protected. It is 
an existing industry. ·It has co·st labour ; it has cost money ; it has 
eost a great deal of pains. Take, for instance, the Tata Iron and Steel 
Works. They have cost, I understand, about 24 crores of rupees, many 
rears of labour, many years of prGspecting during the time of the late 
Jamshedjee Tata : many years of consultation with the experts and 
l1embers of the Gorvernment of India, and the help of foreign experts 
have all gone to the building up of those Works. That is an existing 
industry. Its importance has been demonstrated, as was mentioned by 
the Honourable 1\fr. Willson, in the late war. Without the rails which 
the Tata Steel Works supplied, the success of the British arms in Meso· 
potamia would not have been so certain as it was. Gratitude demands 
that we should remember that. We should also remember that the people 
of the country, the humble as well as the high, have invested a great deal 
of their hard-earned money in the Tata Steel Works, that the shares 
are held mostly by Indians. I am told that of 10 crores and odd of 
aubscribed capital about 9 crores is held by Indians. I am not. sorry 

·that a crore is held by Europeans. I shall be glad if a certain portion of 
·money subscrib~d is held by our European firms who have established 
tb.em~elvea for good in this country and wish to remain with ua aa 
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friends and fellow countrymen. But the majn point is that the bulk 
of the capital in Tata 's has been subscribed by Indians. It has demon• 
strated its utility, and now that so much money and labour has been 
spent upon a company like the T11ta. Works, the people can well be 
asked to bear the burden of fresh taxation or to bear the 
burden of higher prices in oril~>r that those Works should be 
protected against the attacks of foreign manufacturers, who, recognizing 
the position, are willing to dump their ~oods at less than cost priee in 
order to hit the Indian manufacturer. 'l'here is a clear case for protection. 
There is a clear case for shouldering the burden in order to help the 
im!tJRtry. 

The second aspect is the passing of a protectiv'e tariff Bill to encourage 
men who have no industries established here yet to come in and establish 
industries. 

The Bill, as it is drafted, will accomplish both these objects. It 
will afford protection to the Tata Company. It goes beyond that. It 
invites foreigners, as I understand the Bill-and I shall be very thankful 
to be told that I am wrong--it invites foreigners, whoever they may be, 
to come to this country and build up steel factories and to start works on a 
larger-scale than the Tatas and to enjoy all the profits that they can. I 
aRk my Honourable friend the Member in charge of the Bill and anyone 
else who is in support of the Bill as it stands to tell me if there is any 
precedent in any country or any canon known to economists under which 
a proposal to tax the public generally in order that foreigners should 
come and establio;h certain factories in the country in which the people 
are taxed has ever been put forward. I submit it cannot be. I submit 
it is opposed to reason. Common sense revolts against it. It would be 
the Yery reverse of the correct proce~s. This Bill offers an invitation to 
foreigners to come and settle down hrre. I am not surprised to hear that 
one big company with a capitRl of 20 crores has already been, I am told, 
formed. I am not told that it has started work, but I am told that the 
United Steel Corporation of Asir. with a capital of 20 crorcs h&s already 
come into existence, and I am told that the shareholders of that company 
are not lndiaM, that thPy are mo~t1~· non-Indians. Now, Sir, just see the 
danger to which we are exposed by the provisions of the Bill ail it stands. 
My friend Mr. Willson helps me by ~~ying '' Eounti<'S.'' Tie seems to think 
that bounties is the method by which we should proceed. I fear that 
bountil's alone have never protrcted any larg-e national indmtries. They 
have stimulated the industril'~ whrre the nnmbrr of industries has been the 
object. Now, this is one of the instances, and there are other instances. 
I hope this Bill is the forerunnrr of other Bills which will give protection 
to national indu..,tries ; or at any rate pro+•'ction will be extended by 
this Assembly by means (lf othPr leg-h;lation to other in'dur,tries. I 
am told that at present a S\vedish combine has bPen formed with the 
ohj<'ct of establishing huge works for matches in this country. I am told 
that they are eomingo in to take char!!'e of the entire field of India, so far 
as the match supply is con<'!'rnrd, and I do not know, Sir-1 hear, I should 
like to know. I have givPn notice o·f a question to know-whether the 
Oovernml'nt of this eountry is aware that a Swedish combine has been 
formed in order to promote the manufacture of matches on a large scale 
in India and whether they have obtained thronf!h intermediaries in India 
any concessions from the Provincial G(lvrrnment~. There are several 
matrh factorie~ in existence. Thrrt> iR 011e at .Ahmeilabad. There is another 
at the Sunderbans. There is a third factory at Shahdara near Lahore. 
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I am told there is one at l;tteknp·•: also. These factorie~ arc in existence. 
One can easily, understand that, if the terms of the Dill under which 
protection is to l>e t'Xtentletl to any particular industry in India are not 
very carefully framed. the fon•i.!!n merchant mig-ht come and kill any 
industry of India. 'fhere are. similar cases. The forei~n merchant 
naturally w;ants business. I do not blame him. The war has hit many 
of them hard, and those who .have not helm hit hard wunt 
more business and they cannot keep on unemployment. I am 
told that many rnannfacturin~ firms ltre running their works at a 
loss. I am told that they are willing to undersell the Indian producers. 
I think, therefore, that very great care has to be ta.ken in any legislation 
which is to be passed by this .Assembly that, instead of doing good; to' 
our people, we do not expose them to unncc.essary hardship. I under
stand that the need for this caution is very great. I am reminded of 
another instance which shows it. The Government of India in 1921, I 
think, issued a notification saying that they wanted 400 locomotives in 
this country, that they wanted 160 locomotives in one year, 200 in a 
particu]ar year and 400 locomotives in the year after that, and I am told 
that when this company was forined there was the assurance held out by 
the Government of India that they would so pnrchasfl locomotives 
(Dr. H. 8. Gour : " Por a period of 12 years ") for a period of 12 years. 
I am told that when this company was formed manufacturers from outside, 
who had been supplying locomotives of a certain type at £13,500 apiece, 
reduced their price to £5,000 apiece, that is to say, by £8,500 each. And 
I am told then that the Government of India did not give tlie assurance 
to the company that they would buy from them but qualified the 
assurance or withheld it or did something which has left those who 
formed the company in the lurch. I shall be very thankful to know 
from the Honourable Member in charge of Commerce that my infomation 
is not accurate. I shall be very thankful to know that the £acts are the 
reverse of what I have said. I shall be very thankful to know that this 
eompany which was encouraged to come into existence will receive all 
the support that the honour of the Government of India entitles it to 
receive, because the Government of India pledged their word to them 
that they should form themselves into a company. Now, Sir, aH this 
leads me to think that we must be on our guard ~,against a larger measure 
of. protection being extended by the Bill than can be justified in the 
interests o~ the public. I fear that the clause as it stands gcyes beyond 
it. It says it is no't to protect the existing industry. The Honourable 
the Member in charge of CommPrce has said that the Tata 's Steel Industry 
is the only industry which will be practically affected by this measure. 
Why not, then, confine it to them and say that this Bill is intended to 
protect the Tat a's Iron and Steel Works and nothing more 1 It is a 
big enough industry to require special legislatioiJl. There has been 
legislation for much smaller things and 'bodies. h it impossible or 
unreasonable, then, to ask that the protection which is offered here 

· should be confined by name specifically to the Tata Iron and Steel Works ! 
If it is not, what I want is that there should be no word in the Preamble 
which would lead people to think that the object is to provide for the 
fostering and development of the steel industry by raising the import 
duties leviable on certain iron and steel articles and by enabling bountieli 
to be granted to manufacturers in British India of certain such articles. 
They may be Swedish, they may be Welsh, they may be Americans, they 
Jll8.1 be Australiallil1 they may be Irish, they may be Scotch. The Bill 
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merely 1tates manufacturers in British India.. There is no law under 
which you could refuse to register a company such as there is, I understand, 
in Japan. In Japan, at lealit some time ago, when a company was to be 
registered, the Go"ernment took rare to see that the shares were, in the first 
instance at leafit, confine1i only to the Japanese. I do not think that there 
ia any law in India which can limit the investment of money in that manner. 
You merely say that any manufacturers in India will be entitled to such 
a benefit. Therefore you are holding out a clear invitation to manufae
turel"8 outside to come and establish their firms in India. I hope, Sir, 
that this matter will reeeive the attention of the Member in charge and 
that he will find out some phraseology which will make the meaning of the 
Go,·ernment, and in which I ho]W the Assembly and the Government are of 
lln,mind, clear that what the Government seek to do is to offer protection 
and a reasonable meaiLCJ of development to an existing great national 
industry and not to indi"idual foreign firms to establish themselves in 
this country who should be ®aved from the trouble of shipping machinery 
and products from long distances and offering their products here to the 
people who want them. Thi~ is the first thing. . 

The seeond thing which I want to mention in this connection is the 
limitation of the duration of the Bill to a period of three years. · I regret 
I differ from my II(;.nourahle friend Sir Purshotamdas Thakurdas and 
lfr. Neogy, if I understood him rightly, in desiring that this limitation 
11hould be removed. I think the Government are perfectly right in 
t!xing this limitation to a periotl of three years because that is a time 
during which wf! can see how the Bill has operated. The Bill ·inflicts 
a heavy saerifil'e upon the people. In three years' time we shall have 
11een how the Bill has operated and what changes have taken place. It 
the necel\.'iity should still exist of protecting the Tata Iron and Steel 
Works, I expect, Sir, that this House will be fully willing to extend that 
protection to them. nut if we omit this limitation and leave it open to 

.people to thinlt that this is to be a permanent Bill for all companies which 
may be formed in India during this period, then I fear we shall be 
invaded by companies and we shall be rn:ore helpless in their hands 
than we are at present. For that reason I hope that, if the Bill goes 
to the Select Committee, this matter will be very carefully considered. 

The third point to which I would make a reference is this. There 
are several Honourable .Members who, though generally desirous of 
givin~ nect>ssary protection to the Tata Iron and Steel Works, are not 
quite satisfh·J about the management of labour within those works. 
As I found from the paper on the table that several Honourable Members 
have misgivin~rs on that score, I have thought it right to refer to it. 
I hope that something will be done by the Government to obtain an 
assur11nce from the 'l'ata Iron and Steel Works that all reasonable 
complaints of labour will he reasonably considered and that necessary 
redress will hi' offeretl. That is essential. When any company comea 
before the nal ional Assembly to ask for protection, it is certainly right 
that the A.:;~riuhly, rl'presenting the people and not merely the capitalists, 
should insist upon bring assured that every reasonable complaint of 
la~o~r will be listened to and, where necessary, remedied. I hope 
thiS HI not too much to ask. I dll not say that I endorse the complaints 
that have been made. I do not MY that the complaints are groundless. 
I only draw attenti14n to the ne<'rssity of the Go,·ernment obtaining the 
aMurance from the Directors, wldch I think tht>y should have no difficulty 
in Retting, that every reasonable complaint will be listened to and tha~ 
they recognise that labour contributes in no small measure to the auccesa 
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of the works in which they are interested and in which we are interested. 
I have nothing more to say. I hope that these points will be borne 
in mind. I have no doubt that the matter will be fully discussed by 
the Select Committee. . 

Mr. M. A. Jinna.h : Sir, at this stage I do not propose to take up the 
time of the House for any length of time. I rise really to support the 
motion that the Bill be referred to a Select Committee. With ~gard 
to the principle of the Bill I would like to Ray just a few ·words, and I 
think this llouse is aware that this question, the question of fiscal autonomy, 
has agitated India for. a long time, It was on the first occasion when,thff 
Government of India Act, 1919, was on the anvil of the Parliamentary 
Legislature that this question was strenuously pressed before the Joint 
Parliamentary Committee. Althoug-h we <.lid not succeed in getting the 
statutory recognition, we yet succeeded in getting an expression of opinion 
from the Joint Parliamentary Committee to the effect that a convention 
would be establlshed, 11nd that eonvention 'vas to come into force on one 
condition. When the Government of India and the Legislature agree, then 
we attain our fiscal autonomy and no one else e.an interfere with us. Now, 
tJhereforet the fir:st question that I want the llonourable Members to bear 
in mind is this that the fiscal autonomy that we have achieved, such as it is, 
is dependent upon this condition that the Government of India and the 
Legislature should agree, Otherwise, the power which we have here may 

· go into other hands. That js the one thing that I want the Honourable 
Members to recognise. 

The second thing, Sir, I want to say, is this, that I really fully apprfl• 
ciate the fact and I want to emphasise it, that the Government of India · 
have endeavowed to the best of their ability to deal with this question 

, of protection to serve the industries 'vhich otherwise must die or perish. 
And, like other Governmentst the wheels of Government move slowly. 
We had two Commissions. Out of that a debate arose and we adopted a 
formula of discriminating protection. ·I do not lmow exactly what it nteans 
myself. I am not n merchant but I am a lawyer. I always thought that 
protection means whether protection should be granted or not, which ag~n 
depends upon the merits of a particul,tr case. However, the wiser heads 
know better and. this Assembly adopted a formula-discriminating protec· 
tion. Then, Sir, our labours have borne this much fntit that out of that 
formula came the Tariff Board. This Board has made its recommendations 
and the. Government have adopted those recommendations in toto. I say 
that I fully appreciate the spirit with which the Government are rMeting 
this question. 

It may be tha.t some IIonourable friends hold the opinion that this 
protection is not adequate. Well, now, Sir, that being the case, Govern· 
ment have recogni"'ed that a case has been made out for protection : in 
fact I have not heard a single speech in this House yet (Mr. Chaman LaZ : 
"You will.") Mr. Chaman Lal is, I see, against protection (Mr. Chaman 
Lal : " Of course I am.") Then he is out of date. Well, I hear only one 
voice, and I hope that that is the only solitary voice. (A Voice : " Wait 
till we vote.") (Voices: "Two, three, four, four and a half.") I know, 
Sir, that there are some in this House who are far more advanced than 
the majority of this House. They are full of principles of socialism and 
of Soviet doctrine!! ; but most of us here are not so advanced, and I have 
no hesitation (A 'Voice : ''And also of Bolshevism.'') 
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· Mr. Chaman Lal : M~y I ask the Honourable Member whether he 
eonsiders the Government of India to be a Bolshevist Government because 
it has nationli.sed the railways. 

Mr. M. A. J'innah : I was not speaking of the Government, but of 
aome of the Honourable :Members who are opposed to the principle of this 
Bill, and I have no hesitation in standing here and saying that in this 
matter Government have acted perfectly fairly. and reasonably, and it is 
up to us to give the:.a some support. I hope that the Honourable Members 
will realise that this industry either deserves protection or it does not. 
That is the question befor~ us. If you ~re .convinced. tha~ this is a national 
industry, if you are convmced that this 1s a secur1ty mdustry and that 
l\nt for protection this industry is going to die, are you going to protect 
it o1 not f That is the :first question I ask you. If you agree that it must 
be protected, then the next question is, what is the ~dequate 
protection f Sir, it is quite obvious from the figures whic:h are 
given by the Tal'iff Board-and I accept those :figures as cor· 
rect-that if this proteC'tion is given, this industry at the end of 
the third year will just be able to make a decent profit. Are you going 
to give this indtL<;try a ~:hance or not f That is the question you have to 
decide. Are you going to give it a chance or are you going to indulge in 
" high falutine doctrines and see this industry killed 7 That is the ques. 
tion for this House to decide. · 

The next thing is this, namely, what will be the best method of protec· 
tion f :My Honourable friend, Mr. Willson very ingeniously thought that 
the industry would like protection but he says : " This is not the right 
method. The T&ritT Board have mixed up two methods, specific duty plu8 
bounties, " and he says : " If you adopt this system of duty, disastrous 
consequences will follow. 11 He said that everything will go up ; in fact 
it will be impossible for most of us to live. He exaggerated it to such 
a.n extent that I did not know whether I would be able to live after this 
Act was passed. But this is an old story, the same old story which has 
been put before the Tariff Board, and having started this lurid account 
of the disastrous result that will follow, l\lr. Willson then said " Oh, but 
there is a way ; why not reduce army expenditure. " He knows perfectly 
well that that is the one thing which is likely to appeal to some of the 
Honourable Membero~~ and they might fall into his trap and say, " Oh yes, 
that is a very good idea indeed. We have been hammering away at the 
Commander.in-Chicf and the Finance Member for the last 40 years, but 
instead of decreasing the army expenditure they are increasing it. 11 But 
Mr. Willson must remember that the Honourable Members of this Assembly 
cannot fall into that pit so easily. I ask Mr. Willson-and I think 
Mr. Willson let the cat out of the bag when he said that this is not the only 
industry that will be here ; others will follow-that if they do shall we 
also give them bounties f Will not your exchequer be bankrupt within 
a short time. How many industries are you going to provide with 
bounties f It is so elementary that I am surprised that it should come from 
a merchant of the experience and standing of my friend Mr. Willson. 
How many industries are you going to give bounties to 7 This is what 
the Tariff Board said and I still stand here open to conviction. If vou 
'will convince me that merely by giving bounties to this industry it will 
be a better method, I will stand convinced, but I never heard what was the 
reason why this was better, beyond the saying why not give bounties to this 
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industry f liow ii it better t What advantages will follow from it 1 
That I never could understand. lf you have got to resort to the principle 
of bounties your exchequer must in the first. iustance be overflowing with 
money ; that your people's capacity mu::.t be great for taxation. Of coui·se 
I cannot conYince Mr. Wilbon (A 'Voice : ".Are not import dutic~ taxa· 
tionf ") 

Sir, I will read to you this passage : 
1' The picture of disastrous consequences of protection :for sted, 110 toreibly 

prosente~ to us by Mr. Pilcher and tho Bengal Chamber, owe9 its nwst vivid colouring, 
'W think, to an underlying fcl'ling thut the real da.nger is created not by the 
policy of discriminating protcttwn accepted by the Governmont of Indio. und 1he 
Legblative Asoembly1 but by a policy of indi~erin:Uuate prott·ction for all kimls ol 
steel. Strong approhcusions TI'L'ru evidl•ntly felt that, howover the schorue might be 
lim.ited at the start, the first step would have been taken on 8 slippery patl1, and 
that sooner or later all kintls of ~tecl would be involvcu in a rouunon fate. But thie 
view involves 8 doubt as to the po:;sibility of adhering to the policy nuopted, and 
we cannot within the tonus of our reference discu~s it.' 1 

I think the people who take the other view have repented their view 
and no'v come forward at this stage and put forward at this stage a 
different policy, and I submit that this is really too late. 

I will now refer to one more authority which says this about bounties : 
'' A bounty, on the other band, is a drain on the exchequor anu is necessarily 

limited in its use. To give bounties to a number of important industries would need· 
·lessly bring about m~tional ba:ukrllptrJy or a revolt against the excessive taxation that 
would have to be levied." 

That is what will happen in India ; therefore I remain entirely uncon
. vinced that the recommendation of the Tariff Board, which adopts the 
mixed process, partly bounty and partly duty, is not the soundest possible 
process to adopt at the pre::~ent moment. 

Therefore, Sir, I do not wish to take up the time of the House any 
longer, and I hope that the House will really allow this Dill to go to Seleci 
Committee, where it can be threshed out in detail. 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett (Finance :Member) : Sir, it 1a 
remarkable experience to one who went through last session to find 
even 10 Members of the House agreeing with him. On the present 
occasion there seem to be only about four and a half who are opposed. 
I was particularly surpriiied, when the Honourable Pandit Madan 
Mohan Malaviya got up and made me for a moment believe that he 
was going to agree with the Government. I rather believe that he is going 
to vote-with them ; but he succeeded in being consistent with himself by 
finding more that was not in the Bill with which he could disagree than 
by making any attempt to agree with the Bill itself. I shall be surprised 
even now if he votes for it, because I have a memory of an occasion a little 
more than two months ago when he said that, so long as this Government 
was not absolutely responsible to the people of Iudia, it was the duty of 
this House to vote against all measures of taxation. This is a measure of 
taxation. Mr. Jinnah asked a questioll just now as to what was the meaning 
of discriminating protection. I think the answer is that it is the same 
thing as discriminating free trade. What we have got at the present moment 
I would describe as either indiscriminate free trade or indiscriminate 
protection, and we wish to introduce a little bit of di::;crimination into our 
methods of customs taxation. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : Was it ever wanting f 
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The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett: I will come first to the question 
of a bounty. Mr. Willson made a very attractive case for a bounty. He 
~>eem('d to forget that we clo already protect steel to the extent of at least 
10 per cent. (Jlr. ll'. K J. Willson : "No, I do not forget that.") If he 
was to be con~;istent in his view, I think he would have, at any rate, to 
aboli!ih all customs duties ou imported steel, and we should probably have 
to go further and abolish other customs duties on the ground that they take 
more out of the oonsumer than comes into the exchequer. His case really 
rests on the possibility of introducing a system of taxation which is entirely 
direct. If you had a complete syst~m of taxation that was nothing but 
direct taxation, then you would perhapc;; succeed in never taking out of the 
~:jayer an anna or a rupee more than comes into the exchequer, but 
human nature is weak and I know of no country that has succeeded in rais
ing all its revenue by direct taxation. 'l'he alternative therefore to the 
present propo!'>al, which is to increase to a certain extent the existing duties 
on 11teel and to tl~e a certain amount out of the exchequer for the payment of 
bounties, would be to increase some other form of taxation-indirect taxa
tion presumably-and I .do not know whether you would be very much 
further forward; but in face of the attitude of this House towards increased 
taxation, no Finance Member is likely to view with great favour a proposal 
which begins by suggesting bounties to a very considerable extent on steel, 
and behind which there looms a demand for bounties on a great many other 
goods. If we are to·accept the doctrine that discriminating protection in 
any form is desirable in India, I do not think it will be easy to improve 
on the method chosen by the Tariif Board. I was glad to find the 
Honourable Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya asking some of the questions 
which underlie 'the principles of this Bill. Why are we introducing this 
Bill 1 We are not introducing it in the interests of the Finance Member 
or the tax-payer in the first inioitance. I am sorry to say that, although the 
Tariff Board figures themselves involve a certain annual charge on the 
exchequer, I fear that partly owing t'> the fact that the Bill is introduced 
11ow instead of two months ago, and partly perhaps because I am more 
pessimistic by nature than the Tariff Board, the actual cost to the exche· 
quer for the next three yeat·s will be rather larger than the figures given 
by the Tariff Board. That is not so much because their estimate of the 
cost to the Government needs alteration, but I am inclined to think that 
their estimate of the additional customs duties that will be collected is 
1dightly higher than is likely to prove the case. We are not introducing 
the Bill therefore in the intereMts of the Finance Member. Nor are we. 
introducing it merely for the benefit of the Tata Iron and Steel Company; 
I do not know whether many Honourable Members in thiM House would 
tmpport the Honourable Pandit when he suggests that this Bill should be 
made what the Homani'i called a privilegium, a law in favour of a particu· 
lar company. However · much sympathy we may have with the 
Jul.tional achievements of the people who have built up the rl'ata Iron and 
Steel Company, I do not think that it could be expected that any Govern
mt•nt could introduce and pass legislation purely to enable that Company 
to pay dividends to its shareholders. I hasten to say that I have not for 
a moment any idea of 11uggesting that the company is in need of any such 
tipeciallegilllatiou. The Company wocld not be where it is if it had not pOs· 
11essed great men. It has achieved a very big work in India ; it has built up 
out of a desert a 'town of 90,000 and the biggest iuclustrial concern in India, 
aud it Htlr!•ly cannot be pretended that a company of that Mort is in absolute 
need of 11poon-feeding from the Government. 'l'hat a },las had its difficulties 
L~~ M 
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the Tariff Board Ueport brings ont clen'!'ly, l•nt I would likE' to a..,k those who 
tl\lk about it, that jn tbP.ir tl~sire to ·rouvince the Govemment, who are 
already cmwincetl, of th.- llE'ed of P''1h•diou for tht> lltet•l industry, thPy 
should not uaggerate the difficulties or the Tata Comp11ny. Why tht•n 
are we introducing this lt>~islatiou f It il4 nut t'Ven ht>c1mse it is iu the 
interests of the labour f'mployed at Jam'l.lwdJHlr, though I think tht•y stand 
to· gaiu by an improvt>me-ttt in the condition of tht'ir f''mployt>r~o~. I was 
intert>sted to note by the bye that the Tata Iron and ~Heel Company employ~ 
labourers at .Janushedpur, but the new company or !'audit 1\hltlun Mohan 
:\lalM·iya 's imagination, which wns to come ftoom abt·uad to found an indus
try in India, was going to u·pluif labunr. I !;hould like to know whu-th'tl 
difference is. The worknu•n at Jamxhedpur undoubtedly stand to gaiu, 
but it is not for their benefit that we are introducing thil'l Bill. We are not 
introducing it, 1 should like to May on bt·half of the Uowrumt•nt, !limply 
because we have ginn way to a nationalist tlt·matH.l in which we du uot 
belie,·e. That has been suggested from ~nmt> quarters. If the Gov~rnment 
of India were honestly convhtcPd that the nationalist demand wai contrary 
to the h'llU int-:oi·e :Is of India, I for one do not think that it wnulit be the 
duty of tllll' Oorcrnmt•nt of India to illlt'oduce Much a Hill. The Onvel'll· 
ment of Ind!n aa·e iutrodncing it be(•aa~e they are convinCf'41 that, ou tha 
whole, it is desirable in the general intt.>rf'sts of India to huild 1111 ttot 
merely a steel indust.ry, which is· ah·~ady founded, but from that tu ~o 
on to build up an industrial system in' Inuia with othf.'r indu~;tries iucrf.'a"l· 
ingly numerllus Hnd increasingly ~:~tron~:, to get. a"·ay from what mi~ht be 
called tlu.> somewhat Iopsid••'l fleVt•lormPnt t·f the lmlia of .to-tlay. ln the . 
India of to-day I do not say tl1ere is tno ronch a:4riculture ; that would be 
impossible ; but there is too little in•lustry in proportion to the agricul
hne. 'fhere are other <lirectiom; itnvhich India is lopsided. 'fhet'e are 

,too ruany :n. A.'!i and failt>•l n. A.'l!l who cnn.i:IOt find an opportunity or 
~uitable work except in politics sometimes. Somebody !laid to me the othtH' 
day that the great difference betweeH the United Stat{'S of America and 
India at tlie Jll'esen~ moment was tt.at in AmPrica the educated p{'ople 
are too bn~y and llrrre too mauy other attractions to worry with pr.liti·~~"~. 
·whereas in India the educated people have so few otht>r attractions that 
they worry too· much with polities. (A ruin' :--" lt is not their fault.'') 
7'he question of foiomebotly's responsibility doeR not arisr.. I am stating 
a fact. ' I was interet:ih:'ll to see that Pandit :\ladan Mohan ~lala\·iya only 
started from· 1890. We should , have liked to have heard from him 
Chandragupta '~ view·s about protection. The lopsidednes~ of Indian den
lopment-the difficulty of that lopsH1E'dnesll, we hope, will be improved 
by this new departurt>, or rather by tl1is putting into effect of the deci~;ion 
taken some time agn that there should he a new t,leparture in the dirPctiou 
of discriminating protection in India. We want to encotll'age the develop
ment of indulitries. We want to encourage the development of other t~teel 
industries to compete with Tata 's within India. I am Hure that there are 
many in this House wht, \\OU!tl ag&·ec that t1' introduce a Bia of tbi~ t~ol't 
solely for the benefit of one company and to palls lrgislation with a view to 
p~eve11t other co1npaniel'l within !hP protectPd l10nndary ft·om competing 
'WJtb that company would he entmly Wt'Oilg. 1 do not mt•atl to :my that 
!h~re art> ~o t'\ il'; ''flltnectt·rl with llu.• impot't11tion of furPi~n capilat, hut 
11 tli a Kubject on which ouc has to sneak with I!!Ollll:) caution. You cauuot 
coullemn root and branch the impol'tation of foreign capital. 1 woul<l 
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draw the attention of the Honourable Pandit first of all to his own ~emark 
that the lit~>el industry in th3 United States grew up a!ol the result of the· 
ilupm·r..tion t,f British worklllt'n, Hn(l fleconi!I~·. I shoulcl like to draw his 
att~ntion to the fact that for a loug time more than half the capital which 
eJ't•atf'!] the railways of the UnitPd States was British and that. up till the 
Wur a \'t•I'Y Jnrge p01·tion of it remaint•d British. The dangPI'S connected 
with the importation of fo•·cign car,ital are undoubted. if tht>y are not 
carf'fully '''llft·lw•l. hut nothing oould be worse for India ~n my opinion 
than to condl'mu in all itll forms the me of foreign capital. · 

Thnt hrin~~ lllf' to another connerterl I]UI'stion. We are introducing 
JhiH Bill for tlw disc•·iminHting prol•:ction of Htt>f'l ns part of 11 general 
(ii,Jt.•y,-1 wonlcl ha.'ltrn to IHlcl in flllS\\'N' to those who have asked the 
ftUI'sf ion--a~ part of the g~>nPral J)Oiiey of developing tmch industrit's as 

. arf' geunin~>lr Indian alHl ueetl prol•'etion. I do not understand what the 
objPt"tions are to the Preamble of the Bill, The Prramble of the Rill takes 
up thl' words "disc1iminating p)'l)ft>ction " from the Rt•solution that was 
JIIISM·tl a rr11r ago, nnd its iuteution i!-l that it t>hould pnt into the forefront 
of the Diil the tlesire of the Go\ Prmuent to carry through to its logical MD· 
r•lusion the dt!r.isiun to introuuce diseriminuting prott•ction. It is true that 
thP Rill itsf'Jf h limitl'd to thJ'Pf' w:~rs for ohvions reasons- rl'asons eon· 
lli'Ct~>d with the preRI'nt distu1·hed and nncertnin state of the ,\rol'lcl a:-~ a 
\\'holP and with till' lUH't•rtninty M to what will be the minimum cost of 
production of sft•«•l in wrJl-managed Indian workshops. Three years 
hence it will nndonbtl'dly he nrcessary to have another inquiry and there 
is no fNH', as the Bill is drafted, of the Government. merely h•tting the 
Bill th•op uud dving nothing', brcam;e I would poiltf out that the Finance 
Mt>mher would thert·hy loiie a Yery Lu·ge nmount of revt>nue unless the 
Bill wa'l replaerd by another Bill. Bnt when we are introducing protection 
we mnst. uot loSt• sight of its dangN'fl, They are well known and they are 
real. It is pcrhnp11 undt'Nirable to dwell on them. One dors not want to sug •. 
gf'sl. tlutl thinl-('s 11re happrning whieh are not happrning, hut anybody who 
has had auy ex)Wt'if'nce of what the hotels in Washington wrrt> like at the 
time when a Ta1·i1T Bill wall under discnssion will know the sort of dangers 
that tu·e im·oh·etl. India i~ and must rt'main a prtodominautly agricnltui'al 
ronntry. It is clesirable that there shonld be an industt·ial dE-velopment 
to hnlance it on tht> other sidt•, hut it mu11t alwa~·s rrmain predominantly 
tl!!'l'it•ultnrlll. If Nfl, am~· Jll'•llt·t·ti~~tt to any industry must br the minimum 
thnt is absolutely nert>~1sary and not mor·e. Otherwise it nwans tl\at ~·ou 
&l'f' taking mow·~· ont of the pockeh of a vast numb<>r of agricultural 
lahonrer11 for tht> bf.'nefit of a few. !lrotection must justify itself in the 
lon~ nm by inrrl'ftlling the national dividf'nd, b~· :;!'iving a better opportu· 
nity for a flOOd life to a largt>r numh<>r of peoplc. If it does not justify 
itHelf in that way, it stands condf'mm•d. Undoubtedly it hrgin!-1 hy putting 
a rhar~tP on a larf.!P numht>r of }WOple which tlwy \\onld be happier without. 
Unlt'slil it lPnd~ 1111 to an increase in the nationnl dh·idend, that eharge ifl 

·not justified : and tl1e only way thnt you <'an bt> sme that it will lead on to 
such 1111 increa.<te in the national dividt>tHi is if you eonilne yom· protrction 
to Mll<'h industrit•:o: aR really are c11pah!e of lwing firmly ei':tablisherl in India 
nn•l eventually ro;flm•liug on thd•· 0\111 founrlationl'! without extranrous 
nssistnnce, nble to comprte in all cil·enml'ltaners without spt>eial. nssiKtance 
fr·ou1 Oo\'l'l'lllllt'llt. 

Tbtrl' is anolher point which I wnlll\llike to touch upon• ht>fore I 
11it down. ThE' inrlustrinl dPvPlopment of India rlepf'ndH on a paralM 
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dewlopment in otht•r fil'llhl, an.l in pnrtit•Hiar on tlw finant•ial ~dtl". 'rht> 
Honourable Pandit .Madan Mohan Malaviya waxed doqucnt nhout the 
danvrrs of the importation of foreign capital, bnt how lll'e yon f.(oin~ 
to develop indnstr) in India without capital1 If yon want to avoid 
the dangers of fore~gn capital, I sugg~st th~t the way. is t? do e~t·rythin~r 
in your power to mcrease the creatton of J~ew ca.pl~al m lnu111. Nt'\\' 
capitAl can only be the result of present savm~s : 1t HI the acctunHlat~tl 
result of past savings. So that side by side with the introdnetion of 
prott:ction it is th;eJ duty of all those who m·e interested in Iud ia 'H in
dustl.'ial progress to watch over the cr·eatioru of new capital in India hy 
development of all the means in their power which have that pmjos£ 
in view, sueh as agricultural co-oprration, co-operative banks, und hanl\· 
ing generally. The banking facilities of India to-day are 11ot adt•quate 
for industrial development on the scale involved in a concel'll like the 
Tata Iron and Steel Co. They must b~ incrt'ased. I '\Vould also like to 
touch on one other weakness as it seems to me of tho Indian financial 
system at present. I have been very much struck, last year in pat·ti 
cnlar when the Alliance Bank question came np, with the enormom1 
dangers which Indian methods of finance involve when anything like 
a panic is anticipated. A run on the banks is a natural rrsult of a 
period of banking trouble. T'hat is a difficulty that has to he faMd bnt 
can be dealt with. But in India almost every industrial concern is con· 
ductin~ a sort of banking business. It has got sometimes the whole, 
sometimes a considerable part, of its working capital simply in the 
form of deposits from private individual~o~. In many easel'! imlusti·ial 
concerns have gone further and have a consi1lerahle propor·tion of the 
capital which they have locked up in bricks, mortar and plant simpl~· 
lent to them on deposit. They are liable to have it withdrawn any 
moment there is trouble. That is bad both for Indian industfi.rs and 
. for India~t banking. An industrial concern is carrying on a banking 
business which th~ bank ought to be doing and is carrying it on with· 
0~1t special experience or indee(l the possibility of thos•~ ~af~~~uurd:-~ 
wbie:h are necessary to be imposed when you at·e laying out money that 
is b.)rrowed on short term. Obviously capital required for bricks and 
mortar ou~ht to he. raised in some pPrmanent fonn, nnd working capital 
ought not to be liable to be withdrawn at any moment. An increase is 
required in the amount of industrial preference and debenture issues, 
in this country and a market is required for those industrial issues. h 
is said there is no market, but I am not slll'H that that is not partly Lt'rause 

.. good. indl,~trial debentures and good indu~trial preference shares are 
not created as largely as they ought to be owin:; to th(• prevalence of 
this system of lending money on deposit. I do not think these matters 
are entirely irrelevant to a general consideration of the point which 
we have under consideration. We are taking a very se1·ious step. We 
are taking a step to put into force a decision that Indian industries should 
be given that protection which is necpssary to enable them to stand on 
their own feet. That involves an effort to create in India an industrial 
system which does not at present exist or which is only in emhryo.. We 
cannot usefully regard protection as an end in itHelf. Protection i~o~ one 
of the many means for creating that many-sided India which we have 
in view, and therefore in commending this Bill to the Assrmbly I won!.! 
like to add to it this request that all those who are interested in the 
furtherance of Indian industry should turn their minds at the same 



TBE STEEL INDUSTRY (PROTECTION) BILL. 2331 

time to the other direction.q in which progrefls is required, progress in 
banking, progre11s in education, specially technical education, and the 
other directions which are necessary to create the men who are to take 
part in creating the indutitry which this Bill is destined to establish 
firmJy on its ·ft>t•L As regards the motion to refer this Bill to a Sel<>ct 
Com11iUell the Government wrre and are itill of opinion that it might 
more mwfully bt> discus~o.l'd in the House, but if the wish of the IIouRe is 
that they should delegate the main part of the discussion to a Select 
Committee, the Government do n~lt wish to oppose the motion. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : The Honourable Mr. Jinnah, speaking o~ tbe 
motion and referring probably to my amendment to the Bill before the 
lll~se, namely, nationalisation, considered that that scheme would be in 
consonance with the principles of Karl Marx or those enunciated by the 
Bolsheviks in Russia ; but unfortunately he did not give me. a reply to 
my interruption. If nationalisation . is to be considered equivalent to 
Bolshevism, then the Government of India must indeed be a Bolshevik 
Government. Sir, I am really surprised at. the nau::;eating atmosphere 
of self-congratulation in which we have been living throughout the whole 
day to-day. It seems to me that the gentlemen who represent the . 
capitalists of India are thumping each other on the back at having 
produced a baby and they are congratulating themselves on the fact 
that thi1o1 baby would probably have many succeRsors and they are 
plt>ased with the idea that now the Government of India are hugging 
thl' Indt>pen<ll'nt Party and some of the Swarajists are hugging each 
other and congratulating each other for having come upon a common 
platform, tht> platform .of PxplcJiting- thr common people of India. I 
will first take up the Report of the Indian Tariff Board and 1 will 
rnt>rely say by way of introduction that the whole country owes a gre11t 
debt of gratitude to the firm of 'l'ata 's for having established the steel 
industry in India. ThPy have done pioneer work in this country anct 
thl'y drserve tlw con~tratulations d every man intereflted in the wel
fare of his country ; but that is not what I should say of the Repo1·t 
Jt."'elf. The Report itself can best be described as a " Hush. hush " 
report or better Rtill a report which is directly in the. interests of the 
capitalists . as against the people of India. You have merely to refer 
to page 35 to realise the mtl meaning of the gentlemen who framed 
thiH report. You will find there that they recommend that after the 
introduction of protective dutieR, in the case of a drop in the price of 
stPel the benefit to the tax-payer of a reduction in the duties is to &wait 
the decision of the Legislature. But the Executive, because the Executive 
mort>s swiftly and the LPgislature does not, is empowered to increase 
the duties whenever prices arl' at a h·vel which demands more protection 
for the in1lnstry. That is to say when profits are to be paid to the 
capitalist!'~ or the stt•Pl owners then it must be done by Exrcutive order 
immediately ancl no dt·la~' !ihnu'tl IH• indulged in, but if, on the other 
hand, any reduction is to be given to the tax-payer or to the consumer, 
thPn we must wait until such time as the Legislature is enabled to move 
in the matter. That is the spirit in which the Tariff Report has given 
it!'! findingll. You find further that the gentlemen who gave this report 
are not sure l'n·n as to the working cost of the materials they have been 
dit~cussing. They say on page 20 that they find that costs could not 
be lower ; at the same time they say that the present type of machinery 
which the Tata Co have got at Jamshedpur is certainly expensive and 
tht>y do not seem to me to be very certain whether costs could be redueed 
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or not nmlf'r the eircumstnn<'I'R, Thl'y (:O further and make a · 
nry serion!'l c·har~e a~ninst Tnt a's. I 1lo not kno\V if that char::P i11 
ju:-~tiflt>cl or JHtt. Hut if it is ju~tith•ll thf'n nn nplnnntion it~ <'t•rtainly 
m.•t•rssa.ry. Thll ehnr~eo is 11ult tht•y could not b(•lit•\'t! 'l'nt.a'!o! wht>n they. 
were tlisc•Hssingo the totnl nmonnt of capital involwrl in this irulnsta·y 
atul thnt thPy' ha•l to full back upon inllt>pt>n•lt•nt RonrceK of in£orm11tiun 
\rith rt>~-rard to that parti<.'nlar mattf'r. Thnt is the Rpirit in which the 
( 'ommitlt•t• has rt>portNl. Tht>y hn\'fl llil'lmisSf'll tht! l111~st.ion or th., 
ji:IIICipJ.i of prntrelinn 8S llll\'ing nothing WhRll'\'f'r to 1}0 With lheir 
inqnjry, Tbf'y mention that mrrrly in p:uuo~ing. But that is a subjP.<'t 
whieh Yitnlly C'nnct'rns tht• pPnr·h• of Inclin-wh{'tht>r you shoulJtor 
shot1ld not have protection. The Honourable Mr. Jinnah Raid thut for 
yrar~ wr havt• ht•en fi~htin::r tn hrinA' in a sy!-ltrm of protf'etion. Does 
he mf'an that tht> pt!oplt> of Imlia haYe ht>f'D fighting or ha\'e the reprl:'· 
sentatins of the capitalists and the manufactnrf'rs of India bf.'en fight .. 
ing Y And when they ask for protection nncl you give it to thPm, you 
do not protect the workers, yon do not protect the tax-payer, you dr1 
not protect the consumer : you are merely protecting tho~ people who 
draw fat dividends year in and year out. What is the principle of pro· 
tection ? h it something which i~ goina to raiMr thP eost of thE' nf>,'PS· 
saries of life ? That is what 1\Ir. Willson has pointed out, and I llrn 
glad to find myself in agrt>ement with l1im for onN•, though I know p4lr· 
fectly well that he did add many a fatuous rPmark to that statentt-nt. 

·Under protection you will surely find that each industry in Indil\ will 
have to pay more, you will find that when you go to set up a house Y''u 
will have to pay more for it, when you build a road you will have to pay 
more for it, when you build a bridge you will have to pav more for it. 
And who are the people who are going to pay Y Not tlte capitalist"!, 
not the manufacturer~. but the common p.-opiP or Jnllia. lt i~ not thfly 
'who have been demanding protection-not the common people of India 
but the capitalists and the manufacturers. Sir, you find in the tPport 
that Tata's possess great aclvantages. And what are the advnuta!.l'e:i 
whlch they possess Y The Tariff Report has enumerated them. Yon 
find according to the report itself that iron ore can be obtained at tht~ 
cheapest rates in the world in India ; you find that coal is being obtained 
by Tata 'sand by all the steel manufactur('rs at the cheapPRt rat('s in the 
world ; you find that a~ rrgard)J transport wht>rcas an American ~~im
pany in Pensylvania has to bring its iron ore a thousand mileM, Tattt ':o~ 
can get their iron ore within n fHstanre of a hnmlred mi11•s. Yon find 
further, Sir, that the pig-iron they arl' prO(hwing can cmnpt>te most 
favourably with the pig-iron protlnrNl by any otht>r eonntry in the worltl. 
In fact, tht'~' are exporting pi~-iron aceor(ling to the latl'st report ~ven 
to Great Britain. Yon furthrr finll that all the other raw materials <'1111 
be obtainNl at a chl'apPr ratr, and, what is worse Rtill, that wages are 
cheaper in India t11an in nny othf'r pnl't of the worl•l. YPt with all the)!e 
tremenJom1 IHh'aJ}tagt-~. with all th•• C'hPap raw material and labom· 
thPy Nm ancl do get, thry llrP 1lc•man•ling protretion because thl'y ~n•l 
thPy cannot compete with foreign industry. Why is it that they cann()l 
eompctewith it? (A 11oire : 11 Because Indian labour il'l inefficiPnt"). Wht 
is the rf'a~on the Tariff Rt'port gives ? Thry RllY it is not becanse lahclltr 
is inefficient. Thl' Hononrahle gt>ntlemrn wl10 interrupti'! me hal'! no1 
read tl1e RPpm1. ITt- will fiwl, if ht• rra•l~ the Report, that tht>y say 
that the working ehargcl'! arf' henYil'r, that the cost in the higher procrsse11 
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is much more than it ought to be. '!'hat is the !!ole reason. But 
it i11 not the fault of the tax-pay('r : it i~ not the fault of the consttn\l'l' 
that tJu~ rhat·gero; of the hi~her JH'Oct>sse~ are heavier than t>h;ewlwt·t~. 
It i11 thf> fault of the u:tana~tenu•nt ; it is the fault of the technical 
advit-~erl'l a111l not of the poor people of India. And it is because of the faults 
committed hy the technicaladviserH of tlwse companies that the tax-payN i~ 
eallrtlupon now to pay and to make good the lo:sses that they have :suffel'ed. 
Anti wlutt lo~>Nf'K ! Are tlwy really losses 1 Does any Honourable Member 
hf're know t'XIictly what the posit ion is according to the latest number 
of '' Capital " that I possess f The paid-up capital is 2i crores : 
wwr\'e nearly 4! Cl'Orc:o~ ; I believe debentures are nearly 4! crores aL~o ; 
Jhl' blol'k account ilj 19 crores. The total profits from 1916 to 1922 •m 
a ~articular cla~o~!l of shares \vere 96l per cent. The total profits pn 
11notht'r cla~o~s of shares between 1916 and 1921 were 1,200 per cent. 
That iH to 1my, the liharehold~rs who put their money into Tata's have 
had their money back one hundred per cent. in one case and twelve 
hunrlred per cent. in another case. Such are the " losses ". Sir, our 
propm;ition is a "ery simple one. Wliat we are demanding is that, i.f 
you are taxing the tax·payer and asking him to come out with his mouey, 
if yoit are going to burden the consumer, you must f,!:ive them something 
that iH equivalent to their sacrifice. You are demanding a sacrifice from 
thoMJ people, what are you giving them in return¥ Yotl are merely 
talking glibly and patting each other on the back that you will now have 
an opportunity for earniu:r or rather continuing to earrl fat dividends 
year in and year out. But, Sir, the tax-payer and the consumer wouM 
like to know what compensation you are going to ~~:ive to them. We 
btanJ hHe not for the classes but for the masses .. What is it you are 
voing to gi\'e to the masses, the consumers and the tax-payers t Our 
lilli,:IJI'Nt ion il'l a simple one. If you nationali~-;e an iuJustry the profits 
from it m11.~t come hack to the consumer. That is not a Bolshevik 
tloctrine. It is the first time in my life that I have heard that such a 
proposition i~>~ a UolHhevik doctrine. Whatever Bolshevism may mean 
it cHtainl~· tloes nut mean that. Sir, I am convinced that the speech 
that Hir Hat-~il Ulackett has 1lelirered is a very tine speech, an excellent 
~>peech, a 11pcech that anybody ~;hould be prouJ of, a frapk speech. But 
l:.iir, he failt>d to come to the right conclusion. The right conclusion is 
not protrction. But if you must have protection, let it be p'roteetion 
with nationalization. lie talked about labour. I know something about 
labour. lt was I who was responsible for the settlement of the la:st 
blrikt' at Jamshl'tlpur. I say it with great regret, there may have b~cn 
roi~;tnkell on both ~o~ides, lmt that ~Strike settlement was not carried out. 
Are WI' to protect those wot·kers or not, Ol' are we merely the gramophones 
of the capitalit>ts, the hirelin:.ts of the capitalists, voicing their wishes, 
voicing their needs, voicing their desires 1 I do not know whether the 
estimate11 of the 'l'81'ilf lloat·d arc correct of the actual btmlcn upon the 
•·onHumcr nnd the tax-payer, but the burden, Loth direct and indirect, 
is rnormons. Hy imposing a prutecti\'e duty on !!lecl you arc giving 
practicHlly a Jll't'Ht.'nt to ever~· capitalist in India who owns a. factol'y. 
Every capita list who come~ aftt•r him will ha \'C to pay Hu much more 
fur st·tling up his factory. On tlw other hand, ~·ou arc imposing an in
tlim·t lnmlen on every human heing in IuJia. You can· only judge oi 
th~ burtlt•n hy the Clitituatcs whi,·h cconomh;ts hare made of the avcr11ge 
illi'IIIIW ur t Itt• poot• in lmlia of 0116 auila J>Cl' head per tlay. All that you 
call du is to imagiuc what woulu be the effect supposing you hur<hm lhel'c 
people by no wore than one auna by imposin~ a direct tax. You aro 
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robbing thf'm of one solid day'~ food and sustenance. I say nothing of 
the heavier burden .indirectly nnpo>~t'\1 upon the masses. That burden i~:~ 
so widely diffused that it is impossible to calculate its actual incidence 
in figures, but that its effects will be terrible no one can doubt. Is thnt 
a desirable thing to do, you who call yourselves the representatives of 
the people 1 I say it is not. I say it h; a dishonest thing, if you a1·e 
not prepared to stand by the ant'Hge t~onmHm man who tllected you. 
Sir, it is a very strange thing in<lt•ed that under a free-trade Viceroy, 
that under a Government probabl,1· <•umposed ot: many a free-trader, we 
should be presented with a poliey of protection. I know that when we 
claim protection for the averag-t• worker, we 'lo not get 1t. But wlten• 
the average capitalist calls for protection, l'eports are expedited, ~o~peciRl 
sessions are held, Dills are introduced and passed, because the Govern· 
ment are mere instruments in the harids of the capitalists. When we cliJ 
demand protection for the worker, for the labourer, and asked fur a 
Workmen's Compensation Act, we got a watered down Act whose opera· 
tion when it was pas:-Jed was postponed for a year. No special session 
·.·.as held in order to pass the W orkmen.'s Compensation Act. '!,here 
was no undue haste in coming to the rescue of the starved and driven 
workers of this country. But your haste is indecent when you are out 
to protect the capitalist. Indeed you are protecting capital and the 
dividends of shareholders but not the lives of the people, und you will 
go down to history as the protectors of the rich, and the oppres!lorlll o1 
the poor. 

Dr. H. S. Gour (Central Provinces Hindi Divisiorts : Non-Muham· 
· madan) : ~ir, I wish to join ·with those who have offered their congrat
ulations to the Honourable Member who introduced this Bill, but I 
should like to point out to him one or two facts which I think the 
Honourable Member may well take into consideration. The Honourable 
Sir Charles Innes, as I have said, deserves the warmest congratulations 
of the Members of this House, not only, ~it·, of the capitalist group, but 
also of the workers, because if these nascent industries are protected, 
it is not only the capitalists but the worker!! who will benefit by it. But 
there is one fact upon which I wish to draw the attention not only of 
the Honourable Member for Commerce and Hailways bnt also of the 
Finance Member who ha~:~ spoken on this subject. Honourable Members 
must be aware that the Tariff Board advocated continuity of policy. 
In parf!graph 32 of the report, they Ray : 

. "UndL•r the:~e dn·umMtau~es" (whicli they JIO'iltt out) "continuity of policy is 
P~s~ntial auu it seems to us dt•sirabk• that a }'oliq should be clearly declared in th(J 
Preamble to any ll•gislatiou which is undertaken." 

Now, Sir, the first question that I wish to ask t~e1 Honourable 
Member in charge of this Dill is, is there any declaration of a continuity 
of p·J1icy in the Preamble to this Bill, the life of which is !ltated in clause 
1 to Le three years. The Honourable ~ir Basil Blackett stated, and stated 
rightly, that what this Bill is inteud,~d to do :s not to protect any in. 
dividual industry singled ont for protection. It is intended to -pt•flteet 
the steel industry, and the IIononrahle the ~,inanee Member was right in 
sayin~ that it would be a wrong thin~ if Messrs. Tata and Co. were 
~poon-feu and if doors were <·losed ~to foreign or indigenous competition. 
Now, S~r, that i:-~ pet·fcctly true. But I beg to ask the Honourable the 
Financt> ~!ember how is he going to invite oth1e,r competitors in the field 
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if he limits the life of this Bill to three years. If a company is started or 
is about to start, the first question they will ask themselves is " We do 

:not know what the poHcy of the Government of India or of the British 
Govt.:rnment will be three years hence and w·e: cannot be sure that the 
future Government of India and the British Government would rein
·troduce a protective Bill for the purpose of safeguarding and protecting 
our industry. Therefore, I say, Sir, that if you really wish to protect 
the steel industry in this country, you must give this Bill a longer life. 
But that is not the only objection to limiting this Bill to three years. 
We have been told that there is a great depression in the steel trade of 
Europe and America. Now, it has also been stated that we do not 
know for how long this depression is likeJy to last. If this' is the case, 
ti!1 T beg to ask, suppose the European, Belgian and the American
manufacturers were to wait for three years for this Bill to run its 
course and afterwards start dumping goods in this country, would it 
not be that the bounty and the tariff amounting to 4i or 5 crores. of 
l'Upees would be lost to the tax-payer and the position in which the steel 
industry finds itself to-day would be the position revived three years· 
hence ? I therefore, Sir, ask that, in o11der to safeguard the future of 
the steel industry in this eonntry and in order to ensure fair competi
tion by inviting other companies to establish themselves in this country, 
tl. firmer attitude must be taken by the Government of India and a 
longer lease of life given to this Bill. 1 am quite aware, Sir, that the 
Tariff Board have recommendied the re-examination of the question 
three years hence. But, as I have said, Sir, this is not a sufficient 
guarantee to persons who will start a company involving the investment 
of several millions of money. What they want is to find on the Statute
book an Act of the Indian Legislature soouring to them the benefit of 
protection against lUlfair foreign competition. It is, Sir, for that 
purpvse that I have givi2n notice of an amendment to clause 1. I hav.e . 
no doubt the Select Committee will examine my amendment and give 
it suc·.h consideration as, in their opinion, it might deserve. 

. 'Chere is another point, Sir, upon which I have given notice of an 
Bmendment and to which I should like to draw the attention of this 
Hou~e ·and of the Honourable Member in charge of the Bill. It is a 
well-known fact mentioned in the Tariff Board's Report that they re
commend the establishment of locomotive industry in this country as 
an essential industry. Honourable Members will find, if they turn to 
page 170 onwards, reference to the subject. Now, what is the history, 
Sir, of the locomotive industry in this country ? The Railway Boal'Jl
inyited the public to establish an industry for the manufacture of the 
;lQCOtlJ.otives in this country and gave them hope that they were pre
~~red to purchase 200 locomotives from suc.h indigenous con-cerns for· a· 
::;pl'lriod of twelve years. Believing in this promise held out to them, an 
~;indigenous company was set on foot as an ancillary company to the Tata 's 
~1 Works at Jamshedpur, the capital of which is, I believe, somewhere 
;~ver half a crore of rupees. They employed all the experts they found 
~vailable for the purpose or starting the manufacture of locomotives 
~hi this ~ountry. The Tariff Board in their report point out that they 
:~tave com.pleted the construction of their factory for the manufactme 
fl}t loeomotives in this country. Now, Sir, what is the result ? . As SQon 
$ they spent their money, they were told that the Government were ·not 
hi a position to purchase1 200 locomotives and that their demancl.for the · 
next fe'v years would be only 60 loc{)motivee.. Now, Sir, whether your 
L~U 'N 
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dem:md is 60 or 600 is not a matter that coneerm.1 the company. When 
you gave out that you were prepared to pureha~e for a pl'!'io(l of twdvu 
years 200 locomotives in this country and upon the faith of that assurance 
a company invested its capital in an indu~try in Jam~hcdpur, I ask 
:Members of this House whether you are not morally and ll'g-nllr lH1nnd 
to make good your promi.-.;e 1 That company, tlir, is in :-;traitened cir
cumstances. It is prepare(l to carry out its contract of lmilding loco· 
motires in this country if the Railway Board on their part :He pt'l'{J:Ired 
to m11ke good tblet assurance which they gave and upon the face of which 
this company was started. That, I submit, Sir, is the undPrlyin!.t prin
ciple of my second amendment on this subject, and I would invite tht 
atte1.1tion of the Select Committee to it. •• 

Tht>re are just two points which I should like to reply to before I 
sit down. 1\Ir. Willson, who had spread a wide net but found his birds 
too wily, said that he was in entire sympathy with the T'ata Steel Com
pany, but would prefer protection in th1ri nature of a bounty to an in
ereased import duty. My friend Mr. Willson did not care to reply to 
the ,:ery clear ~riticism of this very argument in the 'fa riff Bon rd ·~ 
report given in paragraph 6, page 111, where they point out that bonntie!i! 
are difficult to fix as the details difficult to work-out, and secondly, 
that there was no money to pay for the bountir~. These I Rnbmit, 
are two clear and conclusive answeri! to the suggestion made by .Mr. 
Willson. I do not think, Sir, my frieml 1\Ir. Chamnn !Ja] was ~:erions 
in biR Eloquent appteial on behalf of the workers of Jamshcdpnr and 
elsewhere. He is for the nationalisation of the industry H'lch a~ 
Tata's. But he did not vouchsafe to this House any information as to 
how we were to find the 21 crores of rupees which is the present capital 
"Talue of the block of :Messrs. Tata Steel Co. and I am sorry to s11y th·1t 
the moment he descended from the generals to the particulars, t,is 
figures were all hopelessly wrong. I have obtained at first hand the 
necessary information which I hope will serve as a corrective to his 
:figures. The total block of Messrs. Tata Steel Company at the present 
mom:ent is 21 crores, of which 31 crores is subscribed to in England and 
3 crores worth ordinary shares are held in this country. Seven crorcs 
are held in preference shares and 6 crores, including the 3t crores [have 
mentioned before, are held by debentune holders. All thE>se factlr1 
Honourable Members will find stated at page 4;) of the Tariff Board's 
Report. It is wholly incorrect for my friend to Ray that the Tata Strel 
Company ha1::e been paying dividends which have entirely recouped tb~ 
shareholders. Their dividends have been meagre and insuffic:eut 
(Mr. N. M. Dumasia : " They have paid no dividends for ;;even yearil ".) 
They have not paid, as Mr. Dumasia has pointed out, for the la~t four 
.vears and they did not pay their dividends for seven years from the date of. 
the inception of the company. Altogether they have not paid for 
eleven years any dividends at all. However, as l' have said, these art> 
questions that need not worry us. What I am anxious about is that thi~ 
HouR(l should endorse the view that the Government mnst commit 
themselves to a continuity of policy in favour of protection. Ancl, 
secondly, that not only the steel industries mentioned in this Bill sh,mld 
be protected but other steel industries deserving of f>qnal prote,tion 
should not be ignored. 

Mr. Harcha.ndrai Vishaudas : I move, Sir, that the question be now 
put. 
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Mr. N. M. Joshi : We are opposed to the question being put because 
there are many people who hold views quite different from the MemberiJ 
who have jru;t spoken. 

Mr. Bipin Chandra Pal (Calcutta : Non-Muhammadan Urban) : I 
move, Sir, that the debate be adjourned. 

:rf1!'. President : I do not think it i8 desirable to adjourn the debate 
because, if the matter is to go to the Select Committee, I think it will 
be better to give the Select Committee mot:e time. l am quite prepar~d 
to &it late. 

\\Mr. N. M. Joshi: Sir it is somewhat difficult for a. non-official Indian. 
?o !peak OIL this subject· without being misunderstood. When I spoke 
on this subject in the lal'lt A-;,.,embly, when the question of. protection was 
discus!!ed, I wa!\ called by the mover of the Resolution an agent of foreign 
manufacturers. TrJ-day, Sir, there is the danger of my being called 
an agent of the· Bolsheviks and being sent to Cawnpore for my trial, I 
am, therefore, anxious to take particular care to make my position clear 
on certain points at the very beginning. At the outset let me tell thiH 
House that I am nut agains~ tlw ii.t·st principle of this Bill, namely, the 
fostering of Indian industries. I want Indian industries to be developed 
in the interests of the country, a'l well as in the interests of the workers 
of thi11 land. 

But, Sir, although I want the industries to be developed, I do not 
v:nnt t1t'ul to L" de.t .. t•'J;td precisely in the manner in whi~h. certain 
members of this House want them to be developed. But before I go on 
to the question of protection, let me also make it. clear to the House that 
I am not a Free Trader. The system known as Free Trade is a system. 
by which the litrongest and the most powerful, either financially or poli
tically, will always crush the weaker, and if we want certain industries 
to he fostered, it is necessary that we !ihall have to protect them ag&.:nst 
1ho:>e who are financially and politically more powerful (Hear,· hear). But 
Bir, a high tariff wall is not the best method of protecting and fostering 
our industries. In the first place, if you want to avoid many of the 
da.n~ers to which FOme ~pt:ah.ers here have referred as being incidental 
to high protective duties impoqed without any precautions, the best . 
means to achieve that object is to nationalize the industries (Hear, hear). 
Sir, let us at lea'it nationalize the steeh industry, which everybody here 
will admit i!l a key industry. 'l'ho~e who have studied the history of in
duHtries during the war know that some of the key industries had to be 
controlled by Government. Railways were controlled by Government 'i 
steel works also were controlled by Government. If you have to con
trol the~e works dt1ring the war, why not control them now and for all 
time f Sir, Paudit Madan Mohan :Malaviya pointed out the name of a 
great ecllnNnist who had hl11med Government for not starting steel works 
even as early as 1H90. If they did not do it at that time, let them do 
it now. I hope the Honourable P11ndit will support Government if they 
make such a proposal. Then the Honourable Pandit wants protection 
to be given only to Indian industries. If you want to prevent foreigners 
starting industries in India let Government themselves manage the indus
tries (A l' oice : " Who will face the losses 7 ") Who is facing the 
losses to.day T Who will pny I he i11creased import duties which are 
l>eing imposed by this Bill 7 Mr. Jiunah said if you put taxation to 
find money for bounti~ there will be a revolt. But 'Will there ~ itO 
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revolt if you increase the impot·t dutic1<1 T Perhaps not ; because the 
import duties fall upon poor people who cannot re\'olt. 'l'hercforo it is 
proposed to incre<:~se the import duties to any extl'nt. If the illllustry 
is to be nationalized, and if there are losst•s, tlte losst>s ltlW>t be nwde 
good by those classes of people who want to t!L•velop those inJustr·it·s. If 
the people want to develop the industrirs then let them pay accorlliug to 
their means. Let us be willing to pay higher income-tax, which falls 
upou people aceot•tlillg' to their ability to bear the burdL~n, and tuakt 
good the losses, but to throw the burden on the poor people by increasing 
import duties because they will not revolt is not right. 1'herefore thu 
best method of developing industriel'l is by uationalizin~ them. 

· As regards the ques~ion of bounties, I do admit that they are L,·ss' 
objectionable than the import duties ; but, Sir, I know that in thil'l House, 
which is elected by the people wllo are not the common people of 
India, as my Honourable friend l\1r, Chaman Lnl has Ha(tl, there iii no 
chance of getting nny proposal for nationalization, or even for bounties, 
passed ; therefore I ·woul<1 likr to make a few sl!g-g-cstions for minimizing 
the evil effects of protection by high import duties. If you want to put 
high import duties to protect your industries, the first thing I would 
like this House to do is to see that, if the tax·payer pays a et•rtain amount 
of money or a certain contribution to the industry, when it is iu difficulty, 
that industry pays back the money out of itl'l profits· when it is prosperous. 
Let the country help the capitalists when they are in distt·ess ami want 
our help, but when they make profits let them pay back the money. This 
means that, instead of giving a free gift to an industry the help should 
be· given in the foi'In ot loans which industries should repay when thry 
can. 'fhi.s will Le a great protection to the tax-payer '; ii the help is in 
the shape of a lo~n, the demand for further and further prokettion will 
not come, as ~he industrials will know that the loans will hare to be paid 
back some day. But if help is in the nature of a, free contribution or 
f;ift, the demands for ft~rthe:r: help will never eeai'l\'. We have been told 
fileveral times .that this protection is a temporary burden upon the tax
payer ; but I ask the members to watch the speeches of those who al'e 
advocating protection. Sir Purshotamdafl Thakurdas has told Govem
ment that, although the Tariff Doard has recommended oniy protection 
for three years, that will not ~nffice. Even to-day there are people sr~y· 
ing that three years are not sutrici(·nt. If we give them a llmger period 
of say, six years, they will come forward and say that will not sutTice. The 
history of protection shows clearly that ,once you introduce it, it is very 
difficult to dislodge it. Moreover, if we are to give protectioa to certain 
industries from tbe public purse, let us de1mmd that to the t·xtent to 
which we give that industry protection the repre:.;cntatives of the public 
11hou1a have a voice in the management of that imlustry. If we give 
a crore and a half of rupee.~ from the pnblic purse to the Ht~el industry, 
let us demand that ·to the extent of our interest in that in<lu'itry as rep:-C!· 
sented by the annual contribution 'of 1! crcirC's the Legislatdve Assem'bly 
should have a voice in the management of the steel work~. That il'l one 
way in which we can p'revrnt snrn~. d;m;,rt~rs inherent in high import' 
duties. ' 

Then, Sir, there is also·dauger from pt·otection to the freedom of the 
labourer .. Those who have studied the history of: protection and the 
hist_bry of the freedom of the labourrr know very well that in those coun
tries where there is protection, the labourer loses some of hi~ ft·ecdom, 
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especially his freedom to organise h1mself and to go on strike. If you 
want to see the truth of this, compare the freedom of the English labourer 
with that of the American or the Japanese, and you will see ~Vhat the effect 
of protection on the freedom of the labourer is. There is no doubt at 
ull that the English labourers are h a much better position as regards 
frt-edom than those in the two lattc·r countries. Why, Sir, before this 
Pr!ltection Bill is passed we have bo>;nm to see its effect in India to-day. 
The J amsbedpur Labourers' Association has been asking that that Asso
ciation should be recognised, but th{' Steel Company refu:;es to recognise 
that .AI!i!Ociation. If the Government of India had refused to reply to 
lettei'S f1·om a political body, my Honourable friend Mr. Jinuah would 
have protested against the action of Government: I want to know whether 
':If • J innah has heard that the Tat a Company refuses to consider letters 
from the Jamshedpur Association and does not even ackno~ledge the 
receipt of its letters. Does he comyJ!ain against it Y 

Mr. M.A. Jinnah: I was not aware ~f it. 
Mr. N. M. Joshi i My Honourable friend was not even aware of 

it I Well, it is difficult for me to say whether he was aware of it or not 
(Laughter), but I know that a pamphlet has been circulated among several 
members which clearly tells us that the Company refuses to receive letterg 
from the Jamshedpur Labourers Association and I tell my Honourable 
fritmd just now that that statement is correct: Is he willing to protest 
against that action in this House Y 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : If I am satisfied that the Tata Company are in the 
nou:r, I will protest as strongly as I have protested against Government 
action. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi : I am glad of the fact that, if my Honourable friend 
i~ satisfied that the Company is wrong, he w:ill protest against its action. 
P.nt, Sir, is it not a sufficient wrong that there should be an Association of 
the labourers at Jamshedpur and when that .Association sends letters to 
tlw employers they should not even acknowledge the receipt of ihose 
lettrrs from the Association T Why does he want' to have further proof 
of the wrong f 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : Because I do not know whether it is a fact. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi : Sir, he does not know that it is a fact. I will 
hand him a pamphlet which will inform him of that fact. Then, Sir, 
the second dang!'r from the policy of protecti<>n is what was mentioned 
hy my friend, 1\Ir. Chaman Lal, that, as soon as the policy of protection 
is adopt!'d, we have to adopt the policy of " llm;h, hush." :My Honour· 
able friend, ~Ir. Jinnah, does not know that the Labour Association is 1wt. 
recognised. I have got several friends who have been telling me during 
the last two months that, although I may know something about t~e 
grievances at Jamshedpur, I should not speak about them. •· The enemy 
1uay hear ; he 1nay take ad\'antage." Sir, the worst effect of the poliey 
of prott•ction is the los.'! of freedom of speech in the country. At Jamshed
pur the wo1·k people find it difficult to hold meetings. The whole land 
belongs to the Tata Company. There are open spaces on which there 

·are boards indicating that those open spaces are not allowed to be used 
except for sport without permission. · The Labour Association wantil to 
holJ a mel'ting ; it asks for permiNsion ; ·its letters will not be received. 
Dut the land cannot be used without permission, the permission cannot 
be obtainc.>d bPcause lettel'll will not be recei\'ed. This is the condition 
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of the working classes in J amshedpur. Their freJJdom is being su~ 1pressed 
by the employers by all manner of means, sometimes in co-operation with 
the Government. 8ir, the 1'ata Company have got an officer whom the 
Government have made an Honorary Magistrate. Now an employer 
having magisterial authority over the employees is bound to have or to 
exercise an undue influence over those employees. 'rhe evil effects of 
empowering an offi~er of the Company with m~gisterial po~ers were ~een 
durjpg the last stnke, when fiye men were k1lled. But, S1r, that officer 
is sfill in possession ,of magisterial authority, and the Government of India 
refuse to look into that matter. This is the way in which poor people's 
freeil.om is being sacrificed, and we arc not allowed even to speak ab<¥lt"' 
their grirvances. 

... Now, Sir, I v;ould like to say a few ·words as to what the 1'ariff Board 
has done about J amsheclpur labolir. The Tariff Board has given con
sideration at great length to most of the matters relating to the steel 
industry, but they have dismissed labour in only two or three paragraphs . 
.And what do they say ? They make certain statements about labour 
which are not corroborated by any facts. I should have called them 
Irresponsible, but, Sir,. I do not want to go to that length. They make 
a statement that low-paid Indian labour is not cheap labour. Sir, if 
a body likt' the Tariff Board has to make a stateme11t like this, they should 
really make a scientific investigation of the subject and then pronounce 
their opinion. Let· them produce facts tested in a scientific manner as 
to the compnrative cheapneBs of Indian labour and then say Indian labour 
is not cheap. It is not right that Btatemcnts unsupported by facts should 
be made 1-_)y a responsible body of men. 1'he same thing used to be said 
about the value of the textile labour in India, but Dr. Nair, iu his masterly 
minute in the Industrial Commission's Report (An .Hono1trablc Member : 
" Factory Commission "), in the Factory Commission's Report tore this 
theory to pieces. The same thing will happen in regard to the value of 
Indian labour in the steel industry. If the value of labour is to be tested, 
you have to consider all the circumstances, and not simply look to the 
production and the wages of labo~1r. In some countries people may be 
working wit}l better machinery, and may have more competent supervisors, 
who are appointed not because they have this colour ,or that colour, but 
because they had merits. TherE'tore, Sir, I have to protest against the 
statement made by the 'rariff Board as regards the low-paid Indian labour 
not being cheap labour. Then, Sir, they also m:1ke another gratuitous 
statement a''out Indian labour. They say : 

11 We have made all allowances for tlle faet and for the effect on the pay rolls 
of the absenteeism which is unfortunately too common in the country.'' 

Did they make a scientific inquiry on that subjeet ? .1 If they had made 
an inquiry, they would have found out that what the~ call absenteeism 
is no~ absenteeism, it is absence of holidays. Did the Tariff Board inquire 
how many people out of the thirty or forty thousand working at ,J amshcd
pur get a holiday once a week ? :My information is that not more than 
3,000 people, <Qf course including the Europeans, get a weekly holiday . 
.All the others have to work all the seven clays of the week:. The labourers 
at Jamshedpur and labourers in India are human beingR. · If you work 
them seven days a week, they will be absent on some' days. Then are 
the labomers at Jamshedpur properly housed 1 Half of them are not 
housed ; the Ta:riff Board knows it well. If half the labourers are not 
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housed prom•rlv certainly it will give rise to absenteeism ; but the Tariff 
Board had l no 'time to consider these matters, and they simply made the 
statement ahout absenteeism being too common in India without stating 
that it was not really due to any fault of the W()rkers. It ~as due to 
the neglect of either the Government or of the employers to g1ve proper 
condition!" of work to the workers in the industry ..... . 

Mr. N. M. Duma.sia (Bombay . City : Non-Muhammadan Urban) : 
The Compr.ny was prepared to give a loan at 3 per cent. and to build 
houses for th'e workmen, and only 600 people took advantage of it. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi : Sir, it is the misfortune of the people of Jamshed
pur that thP-y were unable to take advantage of the generous concession. 

" Mr. N. M. Dumasia : If you like I will read it to you from the 
evidence. 

Mr. President : Let the Honourable Member go on. 
Mr. N. M. Joshi: Such are the labour conditions in Jamshedpur. 

There are saveral other complaints, but I do not wish to go into them all. 
I shall only mention one more point. Sir, my Honourable friend, Mr. 
Jinnah said this is a national industry, therefore we must support it. 
In the first place it is not a national industry in the sense that it is owned 
by the nation. But I will take the word '' national '' in the narrow 
sense that it is an industry owned by Indians, therefore we should sup
port it. But is it an industry ma.naged by Indians 7 I ask this question 
of those p~o1,le who call this industry a national industry. Who are the 
main offic"'rs who are managing the industry at Jam~hedpur ? Europeans 
or A:m.ericans. Sir, the Tariff Board says that the Company is making 
an ~ffort to train Indians, but dnring the last seven or eight years they 
could not train sufficient Indian workers to take the place of European 
workers. As regards the managers and supervisors, oh, it is so difficult 
to train them ! They require at J amshedpur even an Inspector of Labour, 
a Europe~n officer who was perhaps found not· wanted for the Imperial 
Forest Service, in which he had spent a number of yearR, and therefore 
had resigned. They want a European retired Civil.Servant for the sales 
agent ! There must be some expert knowledge and technical skill required 
for a sale!'! ngent which Indians cannot acquire in a few years' time and 
whil'h a European acquires very easily in the Civil Service ! There iS 
a European offlcer as the Superintendent of the Dairy I Certainly a 
knowled~e to supervise the work of a dairy cannot be acquired in Indilt 
in seven years' time ! (A Voice : '' Getting Rs. 1,200 a month.'') I do 
not grudge him his salary. Sir, if this concern at Jamshedpur, is to be 
really nationa~ it must be managed by Indians, let it be national at least 
in that narrow sense of the term, but, Sir, it is not even that. 

Befor~ I conclude, I want to urge upon the Seleet Committee when 
it considEll'S this Bill, to see that all the dangers of protection are ~voided 
by inserting conditions which will be necessary to avoid those dangers. 
I also want the Select Committee to see that the workers at J amshedpur 
are p~operly protected ~n~ that the industry .will be really national, at 
least m the sense that 1t .rs managed by Indians. With these words I 

\ support the :motion for sending this Bill to a Select Committee. 1 • · 

Kr. 0. S. Rang& Iyer : I shall not take up much of the time of this 
~ouse as it is alr~a?y very late, but I think as a Swarajist, especially when 
dtiterences of opm10n have appeared to have arisen among the Swarajist 
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l\lembers, as a Swarajist I should like to make my position and the posi· 
tion of severa.l of my colleagues here quite clear. I shall confine myilt'lf 
to th~ Preamble which deals with the policy of lliilcriminating protf'ction 
for industries in British India. Onr quarrel i!'! with the adjective " disl•ri
minating " though I quite recognise the difficulty of my Honourable fl'il'nd, 
Sir Charles Innes, who is almost between the devil and the deep sea, if I 
may say so,-the free traders in England and the protectionists in ln!li:t. 

•The Labour Government in England as well M the Liberal!'! who are keep
ing Lnbour in office are wedded to free trade. They are sworn free traders, 
and I believe the politicians in this country who, in spite of my Honour
able friend, Mr. Chaman Lal, I claim, represent the masses of this countrr;, ' 
have been wedded to protection since a very long time. It was free trade 
that was responsible for the destruction of Indian industries. Those 
who have any doubt about that will read the literature on the subject, 
literature for which both Europeans and Indians are responsible. Hill· 
torian Horace Hayman, Dadabhai Naoroji and others have l.'stablishe<l this 
fact besides your Parliamentary papers on the subject. It is a notoriouto~ 
fact that Indian industrie3 were killed· outright by a policy of free trade, 
most unsuited to India. Time was when England was in the same in· 
dustrial stage as this unhappy country of ours. Though very old in 
years India is very young in her industries, and her infant indul'ltri~, 
as all industries do in all part>~ of the world, require protection. ..\ny 
mere student of economics will be able to tell you that without protection 
there can be no industrial life. The present industrial upheaval in 
England was absolutely due to protection. Protection was the ba."'ll-1 tm 
which her industries were reared, it was with that fence that her indnl'ltries 
were protected from foreign competition which had to be stopped, :;o that 
England's industries could flourish. In that way English industrie9 
came into existence and after that they reached a stage of IHlolescence, a 
stage of manhood, a stage of growth, when they competed SllCCes~fully 
1rith the continental and transcontinental industrie!-i. Unfortunately, 8ir, 
that stage is not yet reached by my country. It has not yet been reached 
for various reasons. One fundamental reason is that Indians 1lo not contt·ol 
the destiny of India. When India's destiny passed into i.he hamls of 

· foreigners, a merchant nation, a shopke<'per natiOn, they natnrally sought 
and tried by various ways and means to dump their manufactured ctrticlb 
into this country. It is <1 :..:.:tl clnpter of Bri:i>:I history in lndia rnJ I 
shall not go into it. I shall not tell you how Indian indnstrit'<ll peri •hed, 
how they ·were destroyed, how the adminL<;trative arm of England, the 
political arm of injustice, to quote the phrase of Horace Bayman, w:,:; 
used to destroy Indian industries. Cottage industries-the poor people 
of India who lived and flourh;hed under cottage indnstriml, the glorious 
Indian products which found many a welcome mart in the Europclln 
world-all these. vanished into thin air. Why ? Because Government 
was committed to a policy of free trade. English historians-Macau1ay 
and others-have recorded with gr<'at pride, or rather with great admira· 
tion, how European ladies delighted to buy the beautiful Kashmir shawls 
and the muslins of Dacca. Where are they gone now '1 Beruulie England 
was wedded to free trade, unfortunately in that wedding to free trade 
India had to pay a heavy price. England knew that India was not £.t 
for free tradt>, but because "e are a dependent race, Lee a use Wt! have 
no voice or choice in the administration of our affairs, therefore the 11kase 
went forth, the fiat went forth from Whitehall that India shall be ruined 
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and India has bef'n ruined. Time waR when e•en administr::J.tors, Gvvera
ment mPn fou~Yht against this free trade. I shall not go into the facta ant! 
ficrures be~rin: on the tmhject at this late hour, but there was a time w!l(•n 
e;en Europea~ officials in India thought that i~ was no~ fair to India to 
throw oprn lndi.a 's door!!. But they \~ere fight.mg a losmg g.ame.. Why? 
Becau.~e India IS ruleJ by· the English Parliament, a11d 1t .smte.d the 
En[!lish Parliament, the English people, the English labourers, eve~y one 
in EnD' land-it suited them to throw open India's doors so that·. England 
~an li~·e. A small country scattered on the western seas must exploit • 
Inclia and without exploitation how can England live t f:jir, this policy 
of free trade, which Englan~ has ~orc~d &ga~ns~ I~dia's. wish down her 
throat is a policy of downr1ght .dishonest exploitatiOn.: . I am glad that 
'tht G~ventmcnt are thinking of S"aytilg f.afewell, though " discriminat
ingly·,'' to that dishonest, to .. :t~!ii unfair,. to that ~o~t a\yfu'! inexplicabl~ 
unjust.~~~ble, selfi.sh p(ll_icyr tha~: s~lfish :'re~OJ:·d:agarnst · wlilch J:)ada~ha1 
:t:laorOJl p_rotP,sted, agap1st ;~hwh .the· Co~gJ:"ess le~'ters; o~.: th!lt t1me 
like Gokhale .and the Swar'aJist leader of th1s liouse and others whom ~ 
need. not ·name, a num~er of politicians\ political ~workers, ;]ll10tested~ 
You havP. a hig literature of protest against this dishonest, selfish policy 
-of the Englh;h Government. Sh"t free trade may suit a small ct\untry, 
but even when our industries reach a stage of adolescence, even then 
I say that free trade is not necessary for India. India resembles the 
·United States of America in her vast extent, in the multitude of her 
thrifty people, in her vast industrial resources not tapped by a foreign 
bureaucracy, and .'therefore, Sir, we, who can be self-sufficing, this 
Jiation which can manufacture goods for half the world and feed half 
the world with her agricultural products,-this nation does not stand, 
never. stood nnd will never stand for free trade. I am glad, Sir, that 
Mahatma Gnnr.hi has after his release plainly stated in" Young India " 
that he is a convinced proteetionist and that, if the policy of the Govern· 
tnent will be protectionist and if they impose prohibitive duties on 
foreign ljOods and encourage indigenous goods, then even the Swarajya 
movement ntay be treated as coming to an end. We are fighting for 
th~ freedom of the Indian people. Let the people be as happy as they 
1rcre. Let them come into a full life and let their pauperism disappear. 
Let India Ci!llse to be a nation of coolie~ as they have been described by 
European globe-trotters and then, Sir, India would have attained Swaraj .. 
What is Swar~j f Swaraj is nothing but protect~on for Indian industries 
by an Indian Oovcmment, the nationalisation of industries by a national 
Government. Once our industrial arm is restored, the agricultural 
arm is already th•'re ; we can supply food and clothing not only for 
India but for half the whole world and India will once again occupy her 
honourcrl po<.,ition as the most illustrious mistress of the ancient world. 
lnd!a 's downfall i~ due not to thl! political rule of the Europeans hut 
to the industrial death which they inflicted on the people. The vitality 
of the people went down. They have no occup::ttion. '!'heir occupation 
wa~ ~o~e Lccn~s~ Englis~men in Enriland and Scotchmen in Scotland 
llan to finJ a lmng. It 1s an absolute fact that Indian industries and 
OthPr ind~Rfries Were killed downright by this immoral exploitation. 
and it is :or the Government to take their courage in both hands and 
introduce ~ policy of real protection (I do not go into the Tata's .industry 
at present .and I confine myself to the protection of indm;tries), I do not 
("'f..re whPther it is for Tata's or for other industrieg, If the Governm"nt 
<'lnim to L<! a responsible Government, they• must also be responsive. You· 
c~mnot te responsible without being re.>po!lsive. If the Government te a 
~u o 
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:rt>sponsible and a responsive Government, then they ~annot play with 
this issue. It is playing with fire. They will haYe to settle this question 
<Onee for all and dctt~rmine to protect Indian industriel!l by bountil's, by n 
tariff wall and in any other manner possible. 

1\Ir. V. J. Patel : I rise merely to seek in'formation on one or two 
points from the Honourable the 1\Iember for Commerce. I understand 
that the requirements as regards rails in India are mostly met from 
Britain. The bulk of the import of rails is from Britain. If that is NO 

it is significant why in the list of increased tariff rates it is not proposed 
to levy additional tariff en the import of rails. That is a qtH'stion on. 
which I 12eek information. My information is that the Tata CompanJ il'l 
under a contract with some railway companies and also the Hailway Hoard 
for the suf'})ly of rails, and therefore I understand any levy of additional 
tariff on the import of rails from Britain is regarded as unnecessary. 
With regard to this I should like to know from the Honourable the 
Commerce Member whether the grant of bounties alone without the 
imrosition of an additional tariff on the import of rails will meet the 
requirements of the situation. It is proposed to give in the first year 
Rs. 32 per ton of rails manufactured at Jamshedpur by way of bounty. 
Now the aYerage rate at which the Tata Company is bound to :supply 
rails is, I understand, about Rs. 122 per ton. U that is so, then a bounty of 
Rs. 32 would bring Rs. 154 per ton to Tata 's. llow then is this protection 
to help this dying industry to survive when you say that the fair selling 
price is Rs. 180 T On this point I should like to have information from 
the Commerce Member. ' 

: Another point which I should like to urge upon the attention of 
this Assembly is this. Supposing we go on for a couple of years giving 
bounty in respect of rails, then the u~limited supply of rails from Britain 
will continue in the absence of protective duties. The dumping will be 
th.ere and .. the object of protection will be frustrated. Your contention 
is that it is unnecess~.;ry to put protective duties since Tata 's are under 
contract to sell at a particular rate and bounties will suffice to keep them 
going. In that case I am afraid the result will be that you will allow 
large qutntities of rails to be dumped into this country in a couple of 
ye~:.l"l' time. · At the end of that period these people will undersell Tata 's. 
At the end of three years you will see huge quantities of rails already 
dumped into this country with the result that the Tata Company would 
1wt be able to compete. That is one point. 

'rhe second point to which I should like to invite the attention of Sir 
Charles Innes is this. The import price of heavy structural material of 
British manufacture is, I understand, Rs. 145 according to the Tariff 
report. A~ regards such material of Belgium and other countries the 
import prirc is Rs. 110. If that is so, how is the tariff of Rs. 30 per ton 
going to givr. 180 to Tata 's 1 That is what I do not understand. ·As 
against Belgium Tata 's would not stand competition at all. The position 
is hopeless. Even with regard to the British structural material it may 
not be possible for Tata 's to comnete because, taking Rs. 145 which is 
the presf'nt import price, and adding Rs. 30 as the proposed duty, the 
British rr.am1facturers will be able to sell at Hs. 175, while the fair selling 
priile, acciJrding to the Report, b Rs. 180. But the Tariff Board 111ays 
that this will be compen::.ated for by the- fact . that in respect of rails 
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'I'ata 's will l!~t Rs. 187. I do not know where but it is stated at some 
place in thP~ Report that Tata's will be able to recover 187 in respect 
of rail~, anJ this will be a sufficient recompense for the loss on str.uctural 
material. .AA I have .pointed out t:> you, Sir, so fer as :·ails are con
cerned, it will not be possible to get more than 154, 122 plus 32 bounty. 
And I ~annot understand bow the Report says that Tata 's will be able 
to get lb l. It might be said that Tat a's will have more rails, that th~y 
will manur:1cture more rails than they are under a contract to supply 
at fixed ptiee~. and in that way they will be able to sell the remaining 
rails at 187. But, if you look at the Report of the Tariff Board, you 
will find u.at Tata 's in the year 1924-25 are estimated to manufacture 
~niJ 87,01.10 tons of rails, and they are under a contract in this very 
yel!r to dt'li\'Pr to some railwaY' company 93,000 tons of rails. That 
being so the bounties provided are inadequate. These are points which 
lead rr:e to believe that the protection which this Bill proposes to give to 
th(l ,J:pn:,hedpur Tata Company is absolutely inadequate, it is hopeless. 
The 'rAta Company will hardly be able to survi"te with such halting pro
h.ction. Why then put this burden on the consumer 7 I fully agree 
with my friend Pandit l\Iadan Mohan Malaviya that the Government of 
India are not yet whole-hearted in the policy of protection of Indian 
induRtri«>fl. Having raised these two definite questions on which I seelt 
information J now turn to other questions. · 

When I was Iilltening to my friend Mr. Joshi I was wondering what 
t.ould be done to settle these disputes and differences ·between Tata 's and 
thPir workers-whether it was not possible to introduce some clause into 
this fiill by which t~t' rights of the workmen could be protected : 11Dd if 
it wa!l not possiblo:- tn do so, whether it was not right and proper tu oppose 
this Bill altogether. If the protection of course is adequate, . which . l. 
beli~'·e it is not, I w11s thinking to myself what reply my friend )ir. Joshi 
wout.l~rh·e if he were asked whether he would oppose protection alh1gether 
and allow the Tat11 industry to die, and along with that also all the '1\{lrkers · 
to stane i£ it is not possible to introduce a clause for the protection ol. 
the t·t~hts of workers. If he were faced with that alternative, if ny friend 
Di\\Tn Chaman Ijal were faced with that. alternative, what would bl! their 
answrr I 

Mr. N. M. Joshi : May I interrupt the Honourable :Member to .say~ 
that it is not the only alternative. The Assembly may lay downthe eon· 
dition that Tata 's Steel Company should remove all grievances .. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : Quite 1·ight, and I am entirely at one with m:v 
friend 1\Ir. Joshi and also with my friend Diwan Chaman Lal 
that ~e should find t'Ut some way to introduce a clause in this gj!J requir
ing the Tala Co. to recognize the Labour Association and to 11.gree to the 
appointment of a Conciliation Board elected by thP. employers :nul the 
'\\'orkers in drfinite proportions. I should like that very much and I 
should go further and say that I would introduce a further clause in the 
Bill sn~·ing that l.hi~ Bill or .Act shall come into force on and frnm the 
date on which the 'l'ata Co. agrees by a Resolution at a shareholders' meet· 
ing to be speciall,r convened for the purpose that the Labour ..,\ii~oriation 
at Jamshcdpur shall be recognized forthwith, and that a Conciliation 
Boal'li shall be RJipointed consisting of members to be elected by the 
wor!\t'!'!l and by the f'mployers for the settlement of 11.11 disputes. I Fihould 
li~ that to be done. But if for any teasonlil it i11 not done, if it is not 
pwible t'> do so, il the Government does not agre~ to that-and after all 
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we:how ,.err well that unless the Governml'nt Rnrl the Ll'gislaturt' 'lgfce 
there is absclutely no hope for us what then f Thd whole Dill ilj base 1 on 
.t11at ussumption thllt the Government and the Ll'gi::.lature agrP.tJ. If we 
do not a:;-rre on anything then the Dill goes, no protection is afforded to 
'!'uta's. Tha.t being the position, the question arises to which I want an 
&n.i\\Cr from my friend Diwan Chaman Lal and from my friend .l\1r. Joshi, 

· wha: nre we to clo ~ Are we going to allow the Tata Co. to go to rack 
and 1·uin and are ·w·~ going to allow all these workers to starve 'I 1 would 
~ppE'al to every Ml·mber of this Assembly to try hi~ best in the first place 
to :see that adequatf: provision and adequate safeguards are laill down in 
this u:u for the p~teetion of workers. But il that is not done, ir thl" 
Oovt~rnment do not Dj?ree,, what are we goin!l to do 7 That is tb,l q1ues
tion to which I '!ant an answer. I think that if one-tenth of what my friend 
~lr. Joshi has said about the griennces of these workers is true, it ought to 
mak'1 the blood of •·~:t>ry sell-.respecting man boil. lint what i:i to be done Y 
Where is the remedy f It is t\1e Government who ·are hard·hearted, They 
will not agree to insert any clause for the prott!ction of workers. You 
mus~ :have .noticed that some of U8 have tabled n number of nmemlment11 
on this question •. On t;he question of nationalization .•.•••• , ••• , , ....... . 

Mr~ Cha.man Lal: On a point of order may I remind the Honourable 
:Mr. lJatel that in m; opinion if the Government can swallow a caLilt:l they 
~an.··~·~·,··~····! 

. r!r, President :. That is nllt a point of order. 

Mr. V. J. Pttel ! On the qr:e:.tlcn Gf nr..fonalization I could not 
quite understard my friend Diwan Chaman Lal. I c<>uld not understand, 
1lvm~h I am not deaf, perhaps 1t is because I am rather hr away, whethcJ;" 
if' is for· protection or not. I ur.ders:ocd him to say that if this industry 
wus nationalized then he wa:~ for protection. That was what I under~ 
~tood. · That means Diwan Chaman Lal is· not ·a free trader. 
(Mr. N. M. Joshi : " Nationalizatirn is it~elf the protection.") Unles' 
vun have thes3 tariff wars afler national!zation of these industries yoq 
~rill not 'he able to run them, bccam:e you are merely stepping into the' 
~hl)es of the Tata Company of to-day, and if t:>-day you cannot keep the 
Tata Company alive without protection you will not be able to keep the 
·)r.dustry going after. nationalization withot1t such protection. So I 
ialie it. that no one in this Alisembly is opposed to prott~ction as such', 
What we want is that, when in giving protectHm we thro\V an enormous 
Jmrden on the consumer. it lb onlY. right th1t we, who represent the 
'·onl'umers and not the manu!actnrers . .only in thls Assembly, should 
c.xpeet some return and that 1·eturn can take one of two forms. One 
js nationalization, and my views on the que.,tion of nationalization are 
~t·ell known. :My friend Dr. Gour says that Diwan Chaman Lal is not 
t~t•rious in the proposal he ;.nakes. I do not know what ground my 
~riend Dr. Gour has got to make that statement. .lie raises the difficulty 
~nd asks where the money is to come from. . I do not understand this 
l_lle~ at all. If Government want money, they do not want to consult 
pr. Gour or any other Membel' of the Assembly. The Secretary of Stato 
pas got the power to raise any lo:.m without consulting any single Indian. 
Government ha,-e got that pov,er. But apart from that, I kno\V, though, 
Tata 's would not be pleased about this su~gestion o.f nationalization, I am 
~b,l)lutely certain that most of the shareholders would be only too glad 
to have tbi~ industl',Y nationalized. You are not required to find mone;r. 
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at present. Yon do not want to pay shareholders o£J; at op.ce. ThoRe. 
ttiumholdera.will be only t~!l :tlad if Government_ will give them the valu~, 
to-rlay'a value in the form of Go,•ernment paper. There is no difficulty 
about that. You need not raise a loan; So many shareholders will be 
too glad to have the industry nationalized on these terms. I know 
'l'ata 'a stand to lose lakhs at;d lakh.s of c9mmission. · · ' 

Mr. N. M. Dumasia. : What about foreign debentur" holders 7 
Mr~ V. l. Patel ; I am absolutely certain ••.••..• 
Mr. PresideD\ : The Honoilrable Member ·had better address the 

{'hair and take no notice of the interruptions. · · • · · 
, . Mr. V. J, Patel.: Thank you, Sir.. l would strongly recommend to· 
the' Select Committee that this is a question which ought to be considered •. 
Any Government that claims to be in the slightest degree responsive, 
tl) public opinion ought to consider this question. . The Tarjff Board and 
the Fiscal CommL'!Siori have stated that this industry is of special military. 
'·alue. It is necessary for the defence of this country ; we. have been 
told by Mr. Willson how the Tata Company helped the· late war.. That 
J•ruves that this indus~ry is essential for the national defence of this· 
country. If that is so, hi my humble opinion-and I am glad I· have 
friends here .who share my view-! think this is th~ most J>pportune
time for any national Government to take over this copeern and run it 
All a national .concern, and impose not th~se half-hearted. duties but 
~h·c ·real and substantia! protccticn. . Have !1 tariff wall. We · do not 
\\'lint British raib to be dumped into lnd!a: ·.What is the idea 1 'l'here; 
it; no meaning in it, CQmpetition must not remain. . The .Tata Company; 
i11 ~oing to produce; as you· ny, any amount of rails . ." Why allow British, 
rails to come all the way a~ the cost of the )ndian tax-payer f · Whatever 
}lroflts )'OU may after nationalization· :inake wUl go to ·relieve the tax.· . 
tm~·er. · It is at the ta::;:-paycrs' cost that you allow foreign. dumping 
here and do not allow our mdustries to· prosper .. So, in my opinion,. 
this is the most opportune ·moment whim Government should think 
~l!:riously of nationalizin~ the Tata concern.· If they are ~ot prepared 
to do that, then there is the !lecond al~ernative which l have proposed 
by way of amendment. Anrl what is that alternative T ·You do· not 
51l!'ely want that the con:pany should go en after 5 or 10 years making 
filLulous profits. and giving !at dividends to its shareholders and. the 
n!tcnts getting lakhs and lakh-t of rupees by way of commission: That is. 
Jhlt your idea in giving protection. I hope not. If that is not so and. 
it yon are going to allow this at the cost of the consumer; may I venture 
to sugg~>st that the' Tatn Company should be asked to agree that any. 
profit over and above 5 per cent. on the capital should go to the State 
io l'elieve the tax-payer. What is the difficulty f I cannot understand. 
Jt may be that the Tata Company for some years may not make money,, 
but a time will come when they will. Once you raise a ·tariff wall, 
foreign Mpital will pour in. I know it is impossible to check the advent 
of foreign capital. Once you pass this Bill you ·Will have companies 
started with crores of forei~m capital. You cannot prevent it. I know 
my friend Pandit 1\ladan Mohan :Malaviya is opposed to it, and very 
rightly opposed to it, but it is impossible to prevent it. I entirely agree 
that thi<t is a standing invitation, that this Bill is a: standing invitation, 
to foreign enpitalists to come and start companies with a big capital here .. 
1 know it ; I know the consequences, but there it is. The remedy is not 
rocre!1. to tali abon.t it. What can we do t. ·I am absolutely certain that 
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tv Jong as the Gonrnment is a foreign Go,·ernment, it is impossible to 
J'~r~nade this Government to 11ecept any amendment which would prevent 
foreign capitalists invest:ng their capital here. If we had a nationi!l 
Government, then the '·iew of my friend Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya 
could be at once translated into action by a clause in the Bill itself that 
no foreign capitalist shall start any' company here. That i:t the whole 
point. But we know our limitations ; we know that unless we and 
you agree, it is hopeless. That is, Sir, my view about the second pro
posal that I have put forward, and I believe those who will have the 
honour or dishonour to serve on the Select Committee will take these 
proposals imo consideration. 1f the Government really mean prot'lc~ 
tion to the company, leaving aside the question of nationalization and 
of profit sharing, if the Government really mean to give real profection 
to the Tata Company, let them come out with better proposals ; let 
them instruct all the departments under them as well as under the 
Provincial Governments, let them instruct all the Railway Companie~, 
let them instruct nll the local bodies, let them instruct the improvement 
Trusts, l~t them instruct the Port Trusts and let them instruct th~ 
Development Departments, to buy all the steel that is manufactured 
at Jams'mdpur. Can you not introduce that provision in this Bill Y I 
think you rnn ; there is no difficulty if Government agree. Otherwise, 
here is the Chairman sitting to rule y•ou out. J}ut if Government agreeJ 
be can be outnted. His ruling would then b~ no good, because once 
we agree, Wt~ can leave him aside and there will be no difficulty about 
it. Are yo1\ serious in this business ' If you are, let us sit in Select 
Committee, discuss these matters and let us agree to some reasonable 
amendments to the 'l'ariif Bill. As it is, in my opinion, this Tariff Bill 
is a hop~less thing. It would not give protection to the Tata Company ; 
it would not keep that industry alive. You will waste so many crores 
of rupees and you will put the consumer to loss and ultimately the 
whole thing will end in a fiasco. · 

Mr. M. A. Jinna.h : I mo,·e that the question be now put. 
(Several Honourable Memhers moved that the question be put.) 
Mr. V. J. Patel : I have not finished, Sir. ' 
There is one more point to which I invite the special attention r.f 

Sir Charles Innes, and it is this. Whatever may be the form your Bill 
Ill»Y ultimately take, I want you to examine the- case or the Bombay 
:Municipality. (Laughter.) .I will give my reasons. The reasons are 
these. We wanted to lay a ~Yater line for 106 miles. In 1921 we askeu 
f,,l. tenders. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : Is this the stage, .Sir, at whidi 
thl'l details of the amendments by Honourable :Members should be e:x
plained and discussed Y I thought at this stage we were discussing the 
11rinciples of the Bill. 

Mr. President : This amendment ean be discussed in the Select 
Committee. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : I think we have been discussing all these amencl
ments all thi1ot time. However, I will instruct some one on the Select 
CCJmmittee to put my case. 

;Maulvi Abul Kasem ; I mov~ th~t the qt;testion be JlOW put, 
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The Hon?urable Sir Charles Innes : Sir, I will reply very briefly to 
this debate, for I must confess that in all the speeches that have been 
1nade I have not found very many serious criticisms of my Bill. As re
gards the Bill itself, perhaps attention has been mostly centred on the 
Preamble .. Se,·eral Members suggested that the Preamble did not bring 
out clearly enough the element of continuity in the Bill and they pointed 
out that the Bill, as it is drafted now, would not give attraction to new 
capital to come into the industry, which is one of the whole objects of 
this scheme of protection. If the Preamble is not sufficiently clearly draft. 
ed, that is a very small matter which can be attended to in the Select Com
mittee. As I explained quite clearly in my speech, our intention was 
in the Preamble to bring out clearly the fact that the Government of 
ln8ia have adopted with the approval of their Legislature a policy of 
protecting the steel industry. It is perfectly true that, for special reasons 
which I also explained m my opening speech and which have been ex
plained very fully in the Tariff Board Report, the actual duties that we 
propose in the application or that policy can be guaranteed, only for three 
years. But it was our intention to make it quite clear in the Preamble 
of the Bill that our policy was a continuous one. As I said, that is a 
point which can easily be dealt with in the Select Committee .. 

I next come to Dr. Gour on locomotives. At this late hour of the 
evening I do not propose (o follow the Honourable Member into h$ very 
interesting and also, I may say, entirely· inaccurate account· of the loco~. 
motive question. I must confess I was rather astonishedJ~t the llonour~ 
able Member's audacity because the true facts are stated in the report 
of the Tariff Board. The Tariff Board themselves do not recommend either 
bounties or assistance by protective duties in favour of locomotives for 
rea.'lo<>n& which they have fully explained, and I am afraid that I cannot 
bold ot•t to the Honourable Member any hopes that in the Select· Com
mittee I shall be able to agree to any sort of protection for locomotives. 

Mr. Chaman Lal, I must say, disappointed me. He made a sort of 
11peech that we are accustomed to get from Mr: Chaman Lal. His was 
a most excellent speech and the sort of speech that we hear so frequently 
in Ilydr. Park at Home. ~rr. Chaman Lal made no bones about giving a 
very misleading account of certain statements in the Tariff Board Report. 
Just let me mention one. He made a statement that the reason why the 
Tata Iron and Steel Company required protection at this time was en· 
tirely due to inefficient works management at Jamshedpur. Well, Sir, 
that may be Mr. Chaman Lal 's own opinion. But his opinion is entirely 
at variance with what the Tariff Board themselves say in more than one 
part of their Report. They expressly say that they have no reason to 
suppose that the works at Jamshedpur had been raised to an unjustifi· 
ahle level by an inefficient technical management. On a matter of that 
kind, Sir, I prefer to follow the opinion .of the Tariff Board rather than 
the opinion of Mr. Chaman Lal. When I heard Mr. Chaman Lal speak 
I thought he was going to speak in favour of free trade and to argue 
with the greatest force against protection. Instead of that he maintained 
that the need for protection in this case had arisen from the failure of 
the management at Jamshedpur and he went on to say that the only 
remedy was that the Government should take over the works. Well, Sir, 
I must say that I thank Mr. Chaman Lal, as also Mr. Joshi, as also Mr. 
Pate1, for their ~olicited testimonial to the efficiency of Government. 
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[Sir Ch:trlt•s Inne3.) 
My Honourable friend Sir nhupenclra Nath 'Mitra will have to ntn 

·these works. I Sll\V him blushit1g when ~Ir. Chaman Lal maJo thoso 
remarks but Sir, in all humility I must di.)\claim nny ability on the part 
of Gove;nme~t to run a steel works. Mr. Patel wa:-; indeed nn optimist 
when he said that he hoped that in Select Committee he woulJ get me to 

· afl'ree to a J>olicy of nat10nahsing industries. 
t) ' 

. Mr. Chaman Lal : I ·am very loath to. interrupt the Honourable Mem· 

.ber, but may I just point out. 
Mr. President : Are you raising a point of order 7 

Mr. Cha.man Ls.l: Yes, Sir. The point of order is that A cerfai~ 
statement has been maue by the Honourable Member to th~J ef1cct that 
.my stateme11t was inaccurate. 

~llr. President : That is no point of order. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : Then I want to speak· on a matter of pcr:;onal 
explanation. 

Mr. President : It is neither a matter of personal explamJ,tion. 

. The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : I pass on to my friend Mr. Joshi. 
Mr. Jo&hi made many complnints about the co~tditions of labour at .Jam· 
shedpur. Among other things he made a charge against the company 
ior their haring refu~ed to recognise the Labonr Union at Jam)lhedpnr 
and for cvP.n refusing to acknowledge their letters. A short time a~o, 
Sirt I was muf'h amused by seeing in a Calcutta paper a complaint against 
no l·~ss a person than the Secretary of the Trades Union Cong-re'ls in 
Jndia,. our friend Mr. Chaman Lal. The complaint was that he had :11ot 
even the courtesy to answer letters. (Laughter.) Before I follow 
Mr .• Joshi into all the interesting suggestions which he made, I RhouH 
like to refer to his suggestion that we should make in the llill n.b'mt the 
recognition of Unions and the setting up of conciliation boards. I 
shoul~i like, Sir, myself to know more about this Union, to know exact~y 
how man~· members it ccntains and what right it has to repre.'!cnt bbour. 
. Then I pass on to Mr. Hanga lyer. Mr. Ranga Iyer made 
an extremely eloquent speech. The only trouhle I had when I heard 
him was that I could not help wonderin.g why he made that speech 
this evening. If he had made that speech on, say, a motion for not 
accepting the policy of fiscal autonomy, I conld well understand it. 
l~is speech seemed to me to be entirely irrelevant to the present occa-
5Ion. · 

• The Honourable Member indulged in a Ion.!! history of wrongs thflt 
India has suffel"€d at the hands of free trade policy, and my Honourable 
!riend on. the .right suggests that it is a. wr~ng history too. I could nnt 
h;lp feelmg, 1f the Honottrable Member Will pardon my saying so, that 
his sneech was tha sort of speech he ha~ made at p()litical meetin,zs at 
least three times a year ·for several years past. 1\lr. Patel askecl ma 
some conundrums. lie wanted to know what the Tariff Board meant 
hy pl'oposi:ng a bounty of Rs. 32 per ton on rails. He pointed out that 
Rs; 3?. per ton, addt:d on t6 Messrs. Tat a's contract price for rails, would 
brmg the price up to Rs. 180. He want~d to know what the good of 
t,hat was. II~ asked me another c6nundrum about structmal Meel. · I 
q~ not how wha~ his source of information i:7, · II~ said that· Belgium 
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structural steel was now coming in at Rs. 110 a ton, and he asked how 
:Uessrs. Tata were going to live in the face of that competition. He 
)lad a. 1uspicion in his mind that Government was not wholehearted in 
bring-:ng in this Bill ; that they really did not believe in protection at 
all I do not know what we can do in a matter of this kind. We 
adopt~d last year a policy of discriminating protection. We appointed 
a Tari1f Board. Two of the Members were the Honourable :Member's 
own countrymen. That Board has submitted a unanimous report and 
in that report they made certain concrete suggestions to Government. 
Government have accepted those suggestions absolutely as they stand. 
What is the only result so far as my Honourable friend; Mr. Patel, is 
eoncerned f The cnly result is that he takes a microscope and tries 
lo tfind sorue reason why he should suspect the motives of Government. 
Be wants an answer to his question about rails. I gave it to him this 
morning. It is stated in black and white in the Tariff Board's Repvrt. 
There it hi Stl4ted that the 'Tariff Board will not acquiesce in the vicious 
principle that the tax-payer should be called upon to remedy the mis
takes made by the Company itself. .AB regards his question about 
atructural stee~ the allb-wer to that is that British engineering standard 
~eel always commands a higher price than steel that is sold without 
any guarantee of quality. Tata's steel is usually made to a specifica
tion. It competes with British engineering standard steel rather than 
with Continental stee~ and the Tariff Board recommend a composite 
price. In arriving at that prioo they made full allowance for the fact 
that CoLtinental steel was sold without any guarantee, and that it does 
come in at a lower price than British engineering standard steel. 

I d(l not propose to follow the Honourable 1\Iember into the extremely 
interesting speculations as to what is really the right course we ought 
to take )n this matter. He will forgive me for saying so, but his econo
mics seem to be a bit shaky. Indeed, when I heard him develop his 
theme, I coulil see Dr. Hyder almost wilting under the influence of the 
Honourable l\Iember's statements. I am afraid that the Honourable 
liember t.1u.st be very much of an optimist if he thinks that I can agree 
or that tho Government can agree to his particular nostrums to deal 
with tho problem before us. 

I should liJre to say before I sit down that the Government have 
eome before the Assembly with a clear, comprehensive scheme of pro
tection. That schf.'me, as I have said, was elaborated by an impartial 
Board which consisted of two Indians and one European. After several 
months' in(pliry it has prepared a scheme to deal with one particular 
problem, and that is the problem of the steel indu.strv. We are perfectly 
satisfied that if that scheme is carried out, as subinitted to the House, 
it will suffice to tide the existing steel industry over the difficult period 
~~a~ lies ahead of it. It '!ill not enable that industry to pay large 
dlfldtnds ; we do not claim that at all ; but we do claim that this 
tcheme will enable the industry to tide over this period. Now, judging 
from the debate thQ.t we have had to-day, I do not think there is verv 
much between that side of the House and this. I think that almost ail 
of us in this House are agreed that we must make an effort to save the 
t:risting industry. What I fear is that everybody in the House who 
has ~ot ~is own particular ideas or nostrums will try to graft them on 
to th11 Bill ; but I do hope that Honourable Members will refrain from 
that. I do hope that they will refrain from confusing or obRIJuring the 
!!ISUe before thl' House. After all, that issue is a very simple one. 

wu ~ 
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· [Sir r.I:nrl~.s Innes.] 

The issue is, docs this House wish to preserve the existing steel inJnstry 
in lndia T I do hope that no attempts will be made to insert conditions 
in tht> Bill 11 bout nationalisn.tion, ahout conditions of ln.bour, about 
f,>rei~n capital, or anything like that. Do not lt!t us bring into our 
di>cussion Hll these sille isllues. 

I quote here from the letter that I have just received from the. 
Bengal Chamber of Commerce. It snys-an<l I particularly commend 
their remarks to Sir Pnrshotamdas Thalmrdas : 

11 U will be nothing short of a national enlnmity if disaster should now ovortak~ 
10 grent an enterprise. Many erorea of rupees have been sunk in it and it employ• 
a very huge numLcr of men. It cnnnot be regarded as being other thnn a natiot!al1 

in~titution. It proved.its value to India during the war. Its importance from the 
P"int of view of a national demand is obvious. It has a strong cluim on tho Statr· 
for assistance. " 

There bas been a difference of opinion in this House as to what form . 
that assistance should take. Some may think we have gone too far •. 
Olhers like Mr. Patel think that we have not gone far enough ; but . 
.I hope that the House will recognise that we have offered a reasonabl•! 
8cheme which will suffice for the pprpose we have in view. I know· 
that there are big differerees of opinion on many subjects between that 
!!ide r.f the House and this, but I do hope that on this question th& 
Government of India and their legislators will present a united front 
to the world. 

)tr. President : The question is : 
1 ' That the Bill to provide for the fostering and davelop111ent of the 'teet i.l.\duav, 

iu British India be taken into consideration.'' 

Since which an amendment has been moved : 
11 Tiat the Bill be referred to a Select Committoo." 

'fllt> question I have to put is that that amendment be made. 

The motion was adopted. 
Mr. X. 0. Neogy: Sir, I beg to move: 
'' That the Bill be referred to a Selec~ Committee consisting ot the following': 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes, the llononrable Air BaRil Blackett, Pandi' 
l!.otilal Nehru, Mr. W. S. J. Willson, Pandit ~[adan Mohan Malaviya, Mr. V. J. Patel, 
}lr. Bipin Chundra Pal, Diwan Bnhadur M. Ramarhantlra Rao, Mr. E. J. Fll'ming,, 
Mr. ll. A. Jinnah, l\lr, Pi,vare Lal, Maulvi Muh~tmmarl Y~.kub, Dr. H. S. Gour,, 
Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar, Mr. K. G. Lohokare, Mr. Jamnailae M. Mehta, Mr, Cl1amara. 
Lal, Mr. N. M. Joshi, and myself, and that the flplrct Committee be instructed to 
report on or btJfore the ZOth May and that the number of Ml'mhers whose prtl!Minr .. ; 
a.l~U b.J necesRnry to I~On8titute a ml.'eting of the Committc11 Rh:lil be nine. 11 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : Sir, before this motion is put to the House, l want 
t() mala> one point clear, and I want to tell the llou~:e that, so far 8.lt 

I am concerned, I am one of the shareholders of the Tata Bteel Company. 
I do not know whether any other proposed 1\Iembt•r i~ a shareholder 
or not, but I want the House to know that. With tl1at knowledge, if~ 
~·ou choose to insert my name, I have no objrction to t>erving. 

Mr. V. J. Patel: Is it a big stake f 

J4r. M. A. Jinnah : A big stake for Mr. Patel, but not for me. 
Dr.IJ. S. Gout: : I also wish to declare that lam a shareholder. 

Mr. Jar.:madas.:rtl. Mehta.: I may also say I have ten ~:~hares. 
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Jrtr. N. Il :Toshl : I propose the addition of the names of Mr. Devaki 
Pral!lld Sinha D.Ild Dr. S. K. Datta. 

Mr. Prcs:det.t : The Committee is already a large one. 
Mr. N. lt Joshi: I propose the names of Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha 

and Dr. S. K. Datta. Jamshedpur is in the constituency of Mr. Devaki 
Pruad Sinha. 

Ur. Pres!dent (to Mr. K. Q.. Neogy) : Do you accept this addition f 
Mr. Jt. C. Neogy: I have no objection. 
Mr. President : The question is : 

1 ~~ That the Select Committee eonsist of the following: 

The Honourable Sir Chnrlt>.'l lnn{'S, the Honourable Sir Basil Blackett, Pandit 
},{otilal Nehru, Mr. W. 8. J. Willson, Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya, Mr. V. J. Patel, 
.Mr. BipiA Chandra Pal, Diwan Ba.hadur M. &maehandra Rao, Mr. E. J. Fleming, 
llr. 11. A. JiAnah, Mr. Piyare La~ Maulvi Muhammad Yakub, Dr. H. S. Gour, 
)fr. A. Rangaswami Iy~ngar, Mr. K. G. Lohokare, Mr. JamnadM M. Mehta, Mr. Chaman 
Lal, Mr. N. M. Joshi, Mr. K. C. Neogy, Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha, Dr. 8. K. Datta. 
au•l that the Sclcet Ccmmittce be instructed to l'l!port on or before the 30th May and 
ll·:•t tl••· Lumber of Ml.'mbers whose preaenee shall be neeessary to constitute a mcetill.g 
tl the C<lllllllitke &hall be nine." 

The motion was adopted. 

ELECTION OF A MEMBER TO THE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC 
ACCOUNTS. . 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett (Finance Member) : I beg to 
mon: 

'• That the Aasembly do pror.eed to ele~t a member to the Committee on Publie 
At110nnta to till the vaeanr.y caused by tlio l'l!signation of his seat on the Assembly by 
ldr. K. C. Roy." 

In conne~tion with this motion I should like ~o add that it will prob
ably be nece!&ry for the Public Accounts Committee to sit for a week 
after the end of this session, so that any Member whose name is put llp 
for this vacancy wil~ I hope, be prepared, if elected, to sit for a week 
alter the end of this se!lSion. 

The motion WllS adopted. 
Mr. President: I may inform the Assembly that for the purpose of 

the election of a ~!ember of the Public Accounts Committee the Assembly 
c-flict~ will be open to receive norrunations up to 3 P.M., on the 29th :llay. 
The election will take place in this Chamber on the 2nd oif June. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes (Commerce Member) : May I tah 
tht opportunity of saying that it is hoped that the Select Committee will 
aeet at 11 o'clock to-morrow in one of the Committee rooms downstairs. 

Mr. President : It is undt>rstood the Select Committee should mfet 
at 11 A.M., to-morrow in one of thl' Committee rooms. 'l'he House will 
Dow adjourn to Friday the 30th ~lay 1924 at 11 .A.M., when we shall 
reoeive the Report of the Select Comrruttee. 

ThP. ~mbly then adjourned till Eleven of the Clock on Friday, the 
30\h Kay, 1924. • 
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On page 2270 of Legislat~ve Assembly Debates, 
Vol. IV, No. 39, bt>fore the Press Communique, dated 
~he 23rd May, 1924, insert the following :-

PRESS COMMUNIQUE. 

A• eome doubt appears to prevail regarding the. pl'llri:te 
ltope of the enquiry into the working of the Government of 
Joolia Act which haa been iuitjatl'd by the Government ot 
Indi;l in pul'!luauce of the stateruents made by Sir Muleol;u 
Hailey in the Legislatire Assembly on the 8th and lStb 
}'ebrunry :t'l24, it is announced that the terms of the refcrcn~e 
to tLe loc•! Go>'ernmellts who WPre addressed in the tint 
wtlwce, may be eummarised as follows :-

(1) to C'nquire into difficulties arising from, or defect• 
inht>reut in, the working of the Government of 
India Act and the Rules thereunder i 

··(2) to investigate the feasibility and desirnbilit.v of 
1ecuring remedies for such difficulties or daf~><~ts, 
ronaistently with the structure, policy and purpuso 
of the Aet, 

(1J) by action taken under the Aet and the rul1111 or 

{b) by aueb amendment& of the IAet aa n.Ppc:Ar 
necessary to reetify any administrative llllper
fectioll8. 

1 The Committee appointed b;t IIis E:reelleney tho Viceroy 
hne bueo instructed at the prea~nt stagu to eonduet cnquirka 
intd thl'le matten in 10 tar as tlle Government of ln•lia 11n•l 
the Indian Legislature are concerned and to di~t'll~ their 
at~ntion in the 1il'llt in.stanee to the legal and eol!llf.l.utiouul 
potentialitiea of the situation as distinguiahed from questlons 
of policy a.od e:rpedicnee. Thl'y have 1ubmitted a report on the 
latter 111peet of the eue which il now uuder the coDII.id.omtioa 
of the Government of lD~ - · • · - · · - -

Borr&e DeparC~nent, 

Pt.lo, tA• !~~i! llar 1.9!1~ 



LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

Friday, 30th May, 192/. 

The Assembly met in the As10;embly Chamber at Eleven of the Clock, 
~lr. President in the Chair. 

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 

INFORMATION re THE TATA AND STEEL CoMPANY, LIMITED. 

1071. •Mr. Bipin Chandra. Pal: (a) Will the Government be pleased to 
Hupply a full and detailed statement of the share capital, with a list of 
11hareholders, of the Tata Iron and Steel WOQ'ks, Limited, to the House 
before the proposed Tariff Bill comes up for the consideration of the 
Assembly t · 

(b) Will the Government be pleased to place before this House 
a statement of the higher establishment of the Tata Iron. Works giving 
full and complete statement of the dividends paid to the share-holders 
all officers drawing a salary of rupees three hundred (Rs. 300) and 
more, showing any extra allowances paid to them ? 

(c) Will the Government be pleased to place before this House a 
fnll and complete statement of the dividends paid to the sha.re-holders 
of the Tata Iron and Steel Works, Limited, during the years 1914-1920 f 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : (a) and (c). The present share 
capital of the 'l'ata Iron and Steel Company is as follows : 

Lakhs. 
50,000 6 per eent. Cumulative First Preference 

Shares of' Ra. 150 each · Total 75 
700,000 7J per eent. Cumulative Second Preference 

Shares of Ra. 100 each Total 70Q 
. 350,000 Ordinary shares of Ra. 75 each • . Total 262! 

48,750 Deferred shares of Ra. 30 each . , Total 14.6 

Gross Total 10152.1 

The dividends paid on the different classes of shares in the seven year~ 
1914-15 to 1920-21 was as follows : 

Firat Preference , • 6 per cent. each year. 
Seeond Preference • • 7i per cent. per year on the amount 

paid up from the time they were 1irst 
1ssued1 that is; in February 1919, 

. On the Ordinaries the rates per cent. per annum paid were, respec
tively, 8, 15, 20, 20, 7, 16 and 16. 

. On }hP. D<'ferred the rates per cent. per annum paid were respec
tm.•ly 2..>, 1~0! p£'r cent., 291 per cent., 291 per cent., nil, 202! per cent. 
and 2021 prr ct>nt. 

The 00\'ernment have not a list of the shareholders in the Com
pany. ~hlll'choluers number many thousands and it is not worth the 
e1pense of ~ailing for a copy• of the Share Registers. They can be 

L74U (_2355) 
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inspected on payment of the ordinary fees at the omce ot the Registrar 
of Joint Stock Companies, Dombay. 

(b} Tbt• Government have not a detailed establishment list of the 
staff employt>rl at Jamshedpur. The Honourable Member will find in 
paragraph 5:> of the Report of the Tarili Doard a statement showing 
the number of covenanted employes in 1912-13 and in 1921-22. 

REDUCTION or RAILWAY PARES. 

1072. *Haji Wajihuddin : What is the number of railway passcngera 
who travelled during the years 1914-15 and 1923-24 f If there wa' a 
considerable decrease in the number of passengers in 1923-24 wa&' &uch 
decrease due to the increase in thf: rate of railway fares 7 

(a) Do Government propose to reduce the railway fares all round f 
(b) Is the reduction recently done on the Ktst Indian Railway in 

the passenger fares sanctioned by Government f 
Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : The number during 191-1-15 was 451,085,900. 

The number during 1923-24 is not yet available but during 1922-23 it 
·was 572,695,400. 

(a) Railways are not yet in a position to reduce railway fares 
all round. · 

(b) The fares being within the authorised maxima and minima 
Government sanction to their introdnction was not neces· 
sary. 

'Mr. X. Ahmed : Is it not a fact that my Honourable friend in 
Yarch 192a promised in this Assembly that he would try to obtain 
statistics and compare them with the statisticii of previous years in 
order to bring about reductions of fares T While my Resolution regard
ing the redurtion of fares was under discussion, it was said by the 
Government Member that, if it was possible, the Government would 
try to reduce fares. 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : I have not quite followed the Honourable 
l!ember's que"!tion. He asked me if I did not promise to introduce 
11tatistics. I have done so. 

-Mr. -K. Ahmed : Is it not a fact, Sir, that the Honourable Member 
said that he would try to bring about reductions 7 

Mr. President : That is not a supplementary question. 
Mr. K. Ahmed : The supplementary• question is that my Honourable 

friend did promise in 1923, while speaking on my Resolution, to bring 
about reductions of the railway fares. He promised that he would 
see and eo_mpare the statistics of the number of passengers who travelled 
in pre-war days and now. Is not that a fact ? 

Mr. President : The Honourable Member is not putting a question 
but is making a speech. Haji Wajihuddin. 

(Mr. K. Ahmed again got up.) 

Mr. President : Order, order. I have called upon Haji Wajihuddin 
to put his next question. 

Mr. K. Ahmed : May I ask if the question put by me is not a sup-
plementary qllestion f · 
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Mr. President: Haji Wajihuddin. 
Haji Wajihuddin : Question No. 1073. 
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Mr. X. Ahmed : Before Question No. 1073 is answered, may ~ ask 
for a_ ruling from the Chair. I rise on a point of order. A supplement
ary question is a question that elicits further facts on the subject under 
reply. If that is so and if my supplementary' question is within the 
rules, will the Honourable President be good enough to ask the Honour
able Member. to answer the supplementary question as well. 

Mr. Presi~ent : I have already said that your so-called supple-. 
mootiry que11tion was a speech and I have called upon Haji Wajihuddin 
to put his next question .. 

00:MPLIMENTA.1W 'PASSES ISSUED TO lNDIANS AND 'EUROPEANS. ON THE 1\A.sT 

INDIAN RAILWAY. 

1073. 1Baji Wajihuddin : What is the number. of complimentary free 
passes issued by the East Indian Railway and how many of them are 
issued to Indians and how many to Europeans T 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : The figures of complimentary passes issued 
during the whole of the official year 1923-24 are not available. The 
following figures for the second-half of that year are therefore given : 

Indians 3 
Europeans 21 

Of the later figure 21, 8 were issued to ex-officials or tlie widows of 
officials of Indian Railways, 4 to Directors of English or Foreign Rail
ways and 4 to the Press for the purpose of making certain reports 
on railw-ay matters. 

LocAL ADVISORY CouNCILS oN RAILWAYS. 

1074. •Haji WajihU:ddin : Is it a fact that the movement for the 
form~tion of advisory committees at railway headquarters was initiated 
by the Passenger Protecting Society and the proposal which first reached 
the Railway Board containing a representation for the institution of 
Advisory Committees or railway visitors emanated from that body ? 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : As the Honourable· Member is probably 
aware, the suggestion that Local Advisory Councils should be estab
lished at railway headquarters came from the Acworth Committee. But 
as far back as 1890, a Local Consulting Committee had been set up. 
by the East Indian Railway Adlll:inistration and in 1919 and 1920, the 
Passenger Protecting Society suggested the appointment of railway 
visitors. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi : :May I ask whether Government propose to make 
some arrangement to give representation to the third class passengers 
on these IJocal Advisory Councils Y 

Mr. o: D. M. ·Hindley : I do not think, Sir, that question arises out 
of this answer. But I should like to have notice of this question so 
that I may give the Honourable Member a considered reply. 

PILGRIMS TO 'rHE HEDJAZ. 

1076. *Baji Wajihuddin : Will the Government be pleased to s~:y : 
(a) How many pilgrims to Hedjaz purchased l'ait yW!;r retunt 

· ti'C\ets at Bombay T · 
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(b) llow many of them lost their tickets during the course of tie 
pilgrimage Y 

(c) How many of them were brought back by the steamship com· 
pany granting the return ticliet. 

(d) Ilow many were brought back at Government expense Y 

(e) Ilow many of them died in IIedjaz t 
Mr. J. W. Bhore : (a) 694 pilgrims purchased return tickets last 

year at Bombay and Karachi. 
(b) and (e). No information is available._ 
(c) 670. , 

· (d) The Government of India assil-lted in the repatriation or 1,716 
pilgrims in all. 

Baji Wajihuddin : May I ask ~t what cost T 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : I must have notice of that question please. 
Mr. K. Ahmed : Do the Government propose to get full particulars 

of the tickets that are purchased by the pilgrims going out of India 1 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : I am afraid I did not hear the question. 

Mr. K. Ahmed : Do Government propose to keep records of the 
tickets purchased by pilgrims going to Mecca from' India ? 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : Government have no such intention at present. 

Mr. K. Ahmed : Do Government realise that, if thili sylltem is 
adopted, it will serve the good purpose for which the Department of 
my Honourable friend exists, by giving facilitie1:1 to the pilgrims going 
to Mecca from India 1 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : I am not in a po1:1ition to amnver that que~tion at 
present. 

LOSS OF BAGGAGE OF INDIAN PILGRIMS TO THE l!EDJAZ BY ~11RE ON THE S. t). 
" FRANGESTAN ". 

1076. *Haji Wajihuddin: (a) Will the Government be pleased to give 
an estimate of the luggage and baggage belong'ing to Indian IIedjaz 
pilgrims lost in transhipment from S. S. " l<,rangestan " to S. S. 
" Tangistan " on account of the former being on fire and having been 
destroyed last month near Port Sudan 1 

(b) Has any compensation been paid to the passengers 1 
(c) Are the Government prepared to help them immediately ? 

Mr .• T. W. Bhore : (a) The Government of India have no informa
tion as to th~ amount or the value of the property lo11t by· pilgrims on 
the "Frang~stan" apart from what has appeared in the press. 

(b) Messrs. A. Neemazee and Company instructed their .Jeddah 
Agents to give, at their discretion, certain sums of money to the pilgrims 
wherever it was considered neceioisary an!l lli11 Majesty the King of the 
Hedjaz is reported to have ot'fere<l to make the pil;zrim~ his gnt>sts on 
the journey to 1\lecca. 

(c) No eases of deHtitution have bPen brought to the notice of the 
Government of India. The question of Government aiel does not there
fore arise. 
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PETITION oF TilE KnoJA Sau IsNA AsHRE CoMMu~rTY. 
1077. *Khan Ba.hadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan: Will the Government 

be pleased to state : 
(1) Whether a petition has been submitted to His Excellency 
· the Viceroy and Governor General of India in Council on 

behalf of the Khoja Shia Isna Ashre t'ommunity of 'British 
India praying : 

That legislation may be undertaken to provide that the Khoja 
Shia Isna Asbres of British India are governed in all respects by the 
:Mohammedan Law applicable to the Shia Mohammedans, and in 
particular : 

(a) That they are governed by such law in matter of succession 
and inheritance, and 

(b) That no property in the hands of a Khoja Shia Isna Ashre 
Rhall be regarded for any purpose as joint family property 
in the sense in which the expression is used in Hindu Law: 

(2) Whether Government is prepared to undertake legislation, as 
prayed for. 

(3) If so, by what time f 
(4) Ifnot, why not f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: (1) The answer to 
part (1) ill in the affirmative. 

(2) to ( 4). It is understood from the President of the J amat that 
the memorialit~ts have requested :l!Ir. M. A. Jinnah to introduce a priv~te 
Bill on the 1mbject. Government are awaiting action on the part of 
:Mr. Jinnah and have informed the memorialists accordingly through the 
Government of Bombay. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF INDIA AT THE IMPERIAL CONFERENCES AND THE MEET· 
INGS OF THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS. 

1078. *Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : Will the Government 
be pleased to state the names of the Indian gentlemen who have been 
sent by Government to represent India in the successive Imperial Con
ferences and in the !Jf:ague of Nations Y 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : A statement giving the 
information desired by the Honourable Member is laid on the table. 

Statemtmt 1howing tile name. of Indian representatives to the successive Imperial 
Conference• and th1 meetings of the Assembly of the League of Nations. 

Imperial Conference. 
1917. 

His llighnt>ss the Maharaja of Bikanir, and 
Sir Satyendrn Prasanna Sinha (now Lord Sinha). 

1918. 
Ria Highness the Maharaja of Patiala, and 
Rir Sntyendra Prrumnna s.inha (now Lord Sinha). 

1921. 
His Highness the Maharao of Cutch, and 
Tbe Right Honourable V. S, Srinivasa Sastfi, 
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1923. 
His Highness the Maharaja of Alwar, and 
Sir Tej Bahadul' Sapru. 

League of N otioru. 

1920. 
His Highness the Maharaja of Nawanagar, and 
Sir Saiyid Ali Imam, 

1921. 
His Highness the Mnharao of Cutrh, and 
The Right Honourable V. S. Srinivasa Sastri. 

1922. 
His Highness the Maharaja of Nawanagar, and 
Sir P. S, Sivaswamy Aiyer. 

1923. 
His Highness the Maharaja of Nawanagar, and 
Mr. Saiyid Hasan Imam. 

[30TH Mu 192t 

PERCENTAGE OF INDIAN SETTLERS IN UGANDA AND TANGANYIKA. 

1079. *Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Kha.n : Will the Government 
be pleased to state the percentage of Indian settlers in (a) Uganda, 
(b) Tanganyikll. f 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : The percentage of Indian settlers in Uganda is .1 
and in Tanganyika .2 of the total population. 

CosT oF THI~ KHYBER RAILWAY • 

. 1080. •Xhan Bahadur Sarfara.a Hussain Khan t Will the Government 
te pleased to furnish an estimate of the cost of the Khyber Railway 
scheme f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The estimate for the ;Khyber Railway is 
Rs. 243 lakhs. 

REPORT OF THE ALLIANCE BANK INQUIRY COMMITTEE. 

1081. ·*Kha.n Bahadur Sa.rfaraz Hussain Khan : Will the Gonrnment 
be pleased to state : 

(a) If they have now received the report from the Alliance Bank 
Inquiry Committee Y 

(b) If not, will they ask for it T 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : (a) The answer is in the 
negative. 

(b) It is understood that the report will be in the hands of the 
c1·editors and shareholders on or before the 6th June. · 
ALLowANCES PAID TO TRmAL CmEFS IN THE NoRTH-WEsT FRONTIER PRO· 

VINCE. 

1082. *Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz: Hussain Khan : Will the Government 
be pleased to state : 

(a) If any written agreement is executed by the tribal chiefs in 
the North-West Frontier Province regarding the allowance• 
paid to them f 

(b) In what manner are the agreements enforced, if the cundi· 
~_ern.! ~re: broken b)' them f 
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Mr. Denys Bray : (a} Yes, a.~ a general rule ; but in some eases the 
conditions attaching to the grant have been announced publicly at a gather
ing of the tribe. 

(b} By the &lL<ipension or confiscation of allowances, by the imposition 
of fine or barampta, and in the last resort, by military operations. 

OVERCROWDING OJ!' TRAINS. 

108$. • Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz 1Iussain lthan : (a) Has the -attention 1 

of Government been drawn to the letter published in the Forward of the 
4th Aprill924 under the heading " Overcrowding of trains " l 
• (b) If so, will the Government be pleased to state. whether the 
8tatements made therein are correct ; and if correct, do they propose to 
take steps to remove the grievances complained of ! · 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : (a) Yes. 
(b) Government understand that, chiefly owing to Engineering 

restrictions in connection with the provision of additional facilities, Nos. 31, 
33 and 37 Down local trains have recently been running late. With 
occasional exceptions the late arrival at Howrah has not exceeded 6 
minutes. On the 24th March, 1924, a Monday, there was an unusual rush 
oa No. 33 Down local train, and a number of passengers mounted the 
footboards at Ramrajatola and refm;ed to be dislodged. In consequence 
the train was held up for 38 minutes before it was considered safe to allow 
it to proceed. Proposals for the introduction of' an additional Up train 
on Saturdays and an additional Down train on Mondays are under examina
tion by the Railway Administration. 

BURMESE CANDIDATES FOR TIIE LAST J.C.S. EXAMINATION HELD IN INDIA. 

1084. 'Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : With reference to 
the reply given by Government in reply to Question No. 187 asked in the 
Council of State during the last Delhi session will the Government be 
pleased to state the reason why no candidates appeared from Burma a& 
the I. C. S. ixamination held at Allahabad in January, 1923 ! 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : Only two candidates 
from Burma applied to appear at the examination but both were over age 
aud thus ineligible under the rules. 

DUTIES .0.'1> SALARIES OF THE GAZETTED OFFICERS OJ!' THE COMMERCIAL 
INTELLIGENCE DEPARTMENT. 

1085. •lthan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : Will the Government 
be pleased to state the number with the salaries and the respe1~tive duties 
of the gazetted officers of the D('partment of Commercial Intelligence f 

The Honourable Sir Charles. Innes : The ·gazetted staff of the Com
mercial Intelligence Department consists of 4 officers, namely, Director 
General of Commercial Intelligence, 2 Deputy Directors of Commercial 
Intelligence and 1 Local Trade Intelligence Officer. The present salaries 
of the permanent incumbents are Rs. 1,975, 1,400, 1,000 and 650, respect· 
iYely. The Director General of Commercial Intelligence is the head of a 
Department whose functions briefly are U> answer trade enquiries, keep 
Go,·ernment in touch with commercial opinion, assist firms in India, to 
t!rtabl.Uih or extend trade relations with foreign traders, and to collect and 
publi!Jl statistics of all kin&. The two Deputies assist the Director General 
of Commercial Intelligence in the discharge of these functions. One of 
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them also.· car~lt'S OD the control of the offief' during his abst'nl'C on tour. 
The work O'f the Local Trade Intellig-ence Offil'f'r consists mainly of inter· 
provincial trade inquirieM and the study· of inter-provincial trade move· 
ments, which fall outside the scope of provincial Directors of Industries. 

DUTIES OF THE BRITISH CONSUL AT JEDDAH TOWARDS INDIAN PILGRIMS TO 
IIEDJAZ~ ETC. 

1086. • Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : Will the Government 
be pleased to state : 

(a) the duties of the British Consul at Jcddah toward!! thp 
Indian pilgrims to Iledjaz f . . ' 

(b) whether the British flonsul is required to repatriate tho 
indigent Indian pilgrims only on receipt of applieation from 
them or also on receipt of reports from his su'JOrdinate.i and 
other people 1 

(c) whether repatriating pilgrims is the statutory duty of the 
Consul, or whether it is a duty imposed upon him under the 
instructions of higher authorities Y 

(d) whether Russian, French and Chine!-le Consuls are also !!tationed 
at Jeddah Y 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : (a) The British Consul at Jeddah, in common 
with all British Consuls, is required under the general instructions to 
Consular Officers to give his best advice, assistance and protection to 
British subjects and British protected personN, including of course Indian 
pilgrims to the Hedjaz when they fall within either category. 

(b) No special procedure is prescribed. The British Consul consiJers 
reports about indigent pilgrims from whatever source they may come. 

(c) The Honourable Member is referred.to the answer to part (a) of 
the question. Repatriation is not a statutory duty imposed on the Consul. 

(d) There is a French Consul General at J eddah. No information is 
available as to whether Rm;sian and Chinese Consuls. are stationed there. 

P'!JRCEASE OF RETURN TICKETS BY PILGRIMS FOR :MECCA BY TEE S. S. 
'' SuJA ". 

1087. *Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan: (a) Is it a fact that 
the S. S. " Suja " left Karachi with 436 pilgrims on board for Mecca 7 

(b) If so, will the Government be plea::ed to &tate whether all or 
:my of these pilgrims had to purchase return journey ticketi! and if they 
had, under what statutory provision T 

· Mr. J. W. Bhore : (a) The S. S. " Suja " left Karachi on the 4th 
April1924 with 433 pilgrims including 7 infants. 

(b) None of the pilgrims had to purchase return ticl\ets. 

NUMBER OF PILGRIMS DURING THE LAST liAJ SEASON. 

1088. *Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : Will the Government 
be pl~ased to state : 

(a) the number of Indian pilgrims that went to Hedjnz t~HI'ing 
the last Haj season 1 .. 

(b) the number that have returned to' India f 



lrtr. 1. W. Bhore: (11} 24,459. 
(b) 21,'124. 

SINEINd O)' A !'n..tiiH SHIP. 

1089. • Khan Eah&dur Sarfaru trussain Xhan: (a) Has the attentioa 
of the Q..wertun,..nt been drawn te the paragraph published in the States· 
ltiGft of the 8th. Aprill924:, undt-r the heading "Pilgrilns' Ship Sunk" t 

(b) If so, is the stawment aorrect f 
(e) U correct., will the Government please state the eaUJe of the 

!ire f 
, .111z. J. W. Bhort : (1t) Yes. 

(1») Yes. The Government beli~ve it to be substantial)y correct. 
(e) The actual eartse of the tire cannot be ascertained. 

li:.IPENDlTUII ON C.&.BLES EXCHANGED BETWEEN TRE GOVEB.NMEN'r OJ' INDIA.. 
AND 'l'BE INDIA OFFICE. 

. 1090. •nan Bahadur Sarfaraz :Hussain Xha.n : Will the Government 
be pleased to furnish particularR of the expenditure on cables exchanged 
between the Government of India and the India Offioo f · 

The llonourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : It is regretted that the 
infonnation asked for is not available. Endeavours have been made to 
collect it from the various Departments, but in many cases this has been 
impossible, because !J.o separate accounts for inland and foreign telegrams, 
respectively, have been kept. 

FINANCIAL .AoVISElt'S, 

1091. •nan Ba.hadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : \Vill the Government 
be pleased to state : 

.(1) the names and the salaries of- . 
(a) Financial Adviser, Military Finance. 
(b) Finallcial .Adviser, Posts and Telegi'aphs. 
(c) Financial Commissioner of Railways. 

(2) whether these 3 officers are under the direct -eontrol of the 
Finance Member f 

The Honourable Sir :Basil Blackett : (1} .A. statement is laid on the 
tllLl~. . 

Incumbent& Pay. 

W;y Finaaoe. ti.on~ 
F.in.ccial Adviaer, Kill· Sir B. N. Mitra, K.C.LE., C,B.E. (oil deputa·l 

Mr. A. r. L. Brayn.e, c.LE., ic.s. (Olfg.) •• 

l'inaneitl Ad viler, Poet. :Hr. A. "i'. L.l3rayne, C.tE., LC.S. (O~a d.eputa-l 
and Telegraph&. tion~ 2,0oo-. 1!5-3,000 

llr. T. Rym, C.LE. (Oftg.) 

finaneial Comml81ion· Mr. G. G. Sim, C.LE., LC.S. (on Jean) 
"· &a.ilwlflo 

Hr. A. A. L. PII'IODI, LC.S. (Olfg.). 

(2) Yea. 
L7il..l II 
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l)OMJC'tLE or SrEA~rsmr CoMPANTER F.NGAHED IN TilE ExPonr TRADE 1~ IR(m, 
STEEIJ AND CoAL FROM INDIA. 

r 1092, • Khan Eaho.dur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : Will the Government 
be p!eesed to state whetht>r iron, steel amtl eoal exported from India durin~ 
~be last ~ .year'! were all carried by Steam~;hip Com-rrtn ic~ 1 e.zistl'rPd 
m the Bntlsh Isles, or also by any Steamship Company t(•rrir;tcr£~d in Dritish 
Jndia f ~ 
' The Hono~rable Sir Charles Innes :. Statistics on the precise points 

raised by the Honourable Membt•r are not available, but it mav be takeT1' 
that t~~ pro~ortion of t~ade. on the coas.t which is carried in ships owtH~,4 
by Indians 1s comparatively small, wh1te the nurnber of Indian owned 
:hips which take part in the overseas trade is smaller still. 

PostTION or STATtON StrPt::RiNTE::-TDENTS vi.~-a-t,is STATIO;\! MAsTERS. ·. · 

1093. • Khan Ba.hadur Sarfaraz Hussain Xban : "\Yill.tbe Oonrnmcnt 
be pleased· to state : · 

· (a) the respE>~tive r£~sponsibilities of Station Superintendent~ lin& 
. Station Masters 1 · 

(b) the names of the stations · on the East T ndian · Rail way at 
which Station Superintendents are kept f 

(c) whether the Station Superintendents aN kept in addition to 
the Station Masters or in lieu of them T .. 

(d) whether the 'Station Superintendents arc und~~ tl1e control 
of the Station Masters or the Station Mast~rs under th~ control 
ofthe Station Superintendents at the statiotu4 a: which bc~th 
the officers are kept 1 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a),· (c) and ((l). Station SuperintPndents 
artJ onl~· employed at the moi'it important stations ; they. represent a senior 
('}ass of station masters and fill the place or station masters at those. 
itations. 

(b)·. The follo'v.ing are the stations on the Ea~t Indian. Raiiway at 
which Station Superintendents are employed :.........: 
· .Asansol, 

Delhi, 
n~wrah, 
]foghalserai. 

ERE.cTION oF SuEos roR ·TiuRr) CLAss PAssENGERs AT So'NEPtrR ANO SAMAsTI_. 

Putt RAILWAY $TATIONS·ON THE BENGAL. AND NoRTH-WEsTERN RiiL'wAY. 

~ 1094. * Xba.n Bahadnr Sa.rfara.z Hussain Khan: (a) Are Government 
aware that in the a9sence of sheds on the platforms of thd Sonepur and 
Samastipur railway stations (BeJJgal and North-Western Railway) .third 
class _pass~ngers are pnt to great inconvenience specially in the hot and 
ra~ny seasons 7 . 

(b) If so, will the Government be pleas"d to state by what time they 
:will be in a position ~o er~ct sheds on tht: r)latfonns d the above statioll!l. 7 • 

' l!r. 0. D. lfi. Hindley:, (a) No. · ' 
••.. (b) Govern~e;t are ~w~~~ .tl1at. provision is being made .. in tlte 5~ 
7e'llr progrJmme for the provision of a number of sheds, and no,doui.)t the 
•l~s of the~e two stations will be considored in due course. · 
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. Mr. Oaya. Prasad Singh : Are Go>ernment aware that passenger 

. 'l!htd~ are .nun-existent at many other important stations on the Bengal and 
Xortb.Western Railway f 

]ii.t. C. D. X. ,Hindley: 'te~ 

RE~.,. or Qrarr:a:; A'l Lo~awoon llOTFL, Sun . .\-· 

109:i. •Xbn· Ba.ha.du Sutaraz Hussain Xhan : With refe~en~e 
! to the st.atl'mP.nt plact'd pn the table in reply to Question 118 asked ·in .:he 
1 
fnuncil of State, during the last Delhi session, will the {i()\"errunent be 
r~e&Sf.'d to state. 11·by the amount of. rent charged to Members is about 

'double of the amount of rent tharged to Officers I 
. I 

The Bonour&ble Sir Bhupendn Nath Mitra : llembers of the Legis-
lature OC!cupy the quarters only for a \"ery short period, and it is eon

. flidel'f'd reasonable that .on this account they should be charged a higher 
· rt>nt than officials wh(.\ may o~eupy them for many months at a time. 
· )foreo,·er, most of thl' officials only occupy the quarters Jn condition 
· th!t th~y may be requirt>d to ncate them at short .notice. 

.. Mr. C. Duraiswami .A.iyanga.r : Is the Honourable Yember n·are 
ihat the won.t (if the quarters are eharged at the highest .rate, nameiy, 
H._ IS5. · . . . 

The Eonounble ~ir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra~ The ansv.-er is i~ the 
Jlegative. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Can the Honourable Mt>rr-.ber give any 
instan<'e in wbirh a military officer had been asked to vacate his :ro(lm 
for a llem}x't of the .A~mbly ! 

The Honourabie Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : The answer to that 
question . .-ill rtq~. some innstigation and I shall want notice of it. 

Mr. C. Dun.iswami Aiyangar : Are Government aware that \vhile 
the rent charged to llembers of the Legis!ature amounts to Rs. 15;), 
the l'f'nt thargt>d to officers .is about half that amount f 

The Honourable Sir Bbpendra Nath Mitra: I ha-re a1ready given 
an answer to that question,. that the offic~>r is charged :; lower Nnt 
beeaU$8 ht OP.cttpieg the quarten; for a longer peril)d than the Metr.bers 

:.of the Asse.mbly. 
I 

· ·Mr. C. Duraiswmi A.iyangar: )Jar I know if the rent charged is 
'h\sed on a tertain percentage of interest on thl' capital cost of the buHd
h.gs, and, if so, at what rate is this interest charged f 

' . The Honourable Sir Bhupendn Nath Mitra : t•ndoubtcdly the prin,
tiple is that referred to by the Honourab!e !Jember, that is, the rent iS 
based on a ~ertain rate of inttrest, but the rate of intere!;l is a sliJing 
one, dtpendent upon the time when the t'apital for the purchase of the 
quarters was l'llised. If the H~mot.rable Yember will gite me ~otice 
·of the question I will givt him a detailed rep!r. 

Mr. Devaki Pn.sad Sinha~ Is it a brt that the Longwood Ht•tel 
Will rurthased espetially for the )!embers of the Indin !.e~islature 
~d, i! &o, ·1thy au d'fieers permittet to reside there ! . . . 
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The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: The an111wer is thut in 
the interests of the tax-payer we have got to get as murh rent out (If 
these quarters as possible. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha ~ Is it not a breach of public faith thnt 
the Hotel should have been acquired for the Member& of thu Legi»laturt 
'while it is used for a different purpose f 

Mr. President : That is not a question ; that is an ar:lllmeni. 

Lata Hans Raj : Do Govnnment propose to let thi1 bouse to ·a 
einema company f 

11 
r: 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra: I should 11111 the 
41ue!rtion does not arise. If Govt:rnment have to let this house for ott,,~r 
purposes, they will have to consider various questions ari11ing in ton~ 
nection therewith. 

Mr. Deva.ki Prasad Sinha : If any )lember of the .A.I!Membly d'"ire:t 
to occupy any of the roomS' at r,resent oecupied by a military officer, ,:(• 
Oovernment give a guarantee thai such room 'vill be vacated for a 
llimber of t~1e Assembly t 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: If he pays the reut 
fot• the whole year, undoubtedly. 

Mr. K. Ahmed : Has not the object for which this hotel was ue~ 
qnirtd, namely, for the use and occupation of the Memben of th~ 
Assembly and the Council of State, been frustrated. by th11 fact that it 
:has been let to outsiders f 

Mr. Presidemt : That is not a question. 
Mr. K. Ahmed : Is not that a &Uf>plementary quewtion which ariset 

liD this t 
Mr. President : Order, order. The Honourable :Member ha\11 M' 

asked a question ; he has made & statement. 
Mr. N. 1'tt Joshi: Is the Honourable Member aware Hurt great in· 

convenience is caused to the Members on account of the Department 
not giving sufficient furniture to the 1\Iemben who are hving in th" 
Cart Road quarters f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: The qttestion of Carl 
Road quarters does not arise in thii connection, but my reply to the 
Honourable Member's inquiry is in the negative. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : Is it for the Honourable lbmber to say that th'.t 
'question does not arise, or is it for the Chair f 

Mr. President: The Honourable :Member ia pufeetly tntitlr.d to 
'lay the question does not arise. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : Without your ruling f 
Mr. President : It requires no ruling. 
Mr. N. M. Joshi : May I ask if the Honourable :M:11mber will inliuire 

.about furniture 1 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : If the Honout·f,ble 
:Member will make a spf'eific complaint to me, I will inqtiirt into thl 
JJiattPr. · : 
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Mr. K. Ahmed: Was not this complaint made a' long "time ago \\-ben 
my Honourable friend's predecessor was in his place f · 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : I have no personal 
knowled~re of the circumstances. I am pretty certain thRl my predtl· 
cessor, if the question was raised before him, m.ust have t&ken step3 t\J 
remedy any real grievance. 

Mr. K. Ahmed : Is it not a fact, Sir, that my Honourable. friend's 
office prepared the answer to the question that he had jtJst now read 
after going through the whole file in his hands f · · 
, • Mr. W. M. Hussanally: Is it not a fact that there wa!'l a gentlt~ma.n 
in charge of the Hotel to look after the convenience and comfort of 
the Members, and. this year there is no responsible. person in char~o;c 'i 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: I shall require noti('e 
of that question. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Is any military officer residing there 
charged at the daily rate 7 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : To the best of my 
knowledge, not. 

Mr. Bipin Chandra Pal : May I ask the Honourablt> :Member if 
there iK anybody to supervise the arrangements in connection w.it.h the 
Cart Road quarters. · 

The Hononrable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: Yes, there is. 
Mr. Gaya 'Prasad Singh : What is his name T 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: The Superintenuent 
in charge of all Government accommodation. 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta: That is a designation not a name • 
. Mr. President : We are now going into the question of tlie 1Ja1·t 

Road IIouRe which is not relevant to the original question which wt•~ 
about the Longwood Hotel. 

Mr. K. Ahmed : With regard to Longwood Hotel, is tht> Honourable 
Member aware that ber.utiful chairs and sofas are remo~cd from the 
drawing room and it is tul'ncd into a stable now T 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : The answer is in the 
negative. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinh&. : Are Government aware .•••.. 
Mr. President : There h a limit to supplementary questions. I 

han allowed great lat1tude on this question, but we must now get on. , 

QuARTERS AT LoNGWOOD HoTEL, SIMLA. 

1096. "'Khan Ba.hadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan: Will the Government 
ple1111e also state why some quarters in the Longwood Hotei at Simla were 
not nen offered to the :Memb{;l'S of the Indian Legislature, while the 
Longwood Hotel was purchased for the very purpose of accommodating 
~~' . 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : The Honourable Mcm· 
ber is referred to the reply given by the Honourable Mr. A. C. €hattal'j~l 
te qotstitn1 No. &19 on the itt. &f llareh 1924. · · 



Mr. X.· Ahmed : In anS\Vtr to my supplementary question~ to the 
main question put by the Honourable Member of which my llonout'to bl~ 

. friend already denied that he had knowledge, I am sorry to state that h6 
i~nored lookinll' into his prcc1€'<'e'1sor's answer. May I ask ,.-hrthrr 1 hesP. 

· quarters upstairs in•the old block are not meant tor the Mnnber" of. tbe 
· Indian Legislature. Why are the tenants in them not removrd nnd whr 
are they not ginn into the occupation of the 1\Iembers of the Jnuian Legoi!ll
lature ! Has my Honourable friend taken any step in regard to thnt, 
Sir 7 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: I must say I do not 
quite catch the point of the Honourable Member'8 question. 

0 
,.., 

Mr. K. Ahmed :· lias the Honourable Member given effect to the 
· que~tion and the supplementary questions put and the answer given by 
his predecessor f Has he considered it 7 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra. : If thf! l!onouraLlll 
. Member will ask me. specific questions, I may be in a position to· 'l.n~•w<'r 
them. 

~~r. X. Ahmed : Specific que.stions were. asked and answers given. 

Mr. President : Order, orcler. The Honourable ~!ember eannot rai~e 
·a debate on a question. 

11fr. K. Ahmed : This is not a debate, Sir. 
Mr. President : Order, order. 

Mr. K. Ahmed ~ Is it not a specific question t 
Mr .. President : Order, order. 

DUTIES OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE FOREST RESEARCH INSTJTUTF. AND OF '!'HE 
PRINCIPAL or THE FoREST CoLLEGE. 

. , 1097. • Khan B:thadur Sarfa.raz Hussain Khan : Will the Gonrnment 
he pleased to state (a) whether the duties of the President of ~h~ Forest 

· R~search · Institute and the Principal of the Forest Col!lli"!r. lltt> com· 
bined in one and the same officer 1 And, if so, what are tlte dutie~ rt>s· 
pectively t 

(b) Haw many classes .1re there in the Fore~t College, 11nd what i~ tb~ 
present number of students prosecuting their studies in it 7 · 

· (c) What are the prospects of the students that eame out .~:IccessfuJ 
from the College t · 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : (a) The reply is in the affirmative. 
· The duties as regards .education are defined a.~ follows in Rule 3 

of the Rules for the Provincial Forest Service and Ranger courses : 
" The President is charged with (1) general administration, including thfl regutn

tion of the eourse of study under the arrangements prescribed by the Board ot Forest!,•·, 
111b;jeet to the sanction of the Government of India ; (2) the supervision of the bui!tl
.inj:is, quartera and gardens, (3) the control of the accounts and the conduct of eorrcJJ· 
pondenee.'' • 

The President is also in general administrative charge of the Rciilearch 
Institute and controls the research work in much the same way ns he 
controls the education. The duties in regard to Research have not been 
laid down in detail. · 

(b) . There. are two different standards or conrses of education. The 
lli~her, -at the Risearch ~nstitllt~. Jo.r ofiiceri .o.f tbi rr9Yiu~jaJ .F?res; 
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~erYice and the lower at the College, for the executive or ranger elas~;. 
Each course extends o\'er two years; so there are always four ela~;ses 
present. 

There are at present 60 students in the four classes. 
(c) The pay varies in ditrerent provinces but is e1,1tirely at th~ di3· 

efetion of Local Government~. As far as information is available it · is' 
usually : · 

.i''ur the Provincial Forest Ser .. · Rs. ·250-25-500 efficiency ··bar 
vice. 525-25--750. 

For th~ Rangers • , • , Rs. 90 to Rs .. 200. 
121 per cent. of the posts in the Indian Forest Service are listed for 

officers promoted from the ProYincial Forest Service and Rangers are 
eligible for promotion to the Provincial Forest .Service. · 
llot:"s or WoRK AND HoLroA.v;•.oF TIIE STAFF .oF· THE RIFI.J;J FACTORY AND 

TilE METAL AND STEEL FAcToRY AT lsHAPO~E. 

1098. *Mr. T. C. Goswc.mi : (a) Are Government aware that, in con-: 
travention of the Army Instructions and Permanent Standing· Orders, the 
elerical staff of the · llifle Factory and the Metal and Steel Factory at 
lshapore were, for about a year, compelled to attend in spite, of their. 
protest at 7-45 instead of 10 A.ll. ; and the chemists at 9 A.lf.. instead of 
10 A.M. ; and are Government aware that this order has placed the Indian 
staff, who arc not provided with q11arters, in great difficulty f. , · . 

(b) Is it a fact that often on gazetted holidays the clerks are com• 
pelled to attend the Factories without getting leave in lieu of the holiday 
attendance f · · · 
· (c) Wh)", ntter cessation ol work for over six months, was the Steel 
Furnace started on Good Friday1924, depriving a number of the Indian 
staff of the' Easter holidays f · 

(d) Is it a fact that a system of tin badges in.the Metal and Steel 
Factory has been introduced in J'ilhapore in the case of the Indian stafF 
"·ho have to produce them on lea,ing the Factory, but that the European 
staff are exempted f · · · 

Mr. H. R. Pate : (a) The time at which the clerical staff of the 
Ordnance Factories should attend is a matter which is left to the discre· 
tion of the Superintendents, who are at liberty to modify thE' hours laid 
down in the Standing Orders of the factories concerned· from time to 
time as occasion demands. Government are informed that the change 
in the time was necessary for the efficient working of the factories and that 
the change has enabled the clerks to get through their work comfortably 
and leave ofrlce punctually by 4-30 P.M. 

With reg"ard to the concluding portion of this part of the question, 
I would point out, that there are other classes of employes living, in 
many cases, long distances away from the factories, who are required to 
att('nd at 7-45 A.M. 

(b) No. 
(c) The Steel Furnace :was started not on Good Friday but oD th41 

1st Apri~ 1924. 
· (d) Government Are informed that all-persons (except the pensionablt 
establishment of the Laboratory Office and pensionable clerks attached t~ 
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the sections), ordinarjly n:empted from !!Mreh, are 12:iven tin paMes whiell 
they are required to present at the gate when passing out. No distinction 
is made between Indians and Europeans, The rule was made beca•l!!!e a 
derk was discovered removing Government property on hi::i way ouL of 
the factory. 

CoMPENSATION PAID To 'l'UE FAMILIEs or INDIAN SoLDIERS, SAttoR3 AND 
LABOURERS WHO DIED ON ACTIVE SERVICE DURING TllE WAR. 

1099. *Mr. T. C. Goswami : (\) Will Government be pleased to state 
how many soldiers, sailors and labourers were recruited froru each District 
(particularly in Bengal) during the War and the amount of compensati()"~t: 
and pension paid to the families of those who died on active service f 
What steps are being taken to relieve the families now in distress I 

( ii) II ow much of the compensation was paid from the War Relief 
Fund and how much from the Exchequer t 

(iil) How do the scales of compensation given to Indian soldier~, 
sailors and labourers compare with the scales of compensation given to 
British soldiers, sailors and labourers f 

Mr. H. :R.. ·Pate : (i) and (ii). With regard to the number of 
soldiers and labourers recruited from the various districtR during war, 
I will funiish the Honourable Member separately "'ith certain statcml'nts 
showin~ the number of combatants and non-combatants recruited ft·om 
civil districts durin~ the period bt August 1914 to the 31st March 1918. 
This is the only information available and I trust it will suffice for the 
Honourable Member's purpose. As regards 11 sailors," .an endeavonr is 
being made to obtain the particulars desired in regard to tha men recrnit· 
ed for the Royal Indian Marine during tho war, and I will let the Honour· 
able Member know the result in due course. 

With regard to the second part of (i), namely, the amount of. com .. 
pensation and pension paid to the families of those who died on active 
service, a statement showing the total amount of family pensions paid 
from the year 1914-15 to the end of February 1924 to the familie':.l of 
all the Indian soldiers and followers who died on active service ituring 
the war, is laid on the table. Separate statistics are not availahle in 
respect of the pensions paid for soldiers, sailors, and labourers rccrttited 
from each district and of the compensation, as distinct from pensiuns, 
paid from the Exchequer and from the War Relief Fund. 

A.1 regards the steps that are being taken to relieve the families in 
distress, I would refer the Honourable Member to the reply given or• the 
Srd :March last to starre~ question No. 579. If the Honourable Member 
knows of any specific case in which a pension or gratuity h due and has 
not been granted, I should be glad if he would give tne the particulars awl 
I will then have the case investigated at once. 

. (iii) I am afraid that owing, amongst other things, to the widely 
di~eru!g conditions of living in England and in India, it i~ not possible 
to m~b~ute any ~~ful con;tparison between the rates of disability pension 
admiSSible to British sold1ers on the one hand and to Indian soldiers on 
the. other. 

I will h~wever furnish the Honourable Member separately with a 
,&tatemtllt :which )Vill rive ~ ··~e idea of tlie positio~ . 
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St.t,..,.t IMwillg thl! amou11t of famtl' p6111ioupaid t~·th familie& of lndimuo!dirr• 
and follower• who died on octive 1ervice during the wa~. · • , . . . 

Yean. · Amou.ut •. 

1914-15 •• 
1915-16 
1916·11 •• 
1917-18 •• 
1918-Ul ... 
191~!0 •• 

·1920-21 •• 
1921-22 •• 
1922-23 .. 

' '. 

1923·24 {to the end of February 19,24) 

Total 

Be. 
18,491 

!,37,444' 
. • 8,!n,us 

14,96,457. 
15,52,~24 ' 
21,99,227'' 
18,8~368 

21,86,059. 
34,40,290'' 

40,67,050 

• • 1,79,70,583 . 

PAY OF THE LOWER GRADES OF CLERICAL ESTABLISHMENT OF THE :MILI'l'ARY 
.AccOUNTS DEPARTMENT. 

, JlOO. •Mr. Chaman Lal : (1) Will the Government be pleased to 
Ntatc whether the introduction of the time scale in the Military Accounts 
Department has given a uniform result and has been instrumental · in 
raising the pay of the clerical establishment in the lower grades f 

· (2) Is it correct that the pay of an accountant was rai~ed fl'OlU 
Rs. 100 toRs. 500 per mensem, i.e., 5 times his original pay ! 

· (3) Is it a fact that owing to the tenworary entertainments in. the 
clerical grade the benefit of accelerated promotions did not reach the cli~rk!! 
of the lower grades f 

( 4) Iij it a fact that a contingent of men entertained on abnormally 
high rates of pay during the War, who were. also granted. liberal increment, 
t.8., 20 or 30 rupees lift in the course of the short period of their temporary 
service together with the concession of counting of their service for in· 
crrments with effect from 1st .April 1920, have now been absorbed on the 
rates of pay they were in receipt of as temporary clerks and have thus 
been placed senior to the already ·permanent clerks. in respect of pay f 

(5) Is it a fact that the principle of "next below rule" which has 
been sanctioned in the case of accountants is not applicable in the case of 
clerks although both are liable for general service in and out of India T 

(6) Are the Government aware of the· fact that as a result of the 
differential treatment mentioned in the foregoing questions a certain 
number of permanent clerks in the lower grades with about five years' 
service before 1st April 1920 (the date of introduction of the time scale). 
have been restricted to the minimum pay of the Department admissible 
on first appointment T If so, have the Government taken any steps to 
ameliorate their condition f · 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett: (1) So far as Government are 
.aware, these results have generally been achieved in the wwer grades. 

(2) I would refer the Honourable Member to. the answer which I 
f:!'&\'e to a similar question put by Rai Bahadnr Lachmi Prasad Sinha 
on the 23rd July last. · · · · · 

t Vtde page 48U ot Leplative A88embly Debates, Vol. liL 
L74LA o 
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(3) On the eon'trary, during the period of the late war promotion!'\ 
in the old clerical grades in the l\Iilitary Arrounts Dt>p.utment were 
unusually rapid. 

(4) 1\Ien. who were rntHtainPrl trmporarily in the Milit1ry At•t•ount!'l 
Department dnrinst the periorl of th•• late war on higher ratr11 of' puy £or 
special reasons and who were borne on the list of that departmE-nt hrtween 
the 1st April and the 25th October 1920, have been confirmed on those 
rates of pay anrl h11ve bE-en allowetl to count their trmporarv St>r\'i1·n f1·om 
the 1st April 1920 towards increment. The temporary clerkll so con
firmed have not bern gradt>rl aM srnior to clerks already holdin~ pPrma
nent appointmE'nts in the dPpartment althong-h the former haw, in . .,oflle 
cases, been in receipt of more pay than the latter. 

(5) The principle of the 11 next below rule , haH l>et>n made applica
ble to clerks as well as accountant.-;, excluclinl! in both cases thost~ who 
had received special promotion:'l. 

(6) Possibly a few permanent clt>rks in the lower ~rat1e with nhout 
five years' service before 1st April 19ZO have been restricted to the mini
mum pay of clerks in the time scalf', but these clerks generally rl'eeived 
an immediate increase of pay in consequence of the t'aising of the minimum 
on lst April 1920 and it must be remembered that their IWW pay was 
based on emoluments which included war allowances of a p111'ely V.•mpo
rary character. The Government of India do not con:-;itler it nrcessHry to 
reconsider the orders. 

REPRESENTATION re THE PAY Olt' CLERKS OF THE LOWER GRADES OF 'l'UE 
MILITARY AccOUNTS DEPARTMENT. 

1101. •Mr. Chaman Lit : (a) Will the Government be pleased to 
state whether they have received any representation· from the clerh of 
the lower grades of the Military Accounts Department adversely affected 
by the time scale and if so what action, if any, have the Government taken 
. (or intend to take) to redress their grievances ? 

(b) Is it a fact that while admitting their grievances as legitimate 
and reasonable these representation.'i have been dismissed on the plea of 
financial stringency ' 

· The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett: (a) and (b); Representations 
on the subject haw brfn receiwd by the Government of India from time 
to time, but I am not aware to wl1at particular representation:-; my Honour· 
able friend refers. ThP petitions were g-t·nerally rejected on the ~ronnJ 
that the revised rates of pay ·already sanction_ed were sufficient. 

ADDITIONU EXPENDITURE INCURRED BY THE INTRODUCTION OF THE TIME 
ScALE IN THE MILITARY ACCOUNTS DEPARTMENT. . 

' 1102. •Mr. Chaman Lal ·: Will the Government oi. India be pleased to 
state the additional expenditure incurred by the introduction of the til!le 
11eale in the Military Account~ Department :separately under the follow· 
ing heads : 

Deputy Examiners. 

Accountants. 

Permanent Clerical Establishment. 

Newly absorbed men in con.neGtio:p. with cost accounting sd1em(·~ 



'l'he Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : The approxi~ate extra ex
penditure is as follows :-

Rs. 
Deputy Examiners . . 35,500 per annum. 
Subordinate Account Service ·(Account

ants) 3,86,000 11 II 

Clerical Service 5,10,000 ,. " 

· As rPgard~ men absorbed in connection with cost accounting schemes, 
11tati~>tics are not readily available and it would take undue time and 
·?~our to collect them.· 
PERCENTAGE OF VOTES POLLED AT THE GENERAL ELECTIONS FOR THE LEOIS• 

LATIVE ASSEMBLY IN 1920 AND 1923, RESPECTIVELY. 

1103. *Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh: Will the _Government be pleased to 
give a statement showing, Province by Province, the percentage of electors 
who voted at elections for the Legislative Assembly in the general eleu
tions of 1923 and 1920 7 

The. Honourable Sir Alexander Muddinlan: I lay on the table a 
Ktatement giving the information asked for, and, as the matter may be of 
general interest, I have also included in the statement similar information 
regarding the provincial LE-gislative Councils.. For more detailed informa
tion regarding the first general election the llonourable :Member is referred 
to the return presented to Parliament (Command Paper 1261), a copy 
of which is in the Library of this House. 

Pnce11 tage of electors who voted in contested con&tituenoies of the Legislativ~ 
Council and the Legislative .Assembly during the general elections of 19!!0 
ll'ld 19!3. 

l\fad111e •• 

l:lombay 

Ben~tal ,, 

Provinre. 

rnited Pruvinrea 

Bihar and Ori~~&a 

Central Provinoea 

A~~Nm •• 

Bunna •• 

f~t-lbi .. 

.Ajmer-Merwara •• 

GIINEBAL ELIICTION1 1920, 

Legislative 
Council. 

25 

34.9 

33.4 

33 

32.2 

39.7 

22.5 

24.2 

Legislative 
Assembly, 

25 

GBNEBAL ELECTION, 1923. 

Legislative 
1 

Council, 1 

j 

36.3 1 

:J 
49.3 

62.3 

57.7 

42.1 

Legislative 
Assembly. 

40.9 

38.4 

41 

44.3 

60.3 

44.1 

44.1 

44 

23.3 

30 

7U 
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Mr. Jt . .Ahmed·: Are the. Government aware that the Swarajist 
volunteers misled voters, so that particular candidates, who were not can· 
didates of theirs, were not voted for by the general public t 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I suggest that the quu
tion might be addressed in another direction. 

ABOLITION OF BOARDS OF REVENUE, 

1104. *Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh: Has the Board of Revenue been 
abolished, or is it going to be abolished in any of the Provinces 7 And 
if so, in what Province or Provinces, and when Y 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : The Government of India have no informationfa'a 
.to the future intentions of Local Governments. No Board of Revenu& hu 
yet been abolished. 

Mr. K. Ahmed: Is it not a fact that in Bengal the Committee, thd 
:was formed for the purpose, reported that the office of the Board of .Re.venue 
-should be done away with 1 · 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : I have no information and must have notice of 
.that question, Sir. 

UVERCROWDING AND UNPUNCTUALITY OF TRAINS ON THE liOWRA.H·MACHAD.\ 
SECTION OF THE BENGAL NAGPUR RAILWAY. 

1105. *Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : (a) Has the attention of the Govern
ment been drawn to a signed letter, headed " Railway grievances," pub
lished in the " Bengal.ee " newspaper, dated the 30th March 1924, in 
which specific complaints have been made .regarding the ljerious over· 

· crowding and unpunctuality of trains on the IIowrah-'Machada section of 
the Rengal Nagpur Railway 7 

(b) Are the statements therein substantially correct 7 If so, what 
steps have the Government taken, or propose to take, to remedy this 
state of affairs 7 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The Honourable Member is referred to the 
answer I have just given to Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan on the 
same subject. 

CoMPLAINTS AGAINST THE HowRAH RAn..WAY STAFF, 

1106. •Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : (a) Has the attention of the Govern· 
ment been drawn to a signed letter, published in the '' Bengalee '' news
paper dated the 5th April, 1924, and headed " Complaint against the 
Howrah railway staff '' ? 

(b) Are the statements made therein substantially correct T And 
:\'hat steps have been taken to bring the erring lady booking clerks concern
ed to book ; and to prevent a recurrence of such incidents 1 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) Yes. 
(b) Government understand that the Railway Administration has in-

vestigated the matter and punished the booking clerks concerned. · 
Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : Sir, may I know what punishment has 

been inflicted on the booking clerks concerned f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I must have notice of that question. I am 
afraid I cannot say offhand. 



lNSUFFICIElM'LY SClE.EN!D LATRI!\"ES AT STATIONS ON 'tHE EAST lNDJAW 
AND BENGAL AND NORTH-WESTERN RAU.WAYS. 

1107. *Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh: (11) Is it a fact that on the East 
Indian Railway, and the Bengal and North-Western Railway stations, the 
latrines provided for third-class passengers are so constructed as to be 
quite exposed, and that there is absolutely no privacy secured to any one 
who uses such a latrine t 

(b) What steps are being taken to remedy this state of affairs f 
Mr. 0~ D. M. Hindley : No. The, old type of latrines on the East 

~dian and the Bengal and North-Western Railway stations are provided 
w1th screens, although individual compartments have no doors or shutters. 
However in the latest type that has been adopted a door is provided for 
each compartment. 

Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : The Government have entirely misunder
stood my question. I wanted information about the latrines at railway 
statioiiJ and not in trains. 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : J was 1\lso speaking about the latrines .at 
railway stations and not the latrine!! in train11. 

}!EFUSAL OP PASSPORTS TO MEMBERS OF THE KHILAPAT DELEGATION i'O 
CERTAIN 1\IOSLEM COUNTRIES, 

1103. *Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : Will the Government kindly state the 
names of the members of the Khilafat Delegatiou, on whose behalf passports 
were applied for to visit certain :Moslem countries, and those to whom pass
ports have been refused, together :with the grounds of refusal f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : .A copy of the corres
pondence, which has taken place between Mr. Shaukat .Ali and the GO"v
el'nment of India, is laid on the table. The Government of India have 
received no reply to their last letter and have accordingly talcen no further 
stepH in the matter. · 

C''PY of a letttr from Bhauleat 41\, President, Central Khilafat Committee, India, to 
tht Home Secretary to the Go11ernment of India, Delhi, dated MadraB, January 
6th, 19!1. 

In reply to your letter I beg to inlorm that following are the namt'8 of dift'erent 
deputation~ propOIK'd to be llt'nt to different Islamie Countries : · 

1. Syria, Paltatine and Turkey. · 
2. Arabia. . 
3. Mesopotamia and Persia. 

We inhmd to atart ae aoon aa we reeeive our pasaports. The route of the journt'y 
would be 11ia Port Said to CoWJtantinople, Angora, Syria and Palestine. 

Iu the ~ of the Hedjaz dPputation they would take the route of Jeddah. 'fhl! 
lf~potamia dt>putation would take the ordinary ro.ute from Basra to Baghdad. 

The Dtoputation Xo. 1 would tonaiat of the following: 
1. Hakim Ajmal Khu Salwb. 
2. Montana Abul Kalam Azad. 
3. Moulana.Mohammad Ali. 
4. Dr. M. A. AnlllU'i. 
5. Ml'l. Sarojini Naidu. 
fl. Pandit Motilal Nehru or Pandit Jawaherlal Nehru. 
1. Haji Abdulla Hamon. 
8. Dr. BTed Mahmood. 
8. Mr. s·huaib Kureehi (B«retary) anti unntl. 
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The Df'putation No: 2 to lledju 1Vill fon~i~l of the followiaa : 
1. Hakim Ajmal Khan. 
!. Moulana Shouknt Ali or Seth Yakub Hasan. 
3. Moulana Syed Suliman Nadvi. 
4. Mr. Ashfak Ali (S~eretary) and servonta. 

The Deputation No. 3 to Mesopotamia ancl P!ll'liA will ronsid ot thfl followina : · 
1. Moulana Abdul Majid. 
2. Dr. Saifudin Kichlew. 
3. Moulana Hussain Ahmt>d. 
4. Syecl (of Bt>har) Knrahid Jlunain (~reretary) nd sernot1. 

An ·early reply will oblige. 

r." 
f:opy of a letttr from the Deputy Secretary to the Go11ernmt'nl of India, Hom8 Depart· 

me·11t, to Maulana Shaukat Ali, Presidenl, Central Khilafat Committe11, BombaJI, 
No. D.·83, dated tl1e 5th February 1924. 

In rt>ply to your lettt•l' datt>d the 5th January 1924, applying for tlw iMsue ot 
ra~sports to enable certain delegations to visit Constantinople, Angora, Palt•stine, 
[ruq and other Arab Statt•s, I am dirf'ctt'd .to say that previoua consultation with thn 
Governments of the various <"OUntries to be visited is for obvious rt'11sons indiHpensable 
as it is necessary to ascertain whether they would be prepared to rect:>ive the dt'l<'gntiou&, 
and grant them the requisite facilities. Steps to elicit their vit'WII have bern tuken. 

I am to add that the Government of India could not, in any case, agree to grant 
pabsy.orts to persons who have been convicted and sentenced to imprisonment for offl'IHl'~ 
against the State or for inciting Government servants to clisaffeetion. 

2. You will be addressed further on the subject wh~n a reply to the communication 
rE'ferred to above is received. 

Cop$ of a memorandum from Sl1aukat Ali, Servant of Ka 'abo, Presitlent of the Centr11l 
Khilafat Committee, to the Secretary to the Government of India, Hom~ Depart· 
1nent, dated Aligarh, the 14th February, 1924. 

The undersigned is in receipt of the letter of the Deputy Secretary, No. D.·83, 
1lated 5th February 1924, with regard to the issue of passports to enable Kbila.fat 
Delegations to visit certain Muslim States. 

2. With reference to the :first part of paragraph 1 of that lettl.'r the underAignNl 
rt'grets that he is unable to appreeiute the reason assigned for a previous consultation 
with the Governments of the various countries to be visited, and no other rt>nson i~ 
" obvious "· The Central Khilafat Committee has no reason to doubt that the Goven•
mcnts concerned would be prepared to receive the delegations unless, of eoursP1 a.n,r 
outside influence is brought to bear upon some .of thPm and a prejudice against thrsc 
dt:lcgations is thereby sought to be created. 

3. As a matter of fa<"t, however, the Turkish Government has already telegrapht>l! 
tltat the Khilafat delegation woulrl be most welcome ; and 11 Al·qibla," the ollicial 
organ of the Hejaz Government, has also puhlishecl that the Sharif Saheh of Mecca is 
£qually prepared to welcome surh a delegation. Otht>r indications alMo ui~t whii'l1 
lruve the Central Khilafat Committpe in no doubt about the matter. 

4. Even if the Central Khilafat Committt'e had any doubt about the mrption ot 
these delegations, it would be far from clear why the Government of India shoulr\ 
want to elicit the views of the Governments in question with regard to a matter 
with which only Mussalmans art eoneen1t'd. It i11 a religious obligation imposed on 
tV(•ry Muslim to exert himself and make peace wh£'never some Muslims have fallen 
out amongst themselves ; and the situation in Muslim countries which the Khilafat 
Delegations under reference would seek to improve has recently been aggravated, as 
newspapers indicate, by a sanguinary conflict in which one of the sons of the Sharif 
8;1~eb of ru:ecca is ~t~ted .to have been. severely wounded by the forces of the Amir of 
NaJd. It 18 surpnsmg mdPed that 1t should occur to any non·Muslim that· such 
pe1.1eeful efforts as the delegations are intended to make wou1d be unwelcome to 
tltose who ~hare the same religion and are bound to recognise the imperative character 
of a Muslim 'a duty to make peace between his brethren. · 

. 5. It .has repe~tedly b!'en declared by the ·Government of India that it does not 
aeme to mterfere m the religious concerns of the Musaalmans. The undersigned haa 
uo do?bt t~at the Mussalmans of India would look upon the intervention of Govern· 
llt'n~ lll th11 ma\ttr aa an undesirable interference in a purely reli~oua .matter which 
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ia a domestie eoneern of the Musaalmans themseh·ea, and t~t they would eertainly 
ff{;atd eu~h interference as contrary to the repeated declarations of Government. 

6. The latter part of paragraph. 1 of ~he .letter under reference appears ev~n 
more 1trange inasmuch aa Government Ul not mchntd to tolerate the absence from this 
tountry of people whose presence here it ob.vious.ly tolerates in spite of their eonviction 
aDU imprisonment for alleged offence& agmnst Itself. 

1 . . b things etand at prl'aen~, it ~entirely in the, hands ~f ,Go.vernment to yrevent 
any Muslim who 'tl'ante to do hlB obVIous duty by h1a co·rehg10rusta from gomg out 
ot thie country to do it. The attitude. of Governnu~nt. in re~ent years ha~ force~ upon 
prominent Indian Mussalmane an attitude towards It which has culmmated m the 
C<Jie of moat ot them in conviction and imprisonment for the offence which Government 
b~o1 aeen fit to select and specify in the Jetter under reference. But these alleged 
~cncee concern only the Government of this country, and, even if they are not wholly 
Jilft:levant in the dealings of Indian Muasalmans with their brethren outside India, 
tht•y do not certainly bring any discredit in the estimation of the Muslim world upon 
those 1rho have been made to auffer imprisonment by the Government of India in eon· 
aequcnce of them. 
. 8. Moreover, it ia universally understood that the object of issuing passports 
by a State ia to enable those who apply for them to seek the protection of the 
r"pt•aentativee of that State in the countries to be visited in ease of necessity. The 
K!lilafat Delegations would not need, and do not desire such protection, and passports 
h!t\'e been applied for only because under existing rules no Indian can leave the 
'horee of India without them. To refuse to issue passports in such a ease seems to be 
a elear abuse of a aystem designed in the interests of those who apply for passports. 

9. In conclusion, the undersigned trusts that the passports applied for will be 
i~sucd without further delay. Several months have already elapsed, and any further 
delay would aggravate the situation which the delegations hope to improve on their 
arri,·al in the countries concerned. · 

10. Kindly communicate your reply to the undersigned as usual to his B~mbay 
adllresa. · . 

CIIJIY of a letter from th~ Secretary to the Go11ernment of lntlia, Home Department, 
to 8/uJu.kat .41&, Eaq., Prelident, Ce11tral Kl1ila{at Committee, Bombay, No. D.·929, 
dated 15th MMch, 19U. · 

• I am directed to eay that a reply: to your letter dated the 14th February was 
postponed pending. receipt of a eommunication ftom His Majesty's Government which 
hali now been received. 

2. The Government ot India are unable to reeon~ider the decision conveyed in 
the Home Department letter No. 83, dated the 5th February 1924, that persons 
c ouvieted and sentenced to imprisonment for offenees against the State or for inciting 
Go\·ernment eervante to disaffection eannot be granted passports. They are also not 
prrpared, in 'View of the object of the delegations, to grant passports except to 
persona professing the Moslem religion. I am to request that the Government of India 
may now be informed of the names of the members of each delegation as finally 
proposed in conformity with the above conclusions. 

3. The programme of each delegation must be clearly· defined and detailed anrl 
ooch member must be prepared to give an undertaking that. his visit has no r~:>lation 
to the political affaire of the State or States he proposes to visit and that he will 
rtgard himself ae bound not to endeavour in any way to promote any political changes 
in any of them or to take part in any politieal movemrnt. I am to add that the 
ab(l'l'e information and undertakings arp necessary in order to ascertain that -the 
Oovernn1ents of the States concerned are willing to admit a delegation of Indian 
llosleme ; that they have no objection to its personnel and approve of its programme. 

-'· The Government of India would also be glad to know the order in which 'the 
delegatiou intend to proceed and the proposed dates of their departure. . 

Copv of IJ ~titer from Blli.&vkof .4U, 8er11ant of Ka'aba, Pmide11t of tl1e Central Khilafat 
Commlttee, to th• 81MeCory to the Governme!lt of India, Home Department, datecl 
Delhi, th1 8rd April, 1.914. 

11 
T~e undersign~ il in reeeipt of. your letter No. D.·929, dated Delhi, 14th March 

19-4, In reply to htB letter dated Aligarh, 14th February 1924, regarding the issue of 
JliiMpor_te to certain. Khilafat Delegations intending to visit Tut·key, Persia and· certain 
A. rab State1. In vtew of the fact that 110 reason• had boeo aasigaed in that letter 
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ior the r~striction1 imposed on the issue of passports to those dl'lt'gations, the under· 
signed was constrained to take into tonsiderntion tht~ answt>rs given by the Home 
'lt·mber to tertain qut>stions askt>d in tile Lrgislntive A~ermbly 011 the eubjt'et on tho 
2.'ith .March, and his spt>t>ch on the same date on the motion for ndjournml'nt of thJ 
House. As your letter was reeeivt'd by the unrlersi~otned nnly uhout n wt~rlt n~o, an.] 
l'roofs of the procet~dings of the LrgislatiTe Assrmbly of the 2rith Mrmh wl:'re not 
ma1le available until late on the 29th March, the undersigned '1 rt'Jlly eouhl DOt be 
st>nt earlier. 

2. Before proct~eding to dral with the main t)Ueetion of the rl.'fusal of paA~porh 
ttl persons eonvieted for certain allrg1.1d otl'enees, thtl umlrrsignl.'d would like to grt out 
of. the way the comparatively minor question of the rl'fURal of passports to persons 
not professing the Muslim religion. The delegation to Turkry was mt!'tuled, nrnonJr 
t'ther things, to present eongratulutory addresses to the Khilafu and to Ghazi Muat-•J 1 

Kamal Pashn, and suitable presents to them and to General bmnt Pasha on bPiinlf 
of the Indian Khilafat organisation, in connection with the 11plt>ndid victoritiS of th'l 
Turkish nation on the battle-field and in the Peaee Conference of Lausanne. Anrl sine\' 
tll(l Khilafat organisation was not confined to those alone who profesml the Muslim 
nligion, but included many non-Muslims also, IIODUl of whom wt~re ofth•e·benrl'rl of 
Jotal Khilafat Committees, and were represented even on the W01'king Committt'le of 
the central body, and many of whom had suffered imprisonment in the Khilnfat eaust~, 
it was only right and proper that such distinguished and t'minl'nt compatriots of the 
Iui!ian Mussalmnns as Mrs. Sarojini Naidu and Pundit Motilul Nehru or his son Pantlit 
,Jawahirlal should be selected to reprt>sent the non·MuslimiJ on the dl'l('gation intending 
to risit Turkey. 

It may be added that if Mahatma Gandhi had been relea8ed wht>n the dE>It>gatinM 
''ere seleeted at Cocanada by the Khilafat Conference, there is no tloubt that hl', too, 
lVOuld have been included as a member of this delt~gatlon, nn!l in all probability 
requested to lead it. 

It' may also be added that when the personnel of tho tll'lcgations wna st•leetPd 
ud communicated to you on the 5th of January 1924, the Turkish National' AsArmbly 
at Angora had not taken the momentous step it hns since taken with r!.'ferl'nee to the 
~o-ealled abolition of the Khilafat, and the otl'er of congratulation& referred to abov(l 
hau not assumed the comparative unimportance which it has since done. 

In any case, the undersigned 'cannot adn1it on behalt of the .Khilnfat orguniHntion 
th(\t the presence of his non-Muslim compatriots in the proposed delegation could bll 
of no use in removing the misunderstandings that had arisen among the various 
liections of the Mussalmans to whieli brief reference was made in the very first eom
nJUnication addressed to you by the undersigned on the 25th November 1923. On the 
contrary, such non-Muslim Indians as had been selected eould well convey by their 
very presence an assurance to Mussalnmns abroad that the entire Indian nation 
sympathised with sister Oriental nations in their desif! for a free and unrest1iete!l 
(le->clopment and looked forward to a new era of umon and progrese for Mu&lim 
nations under the guidance of the Khilnfat. 

Finally, the undersigned is constrained to suy that it was eJC(•]usively for the 
organisers of the Khilafat to say whether non-Muslim!! should or should not be indutlr.d 
on such a delegation, and it is entirely unintelligible why Government shoulrl have 
tak(•n upon itself to decide such a question. · · 

3. As regards the prindpal ground of exclusion, namely, conviction and imprison· 
ment for the alleged offences of inciting Government servarrts to diaaffeetion and for 
alleged offences against the State, the undersigned bus noted that a Member of the 
Lt'~islative Assl'mbly pertinently asked the Home Member whether th('re w('re any 
serrants of the Government of India in the eountrit>s intt>nded to be visited with whose 
lo~alty it was apprehended that members of del!.'g-ations thus convicted and imprisoM1l 
wovld tamper. To this the Home Member replied that " that was not the object of 
the inquiries that the Government of India had made,'' and that '' the primary object 
of the inquiries that the Government of India made was to enable Government to 
ascertain whether the personnel of the delegations and their programme would b!.' 
ret>er,table to countries which they intended to visit," and, further, that this actior. 
was 11 in accordance with ordinary diplomatic procedure." 

With regard to this reply of the Home Member, it is not clrnr to the undersigned 
11h·tt possible relevancy there can be in conviction and imprisonment for an alleged 
oiT.e~ce under sec~ion 505 or 124·A, Indian Penal Code, in oonnection with the a.ccept.· 
ab11lty or otherw1se of the personnel and programmes of the delt>gations concerned. It 
!hi' Ho_me Member had stated that this ground of exclusion had been decided upon 
111 the mterests o~ the !ndian or of the British Government it could have been undP-r· 
stood ; bllt for h1m to 1mply, aa he obTioualy doe• iB. lli1 newer ~o Maulvi Mohamn;a4 
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Yall:ub'• 111pplementary question, that the Government of India 1s action was puri!ly 
diiinterest:ed and taken solely in the interest& of the Goverwnenta of the countries to he 
vi~itoo, ill on the Yery fact! of it incredible ; and this i.e confirmed by his admission 
that Government bad '' laid down these conditions before they approached these 
conntriea. ' ' 

If Goverum!'nt still pt>rsists in asking people to believe that such action was taken 
in the interests of the Governments of the countries to be visited, the undersigned hopes 
!lmt it would ask the Jntter whether they object to the inclusion in the proposed 
t!.,kgations of men whose offence was that they considered it unlawful under the Sharint 
for any llulllllllman to shed the blood of a brother Muslim without just cause, and 
"·ho were as ardent advoeates of the retention of adequate t;mporal power for the 
ddcn1•e of !Biam and Muslims as they were of freedom for their own country. In 
the absenre of a definite refusal by a Muslim State to receive the delegations sonle 
nJ!Ilhcrl of "·hicb had cheerfully suffered imprisonment for their love of Islam and 
of their own country Indiana are not likely to aeeept the Home Member's contention. 
Nor are they likely to accept the other contention that such action as the Government 
of India baa taken is " in accordance with ordinary diplomatic procedure." 

4. The object of sending the various Kliilafat delegations was brietly stated in 
the letter of the undersigned dated 25th November 1923, to be "to adjust the 
rl'ligioua rein tiona of all Muslims and remove all e:risting misunderstandings.'' In a 
auh1equent letter, dated Aligarh, 14th Pebruary 1924, it was pointed out that " it 
i• a religious obligation imposed on every Muslim to exert himself and make peace 
whenever aome Muslima have fallen out amongst themselves," and that "the situatioa 
in Muslim countries which the Khilafat delegations under reference would seek to 
improve bad recently been aggravated, as newspapers indicated, by a sanguinary 
ronlliet in which one of the sons of the Sharif Sahib of Mecca was stated to have 
het·n eevert>ly wounded by the forces of the Amir of Nejd." The Khilafat organisa· 
tion of which the undersigned is the President, would like to know. what possiblt 
relevance conviction and imprisonment for alleged otl'enees under sections 505 or 124-A, 
Indian Penal Code, can pOSBibly have in connection with a Muslim's duty to restor;; 
pt>1ee among bia brethren outside India and to adjust the relations of all Muslims 
ho•u.d together in the common bond of a world-wide brotherhood which the fundamental 
blumie institution of Khilafat was designed to maintain and conserve. 

5. In the eourse of his speech in the debate on the motion for adjournment the 
Home Member said : 

" All we bave dono ia to lay down certain ptinciplea under wbicb we would crant passports 
to d•legatlon• proposing to vi&it certain countrie& ••...••••. As Sir Henry Stanyon correctly 
p<•:nt~d out, our paosport law refers to penone coming into India. If we grant passports to 
v~non• Ir·avinc India, it Ia because tbe:y need them to rain entry into certain other States which 
rt•qulre puoportl ; we do not grant them under our own passport law, but to meet the requh·e· 
""'I of the law• of other countries ..•.•.••.. It is because the State ia responsible for tilt 
f<~nourt of '" auhi•cta to whom it gives passports to visit other countries, .. , ....... that 'it 
~•Prci'ea 1 diarretion in rranting pasaporla to thoae that leave ita shores." 

Had thi11 bern the motive actuating the Government it would have sought to 
udulle from the propos~d delPgationa persons who had been guilty of offences involvinr 
mo!".U turpitude, of whirh there is no laek in its Penal Code. But not one of tho9e 
utf~u~~"• baa bt•Pn spt>~ifit'd, and in the course of the debate Pandit Madan Mohau 
~lalu\·iya poiutf•dly llrl'w attention to this aspeet of the matter. It would, therefot'll, 
!1<·1'111 thut while Governnwnt has not thought it tit to lay down the principle that til 
p~rHODR guilty of off~Ul'I'S involving moral turpitude it would not issue passports, as 
it tnnlll not be responsible for the eonduct of surh of its subjects, it thought it 
r.l'~,.•snry to luy llown tlw principiP that passports would ·not be issued to persons 
rou\'ictro anu imprisonPd for alll.'ged offenel.'s which, while involving no moral turpitude, 
t'flllct'rn only tht> GovE>rnmt>nt of this eountry, and whieh, as the undersigned stated in 
his letter of 14th February last, " even if they were not wholly irrelevant in the 
•if'lllin~s of Indian Mus811lrnana with their brE>thren outsidt>, did not certainly bring 
•lieNedit in tht tatimatinn of thP Muslim world upon those who had been made to 
~u/Tu imprisonment by the Government of India in consequence of them." 

II. It is ind('('d aurprising that thl:' Home Member should go out of his way to 
:·~··ribe thE> rt>At>ntment even of :\lemht>rA of the Legislative Assembly caused by Govern· 
ntrnt '11 retu~al of passports to " pr!'llonal attachment to particular .persons of the 
•lt·l•·gations against whom GovPrnmPnt 'A orders would operate." It would have beeu 
tr•tl'f ind('('d to aserii'M' tht'ae ordl'rs t lwmsE>Ives to official ill-will towards particular 
pcr~ona whom the otft>nCt>l spt>rifierl Wl're deliberately selected to exclude. 

1. It the li11ts of the dt•lt•gatione forwarded in the undersigned 'a letter dated 
l.J.:~tlru, 5th January 1!124, are examined, it \\·ould be se~ that in the delegatiolls' 
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solet'ted for proceeding to Turkey, Syria and Palestine, 1611111 persons out ot ttn woulil 
be excluded under the existing orden, thrtiJ on the ~~:round of not professing the 1\luslun 
religion and four others on the ground of having been ~onvh•ted nnd impriMont>rl untlt•r 
section 

1
505 or 124-A, Indian Penal Code. Similarly, iu the (h•lt•gntion Bl'lt•t·ted for 

He'.ljal two persons out of five would be excluded on the lattl'f ground ; awl in the 
d.:lcgations for Mesopotamia and Persia tllree out of four would be ucludt•d on tht~ 
same ground. Thus, out of a total of ninetetll pel'l!ons for whom passports WUI't! 

applied for, no less than twelve or about two-thirds will hnve to be t>xeludou on ~~~~ 
two grounds specified, and as many as nine or abo11t half of those for whom passporb 
bar~ been applied for will be excluded on the ground of ~onviction and imprisonmt>nt 
!or the offences alleged. 

It is indeed significant that instead of those ?lint' the Home Mtmtb!'r shoul(l hnvt1 
referred to only two or three as reported by the Assorinted Pre~s, and thrPe or fou,• 
as atated in the proceedings of the debate officially published. No doubt Go·;ernn~.tc 
had only two or three persons in view and not any pri11ci.ples at all, and this is confirmc•.l ' 
by the Home Member 'a referring to these two or three by Mme, t>Vt'U though Diwnn 
Chnmnn Lal had already specified in the question he had put to the Home Member the 
11atnes of no less than 11ine Muasalmans to whom passports had, according to IIi$ 
information, been refused. 

8. In the course of his speech the Home Member hncl asked : 11 Does the united 
?l.(uslim world of India subscribe to the belil'f that the only solution of the difficulti"~ 
of the Khilafat can be found in the presence of Mr. Mohnmmt>d Ali nnd his brotht>r f '', 
:~nd when some Members were heard to answer this question in the affirmative, bt• 
had added: 11 Well, for my part I sny I require some further evidenre of that. [ 
sho11id completely be astonished if that dortrine was subscribed to by all Members of 
this Assembly." 

Obviously it is difficult for the undersigned to deal with a matter so personal ~~~ 
thi~:~ j but it is hardly necessary to do S01 in View of seVPra) speeches of Hindu liN 
Wl'll as Muslim Members of the Assembly dealing with the eharactcr and po~:~ition uf 
the persons to whom passports are refused, and the ultimate aeceptanee of the motion 
for ndjoumment by the Assembly with hardly a dissentient and without a division. 

9. The question, however, is not purely personal ; ancl, as the chief cxocutivP 
oflicer of the Khilafat Organisation, which, aftC'r the Indian National Congi'Pss, iM 
pHhaps the most representative publie body in India, tht1 undersigned is roustruiiH'd 
to declare that it is not for any member of an alien GovPrnm('nt profeHsiug neutrality 
in matters of religion to presume to say who should ami who should not represent a 
r«•ligious community in dealing with questions connerted with its faith. ThiM till' 
Gol'ernment has, however, presumed to do, not only through the mouth of its Hol!lt' 
Mt''llber, but also, and still more unequivocally, by mPans of the n.rtion it is taking h 
P.xcluding some of the most prominent and trustE•d rcprt-sentatives of tlu~ MuHihu 
et•Iumunity and organisers of the Khilafat momneut in India urulPr thP rlo11l\ 
of acting on certain principles and in the interests of Muslim ~tatrs themKelres. A~ 
th~ undersigned has pointed out in his letter of 14th February : 11 a~ things staucl 
at present, it is entirely in the hands of Government to prevent any Muslim who want~ 
to do his obvious duty by his eo-religionists from going out of this 1•ountry to do it. 
The attitude of Government in recent years had forced upon prominPnt Indian 
.Mnssalmans an attitude towards it which has eulminaterl in the ease of mo~t of th.~rn 
in conviction and imprisonment for the offences which Government has seen fit tu 
~elect." In fact, the declaration for which four out of the nine Mus~ahnans who 
are now refused passports were prosecuted at Karachi and then ronvirted and imprisone•l 
was subsequently made by a large number of other Muslims and non-Muslims ; nml 
i.C sufficient evidence was available to convict the remaining five under st'l'tion 12-L\, . 
Inrlian Penal Code, as much evidence, and of equal worth, can easily be pro~urerl to 
eonvict every prominent worker in the Khilafat movement or in the Indian NRtional 
Congress. It is, therefore, merely a matter of the Government's wiii and plea~u re 
whether any Indian is convicted and imprisoned for the offen~i's Rpf'rified and then+y 
P'X~!Iuded from participation in the work of tlu .. 'se delrgationA, HO that Govt>rnnwnt can 
by a ~ueeession of exclusions ultimately seleet as •' suitable 1

' delPgatf!s and l'i'fli'e· 
~en.tatiVe~ of Indian Mussalmans such men only us would t>C~ho its own Rt:>ntimer•t~, 
"'llile still professing not to interfere in the dome~tie ronrPrn of thP ~lu8salmlln~, 
a~~ t() act on certain principlPs, and in thP interests only of thP Muslim Htates to he 
runted. 

. 10. If in the light of this it· is incredible that GovernnH'nt is a..ting only in th~ 
ll•fcrests of such States, it is still more incredible that it i~ acting in the interests of 
tl•e ~ery men to ;whom it has refused passports. The Home MPmber had in the cour~ .. 
of lne apeeeh aa1d that " it ia because the State is responsible for their Hafety iu 
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t~~6C· l!ountriee that it uerciet>s a discretion in granting passports to those that leavtt 
it• ahoret~." IndE-ed, it has bet>n even whispered that it is beeause tribunals havt 
l!lttady b~n formed in Angora to dt>al summarily and -ruthlessly with those IndiiUl 
~l.:sAalmana whom he mentioned by name in the Assembly debate that he is unwilling 
to gin• thPm passports. This the undersigned has no hesitation in eha.raeterising as a 
gme" nn•l baMelese libel on his Turkish brethren. 

The ~eal reaaon for the refusal of passports is, however, clear enough from the 
'peech ol the Home Ml'mber himself. He said : '' They are asking the State to 
l•rcet: t re-poneibility for them and to spread the shadow of its protection over them. 
You do not acknowledge the authority of the State ; what right have ~ou. to ~o tcr 
tltll State and ask that it shall protect you when you go abroad ! '' Th1s 1s Wlthout 
•.!oubt the real reason why Government is penalising still further those whom it had 
~cndy euffieiently prraeeuted. But here, too, Government has not stated the facts 
''!H'rectly. It i1 indeed surprising that the Home Member should have entertained ant 
iolca •hat those who had applied for passports would aceept, much less ask the present 
Unn•rnmPnt to spread, " the shadow of its protection 11 over them. Everyone of 
th~m ia a etaunrh Non·eo·Qperator who would not claim or even accept, its protection 
in thi• country itself. The undersigned had not left this to be ·understood as a mere 
illlJ•lirntion of the Non-eo-operation of those for whom passports were required. It 
Will- diatinetly stated in paragraph 8 of his letter dated 14th February last that 41 it 
ia unh·eraally understood that the object of issuing passports by a. State is to enable 
tloolle who apply for them to seek the protection of the representatives of that State 
in thl' l'ountriea to be visited in case of necessity," and he had been careful to declare 
that '• the Khilafat delegations would not need and do not desire such protection ; 
nnd passports have been applied for only because under elisting rules no .Indian can 
leal'll the shores ol India without them." As the undersigned had stated in that letter, 
to refuNe to issue passports in such a case seems to be a clear abuse of a system 
dl'"igned in the interests of those who apply for passports. 

11. In the course of the debate several Members were careful to point out· 
that the applieanta for passports in this case " do not ask for credentials from 
the Governu\ent of India", and that" it is merely because you are putting restrie· 
tiona upon their movements that these passports are required. If the Go:vernment 
"' India have no objection to these delegatio11s proceeding without passports, tben 
they would go without the passports and we (Members of the Assembly) wo11ld 
have no complaint against the Government.'' 

The undeni~rned fully endorses this declaration, and if steamship eompanie1 
who nre nmv forbidden to book passages without the production of passports are 
authorist>d by Government to do so, and if their return to India would not be 
pre\·ented because of the absence of passports, the delegations would ask for no 
pna~porta, and the undersigned has, like Sir Hen7. Stanyon, " no doubt whetht•r 
that, with the etrong religious feeling that prevails throughout Islam, they will 
ret permisaiou (to visit Muslim countries without passports) without any difficulty." 

12. Tht> J<hilnfat question has since the beginning of March become very 
acute, as tht1 undersigned had only too greatly feared 'it would become when he 
wrote in his lPttPr of 14th February last that " any further delay would aggravate 
the situation which the dt>legations hope to improve on their arrival in the countries 
t'C!trerned." For the consequences of the delay, which are already disastrous enough, 
Government must be held accountable. On the 11th of March, when on receipt 
ot disquieting news from Angora the undersigned had addressed a telegram to 
Government a~ a reminder to his previous letter dtill unanswered, he had said 
that " Govornmeont ean see for itself what grave responsibility it is incurring in 
delaying the dPparture of such missions of peace.'' That responsibility is grow· 
ing graver and graver every day, and. the undersigned would earnestly request 
Government not to exasperate the MUBsalmans any further, but to issue passports 
without any turther delay. · 

13. It is i~le to expect from the kind of men lor whom passports were asked 
!hat tlu•y WQtlld dream of " purging " themselves, as the Home Member described 
1t, of •o·ralled offence& which are their pride ; and no undertaking is necessary 
from men wb!l~e chief concl'rn in this ease is their religion and the solidarity 
an~ ~elfaro cr the I~lamie brotherhood, that they would not indulge in any wild 
pohtleal propajCnnda m the States proposed to be visited, as the latest demand of 
the Government suggests. Clearly·worded messages have already been sent on 
brhalt of the Khilnfat organisation a.nd the Jamait-ul·Ulama declaring emphati· 
cally that Indian Mussalmana do not desire to interfere in the national affairs 
ot thei.r brethren abroad with which the latter alone are competent to deaL The 
uderelped hOI not the leaet doubt that thla is 11 sufficient assurance for hi1 
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Muslim brethrell who bave already a11sured him that the delegations would be 
reefived with bo~ouY and love, and tb.at the nt>c~uary facilities would j1;ladly be 
provided. 'fhii'l should be a suftident a~suranre for Oovprnml'nt to n~ .. Ppt 11nd 
formally to ~:onvey to the Govt~rnmrnts t'Ollt~erned, if euuh be the 11 ordinary diploma· 
tie proeedurt-.'' 

The pro~ramme of enrh ddt>gation, :til fur us it l'nn he dt!flnetl nu•l tll'f.ail"•l 
befor& its d~-parture, will be duly submittetl, nnd the order in which tht' tlt•IH~tnliuu!l 
intend to prort'ed and the proposed rlutt>s of their departure will al~o ht> ful·niHht~d 
when GonrnmPnt indicates ih willingtlfSB to furnish the pa8Mporh to nil thoMe 
on whose beLalf the undersigned has upplit•d for thttm. 

14. The undersigned has no authority to ulter the pe1·sonnl'l of tht' t!Pil'l(ations 
selected by tha Khilafat Conference held 11t Cocunuda, and the r~fusal of pa~~porb 
to no less than twel·ve out of ni11etee·n delt•gates selt•rted there ostt·n~ihly on '(ih,, 
ground or another would make it impossible for the undersigne!l to .st•lt>t•t propt•r 
substitutes, even if he had the nee.essary power to do ao. In fact, if Govt>rnment 
would still refuse to withdraw these restrictions, it would be tantu.nwuut to a 

. categorical refusal to Khilafat workers in India to eend any ddcgations wh11tever 
abroad. · 

11. Indian Mussalmans are alreudy greatly exasperated, nud are tryiug to tln•l 
out what hidtlen hand has been active in bringing about such eatastrophio~ t•hungt•s. 
In an atmosphPre surehal'ged with Mo much suspicion it would bt1 poor NtatPsman· 
ship indeed to refuse passporta to Khilafat representativPs, and thus J•rt'l't•nt tht•m 
from assisting to the best of their humble power in solving this tl11.1 great~>st 
difficulty that the :Muslim world has ever had to eonfront. 

The undersigned therefore requests once more th:~t the passports upplied for 
would be issued without further delay, and he trusts that the unitool dumand of 
the Indian nation as formulated in the Assembly nnd ouhide it would no longer 
be disregarded. 

The reply to this communication should be forwarded to the alldrm of the 
Central Khilafat Committee, Dongre1 Sandhurst Road, Bombay. 1 

Copy of a letter from the Secretary to the Government of India, Home Department, 
to Shaukat Ali, Esq., Clo Dr. Ansari, Daryaganj, Delhi, No. D.-1184, date(l the 
1/'th April, 1924. , 

SuBJECT :-Grant of passports to certain Khilafat delegates to visit the IIedjaz, 
Syria, Palestine and othPr Eastern countries. 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 3rd April 1924, 
and to say t1•at the Government of India are unable to reconsider the decision 
conveyed to yuu in their letter No. D.I929-Pol.1 datecl the 14th March 1924. They 
are prl'pawl to grant passports, on receipt of appli<'ations in the preseribNl form, 
to members of delt'gations clesirous of proceeding to Muslim countries to discuss 
religious qut>slions, provided that each member individually satisfied the conditions 
laid down. and that the pe1·sonnel of the delegations, and their programmes have 
been previou~Iy approved by the Governments of the countries concerned. Until 
the Government of India receive the ~formation and the unrlertakings lletaill·•l 
in their lett(•r No. D.l929, dated the ltth March 1924, they will be unable to take 
any further steps in the matter. 

CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO THE KHILAFAT DELEGATION. 

1109. *Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : (a) Will the Government be pleased 
to lay on the table copies· of all correspondence which may have passed 
between the members of the Khilafat Delegation and the Government, and 
also the Moslem countries intended to be visited ? 

(b) If the answer be in the negative, will the Government kindly state 
the reasons ? 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : The Honourable Member 
is referred to my reply to the preceding question and to the correspond
encE: laid on the table. Under the, Passport Rules, individual applications 
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aril required to be made in a prescribed form. No 'SUeh applications have 
been received. · 

CHASGE IN THE w !ZIRISTAN POLlCY. 

1110. *Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : (a) With· reference to my starred 
Question No. 929 of the 24th March 1924, asking whether there has be~ll 
any change in the Waziril;~an policy, and the reply of the Government .in 
the negati\'e, bas the attention of the Government been drawn to the offimal 
publication entitled " Stat.ement ~bowing the recommendations of t~e 
Indian Retrenchment Committee whiCh have not been accepted, or .are still 
"'ider comsideration" (page I, Serial No. 2) in which it is stated that 
" a change in the Wazirh;tan policy since the Committee reported has 
rendered it impossible to effect a reduction to this figure 'l ? 

(b) What iH the explanation of thi1:1 apparent inconsistency f .And 
what is the exact nature of the change, if any 1 

Mr. H. R. Pate : (a) and (b). The statement referred to is inaccurate 
nnd \\'as nmcle under a misunden;tanding of the actual facts. These were 
11tated iu the reply given to the Honourable Member's ~arlier Question 
No. 928. 

EXPENDITURE ON THE LIGHTING AND BuoYING OF TIIE PERSIAN GULF. 

llll. *Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : (a) With reference to my 1-tarred Ques
tion No. 932 of the 24th March 1924, regarding the expenditure on lighting 
and buoying of the Persian Gulf, and the reply of the Government that 
11 the provision of Rs. 1,00,000 was omitted by mil:ltake, and the whole 
amount had subsequently to be restored in order to provide for certain 
obligatory hut unforeseen expenditure," has the atteDtion of the Govern
ment been drawn to the official publication, entitled '' Statement showing 
the recommendations of the Indian Retrenchment Committee which have 
not been accepted, or are still under consideration " (page 3, Serial No. 13) 
in which it is stated that 11 the provll!ion on this account was reduced accord
ingly, but on a subsequent representation from the administrative depart· 
ment that it was not possible to work with the reduced provision, the sum 
was restored " f 

(b) What is the exact position with regard to this item of expendi
ture f And are the Government prepared to lay on the table the represen· 
tation referred to above f If not, why not t 

Mr. H. I. Pate I (a) and (b). I think th~ Honourable Member ·may 
have been misled by the use of the term ' representation '. No official 
representation was made on the subject, the matter was arranged by 
inter-departmental discussion. In the circumstances the Government of 
India do not consider that there is any incon!l;istency between the reply 
previously given and the published statement to which the Honourable 
Member refers. 

FLOODS IN Bnua AND OsrsSA. 

Mr. Gay& Prasad Singh : Before I put Question No. 1112, I may 
point out that I made mention of a statement which was made in the 
Bihar and Orissa Legislath·e Council on the 13th February 1924. The 
reference is to the Bihar and Orissa Legislative Council Proceedinas, 
~·olume 9! No. 3, pn~e 78. That might be incorpo~ated with the pl'O(:t>;d. 
mgs of this day. W1th that I proceed to ask Question No. 1112. 



LEGISL.lTIVI .lS!IIIMBLY. [30TH MAY 1924. 

1112. • With reference to starred Questi{)n No. 410 on the 2111t 
February 19~·1 ·and the reply of O.Overnmfnt that the Railway 
embankments do not impede the natural waterways by rens,,n ot' 
the insufficiency of culverts and with reference to the rrply of Govern
ment to starred Question No. 1004 on the 2-Ith March, 1924 to the effect 
that '' the Railway banks are well provided with flood openings as well 
as culv~rts ", has the attention of the Government been drawn to th1• 
following reply given in the Bihar and Ori.s~;a Lq~~islative Council Qn the 
13th February, 1924 :-

11 The Bengal and North· Western Railway in the locality at present 
acts as a harrier to the floods. The floods sometimes come from the nof(n. 
in ·which case the embankment prevents the watN passing to the land on 
the south of the Railway. On the other hanil, when the Ganges is in 
.lligh flood, the embankment of the Railway prevents the Gang-es water 
from running to the north, and damaging the land there. The opinion 
of the enginee~ with regard to thi~ question is that if large openings were 
put on the Railway, the resultant effect of the floods would be to do more 
damage than is done at present "T 

Will the Government be pleased to state the true facts about thi11 
matter? 

. Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Yes, Governmt'nt have seen the r':'ply refl'rrctl 
to. That reply, however, related to a different ~Section of the country 
from that to which Question No. 1004 of 24th March 192~ npplied, while 
Question No. 410 of 21st February 1924 also cited by the Hononrab),) 
l\Iember, referred to fioodt-~ iq ~eneral. 

The reply in the Bihar and Orissa LegislatirP. Council is correct with 
regard to the section Barauni to Thana-Bihpur to which it referred. The 

·reply given in the Assembly on 24th March last to Question No. 1004 
dealt with certain other sections. It is correct as regardiJ all the sections 
of railway referred to in it, except the Sonepur-Dighwara section. On 
that section as on the Barauni-Thana-Bihpur section a practically conti· 
nuous embankment is maintained in the interests of both the railway 
and the adjacent tracts, and this should have been made clear in that 
reply. 
ALLEGED CANVASSING OF 1\IEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT BY SIR MALCOLM HAILE\'. 

, Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : Sir, before I put Question No. 1113, I want 
to point out, there is one omission which has been made in this question. 
In the " Forward " newspaper it is ~tated that " Liberal amendment 
asking for a commission of inquiry was not moved, as a result of active 
canvassing by the father-in-law of the Viceroy's son, Sir Alfred Mond, 
and by Sir Malcolm Hailey.'' This expression has been omitted. 

Mr. President : Do you want to put your question as it stands on 
the Agenda? 

. Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh: Yes, Sir, I sent the question including the 
wording given in the " Forward " newspaper ; but in the question as it 
stands a wrong extract has been given. 

Mr. Prestdent : You can only put the question as it stands on the 
agenda. 

Mr. Gaya. Prasad Singh : But my question has been wrongly printed 
here.-
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. Mr. President : The question appears on the agenda in the form in 
which it was admitted. Do ~ou want to put your question as appearing 
(IU the agenda t . 

Mr. K. Ahmed : Is it not the practice in the House of Commons, 
when therl' i11 an alteration or variation in the question which is in the 
agenda, but which is not asked, to give first an answer to the question 
il.!l to why any \'8riation has been made in the question before an answer 
to the main que~;tion entered iR the agenda is given t 

Mr. President : The questiOn has· not yet been answered and you 
ennnot at this stage put a snpplemt>ntary question. ... . 

Mr. K. Ahmed : Is it not the practice, Sir, in the House of Commons 
lo give an answer ..... . 

Mr. Presiden~ : Order, order. 

1113. • Mr. Gaya Pra.3a:i Singh : (a) Has the attention of th(~ Govern
njent been drawn to the following London cable, published. in the 
" Forward " newspaper, dated the 18th April 1924 : " Libet·al amend
ment asking for a commission of inquiry was not moved, as a re~;ult of 
nctive canvassing by Sir Malcolm Hailey " 7 

(b} Will the Government be pleased to say if there is any 'truth in 
the above statement f Do the Government Service Conduct rules permit 
a Government Hervant, who is on leave, to take active part in politic&l 
matters of the nature referred to above f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: The answer to (a) is 
in the affirmativt>. 

(b) Oovernmt>nt ha\'e no rt>ason to believe that there is any truth in 
t hP. statemt>nt. 

DETENTION OF TELEGRAPH :MESSAGES RELA'riNG TO THE RELEASE OF 
MAHATMA GANDHI. 

1114. *Mr. Gaya Pra:~a.d Singh: (a) Is it a fact that any in~trnctious 
were i.Hsued forbidding the 11elegraph Department from delivering 
meS.Iillges relating to the release of Mahatma Gandhi before 11 A.M. on the 
day on which he was released t 

(b) And if not, do the Governmt>nt know if any telegraphic messages 
were ac\ually delivered before 11 A.M. on that day f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddi.man: The answer to (a) is 
iu the negativt'. 

(b) Go\'ernml'nt ha\'t> no information. 
C'ox·rlt.\I'T WITH THE BENGAL AND NORTH-WESTERN RAILWAY. 

1115. • Mr. Ga.ya Prnn" Sinp-h : ( n) Wlwn did the pre~ent contract 
between the Government and the Bengal and North-Western Railway Com
pany begin, and when will it end f 

(b) Will the Gon•rnment ~(! pleased to lay a copy of the contract 
on the table 1 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) The principal contract between the 
St~crf'taJ·\' of 8tate and the Bengal and North-Western Railway Company 
was ext>cuted on the 12th December 1882 and terminates by efflux of time 
on the 3l"it Dert-mber 1981. The Secretary of State has, however, the 
J·ir:ht to determine the Contract on the 31st December 1932 by giving 
one year's previous notice of his intention to purchase the Railway ; 
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he has also the power to determine the Contraet at any time, at six 
months' notice, if the Company fail to observe its obligations under 
th~ Contract. 

(b) A Volume containing thE> Reprint of the Contracts between the 
Secretary of State and the Bt-ngal and North-Western Railway Com puny, 
I.imited, has been placed in the Library. 

LEVY OF Tor~L AT TIII': BRIDOE OVER THE 0UNDUK BETWEEN JIA,IIPllR ANO 
SONEPUR. 

1111). *Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh: (a) Are the Government awurtl 
that a toll of one anna per head is levied on every person crossing .-1. 
foot the Behg-al and North-Western Railway bridge over the Ountlnk 
between Hajipore and Sonepur 1 

(b) Will the Govet·nment kindly state under what law or anthority 
such a toll is being levied Y 

(c) llow long hRs this been <ione ; nn<l is there any condition O\' time 
limit attached to it 1 
. (d) Are the Government prepared to consider the question of abolish· 

itrg the toll, and making· the bridge free 'l And if not., why not ? 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) Yes. 

(b) The toll is levied under section 51(/) of the Indian Railway11 
Act and the provisions of the contract made between the Secretary of 
};tate and the Bengal and North-Western Railway Company. 

(c) The footway over the bridge was opened in 1H87. The present 
eontractor's agreement expires in December 1924, but the railway have 
the right to enter into a fresh a~reement. 

(d) The question of abolishing the toll is, at pre11ent, under con· 
sideration. 

Mr. Ga.ya Prasad Singh : What is the total amount of toll collected 
since it was levied ? 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The Honourable Member must obviously give 
me notice of that question. 1 cannot be expected to carry figm·ps in 
my head. 

Mr. Gaya. Prasad Singh: It was inclnd('d in my question, but it has 
been omitted in thP printed (•opy. 

Mr. President : Notice ha11 been dPmanflt'(l. 

INCREASE OP EXPENDITURE ON THE l\hLITARY AND ALL·INDIA CIVIL 8EHVIrE~. 

1117. •Diwan Babadur M. Ramacbandra. Rao : Will the Government 
be pleased to place on the table a statement showing the increase of public 
expenditure consequent on the increase of salaries, pensions, and allowances 
of the military services in India betweE'n the 1st April 1918 and the 1st 
April 1924, and a similar statement for the same period in respect of the 
all-India Ch·il Services ? 

The Honoura.ble Sir Basil Blackett : Collection of materials for a 
complete reply to the Honourable Member's question would impose undue 
labour upon the audit offices. Accor,ling to such information aR is avail
able, the total increase in civil expenditure in the Central and Provincial 
Governments combined since 1918-14 owing to increases in the emoluments 
·and pensions of the All-India Civil Services is estimated at something 
over a crcre of rupees per annum (the charge being mostly provincial). 
For military Rervices the figure is about five erores of rupees per annum. 



Qt'l:S'riONS AND .ANS~RS. 2387 

nETRENCIIMEN'rS ON .J.~DIAN RAILWAYS. 

. 1118. •niwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao : With reference to 
QuPstitm ~;(t, :37 asked by me at the meeting of the Legi~lative Assembly 
ht>!d on the lHt February 192~, will the (}Qvernment be plca.~ed to place on 
the table a statement of the economies effected by the Agents of the Railway 
admini8trations and the managers of the company-managed lines f 

Mr. C. D. 'M. Hindley : The Railway Board still await· reports from 
t-ome of th~ most ilnportant railways, but the statement promised will be 
laid ou the table liS soon as it l!an be completed. 
nllrs flu\"ERSINO THE AWARD OF TECilNtCAL SqiOLA!tSIIIPS FOR STUDY 

AlmOAD. 

111\.1. •Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao : (a) Will the Govern· 
ment be plel<~ed to lay on the table the rules now in for:!e and framed by 
the Government of India and the Local Governments for the award of 
State technical scholarships for study abroad ? 

(b) Will the Government be pleased to state the number' of scllOlar
ships awarded by the Government of In,Pia and the Local Governments in 
1923-24, and the Rubjccts for study in each ca.oe ! 

The Honourable Slr Bhupendra Nath M:tra.: (a) The rules pub· 
li11hed l·.)' the Government of India in Resolution No. 399, dated the 1st 
May 1916 as amrndccl up to date aro generally observed in granting 
!;tate tcchnienl ~cholar~hips. But separate rulu or instructions have 
been issued by certain Local Governments and special rules have also 
beC'n framed by the Government of In.dia to regulate the grant of scholar. 
~;hips in l!erbin subjects. A set of the rules has been placed in the 
Library. · 

(b} A r,tatt>ment was laid on the table, on tht> 27th :May 1924, in 
reply to an nn~tarred question, No. 273, by Seth Goyind Da.;. . 

S:11tcment 1howing thf numbtr of State Teclmical Scholarships tcnablt abroad, which 
W6r• awarded dur;ng the year 19:3-194. · 

Awarded by, Subjects of study. 

Government < f India. , • Mining • , , , 
G'-'Ologiral surveying 
Metallurgy , • , • 

Govcmment of MadraJ , , ('er1mira • , , • , . 
Manufacttlre of paints and \'ami~hes .• 
Textile chemistry with particular refer· 

ence to biPaching, dyeill; and finishing 
of silk and cotton fabrirs. 

Government of Bombay Chemical manufacture (Pharmaet utica!) 
Tf'xtile industry (spinning) , • • , 

Gonmml'nt of Bengal , • f:ilk weaving, ref' ling and dyeing , , 
Mnnuf8('ture and refining of vegetable 

Oovtmmtont of the Ullited 
Provlnt'ftl. 

Oonrnm<'nt of the Punjab 
CovPmment of Bihar and 

OriAS&. 
Oovemment of Burma , • 

Govemml'nt of the Central 
ProvinrM. 

Gonmment of Auam .. 

L74LA 

and fish oils. 
Textile dyeing, printing and bleaching , , 

Chemistry of oils and' fata 
Steel C&lltinf .. 
Al!rirultura chcmilltry 
OilMininst •• 
Coal Mining 

Numher. Total, 

1 t 
~ \ a 
) ) '. 1 ) 

3 

!J 
2 

2 

Nil Nil 

n 
} I 2 1 I 
1 

Nil Nat. -T<lt~l 10 

II: 

• 
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NET flEVENlTE REALIZED 1MM R.A.lLWAYS IN 1924. 

1120. •Diwan Bahadur M. Rama.ch::tndra. Rao : (a) With riC'fPrence to 
the answer p:iven to my question No. 53 asked nt the meetin~ held on the 
Jst February 1924, ·will the Governmrnt b0 pleased to state what net 
l'evenue has been realized by the Railways in the official year 19~4 (item 1 
of the statement), and whether the anticipated return of 5.46 per cent. 
has been realized f If it has not been, what is the actual return r:-alized f 

(b J Will the Government be plen~ed to place on the table the rulrs 
tlnder which the proposals for retrenchment under item11 2, 3 nnd 4 of the 
statement are submitted for the sanction of the Secretary of State f '-' . 

Mr. C. D. M. nlndley : (a) The Accounts for 1923-24 have not yet 
l1een closed hut from the approximate figures available it appears that 
the net reYfmue realised from Railways is likely to be 311 crores, givinJ 
a return of nearly 51 per cent on the capital-at-charge. 

(b) The Honourable Member is apparently under some mi~apprehen· 
sion. The propo·.;nls referred ta by the Honourable Member which have 
been submitted to the Secretary of State anrl reqnire his sanction, do not 
relate to any definite items of retrenchment proposed by the Indian Re· 
trenchment Commitee, but to the broader questions of financing, in the 
most economical way, the arrear and future reMwal~:~ of railway pro· 
perty ; to thll estai'>lishment of a Depreciation Fund for Statr.-Worlterl 
Railways and to the consequential alterations in the existing rules which 
determine the incidence of expenditure between Capital and Revenue. 
These proposals Iorm part of the b~neral question of the separation of 
the Railway from the General Finances and will come before the Assem· 
bly when that question is considered. 

l":NnA~crn l'owERs OF AaE~'l's OF STATE RAILWAYs AND DLRECTORS oil' 
CoMPANY 1\IANAGED RAILWAYS IN REGARD TO EsTABLisllMENTS. 

1121. •Diwan Bahadur· r4. Ra.machandra. R1o : Will the Government 
be pleased to place on the table a statement showing the enhanced powerH 
conferred on the Agents of State Uailways and Dire~tor:i of Company· 
managed lines in regard to establishments (item No. 9 of the statement 
given in reply to my Quelition No. 53 asked on the 1st February 1924) 1 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley.: .As the Honourable Member apparently onlv· 
desires to know the powers of the Agents in respect fo reduction of staff, 
it will perhaps suffice if he is informed that the Agents of State Hailway.i 
and Boards of Directors are given full discretion in re14pect to reducti<..n 
of non-pensionable po;:;ts in subordinate cadres. All reductions in the 
Superior cadres have to be sent to the Railway Board for sanction . 

.ADlrtsstoN or INDIAN STUDENTS TO TilE UNIVERsrrr OFFICERs' TRAINING 
CORPS. 

1122. •Diwa.n Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao : Will the Government 
be pleased to state whether the recommendation made in paragraph 108 
of the r~port of the Committee on. Indian Students for the admission of 
Indian students to the University Officers' Training Corps has been can-led 
into effect 7 

Mr. 11. R. Pate : The tnatter is still under consideration. 
Diwan Bahadur M. Ramacha.ndra. ll"l'l ~ M w I ask, Sir, h(lw lont' 

wm thi'l :nllfttr he under con~;itleration 
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Mr. B. R. Pa4;e: I am not able to say. 
Diwan Ba.hadur M. Ramachandra lao ! 1\lay I inform the Honour· 

able Member that this matter has been under consideration for some 
years. 

May I ask the Honourable 1\fember whether he would ask IIis :Majesty'~ 
Government to expedite this matter f , 

Mr. H. R. Pate: I think we have already done so, but if we have 
llot, we will do so. 

nEcOMMENDATIONS OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN STUDENTS. 

J 123. •Diwan Bll.hadur M. Ramachandra Rao : (a) Will the Govern• 
ment be pleased to state whether the recommendations made in paragraphs 
95, 96, 97, 98 and 99 of the report of the Committee on the Indian StudciJis 
have been accepted by the Government of India and the Secretary of 
State, and what steps have been taken to give effect to them 7 

(b) Will the Government be pleased to state whether the .Inns of 
Court have been approached with a view to the amendment of their regn· 
lations as recommended in paragraph 109 of the report of the committee 
on Indian students, and whether the amendments have been made ! 

Mr. J. W. Bhore: (a) The Government of India availed themselves 
of the opportunity afforded by the recent llniversities' Conference to obtain 
its views on some of the recommendations made by the Committee on 
Indian Student.11. They are now considering all the general questions 
raised by the Committee as alw tho;;e pertaining to the industrial training 
of Indian .•tudcnts and hope to be able to place their final conclusions 
before th" ~rcretary of State at an early date. 

(b) The lli?'h Commissioner for India was asked, in May 1923, to 
a~ct'ftain the vie,:.vs of the Inns of Court on the recommendation con• 
tained in parngoraph 109 of the Committee's Report. No reply has been 
received fmm the lligh Commissioner, who has now been asked to report 
wh~ther the recommendation in question has been adopted. 

EsTABLISHMENT OF A. PunLrc SERVICES CoMMISSION IN INDIA, ETC. 

1124. 1Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao : (a) Will the Govern· 
ment be ph•nred to state whether the establishment of a Public Services 
Commission contemplated in section 96-C of the GovP.rnment of India Act 
hns been con::;idered, and whether any action in this direction is intended 
to be taken t · 

(b) Will the Government be pleased to state what effect has been 
l!ivrn to each of the recommendations made in paragraphs 14, 15, 16, 17, 
lS and 26 and summarised in paragraph 35 of the Crewe Committee Report 
on the Home administration of Indian affairs f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : (a) The Honourable 
Member is referred to the reply given in this House by my predecessor to 
Sir Deva Prasad Sarvadhikary's Question No. 162 on the 12th February 
1923. The desirability of establishing a Public Services Commission under 
the ProviRions of section 9G-C of the Government of India Act will be 
eon!Udered in conn!'ction with the ·recommendations of the Royal Commis· 
sion on Services on this question. 

(b) In the second part of the question I am a.~kecl for information as 
to the extent to which certain recommendations of the Crewe Committee 
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have b~en giv~n etTt>f't to. I wouM prt>face my remarks by the obRertation ' 
.that the Report of the Crewe Committee is dated June 1919. The Govern· 
:ment of India Bill of 1919 ha.d bt>en introduced in Pal'liament, but the 
Joint Select Committee had not then begun to sit. That is, the recomml'ud· 
ations in the Report were made on the basis of the amendments to the 
Government of India Act contained in the Bill introduced in Parliament 
in 1919.' That Bill was based upon the proposals in the Mont.Jlgll· 
Chelmsford Report mGdified according to later recommendations or the 
Government of India, which were based largely upon the opmions ehcit.,J. 
in India by the publication of the Report. l now take the recommends· 
tJOns of the Crewe Committee contained in the paragraphs mentioned in 
the question and as summarised in paragraph 33. 

(i) Paragraph 14.-This recommendation was made with reference 
to the proposal in paragraphs 277 and 279 of the Montagu-Chelmsford 
Report as to the eonstitution of the Council of Sta.te and the methods of 
securing that essential Government legislation should be carried. ~ the 
Honourable Member is aware, those proposal'J were not finally acce1~t~~l. 
Under those proposals any certification of legislation would have been by 
the Governor General in Council. So far as certification of legislation 
under the provisions of section 67-B of the Go,·ernment o! India Act ~s 
concerned, the certification is by the Governor General, and this is, there· 
fore, a matter in ~ hich the Goven10r General in Council is not primarily 
concerned. The Governor General in Council is, however, aware that the 
Secretary of State has intimated that in this matter he prt!fers to rely on 
the discretion of the authority concerned as to whether there shall be nny 
report for his previous approval before certification is resorted to rather 
than to issue rigid instructions. 

(in Parcuraphs 15 and 16'.-The Crewe Committee apparently in 
these paraf!l'aphs contemplatt>d the growth of a convention under whi~h, 
whfn the Gonrnmcnt of India 1\.'ere in agreement with .the majority of 
the non-official Members of the Legislative Assembly, which would pre!-~Ulll .. 

, , ably under the Act as finally passed be interpreted as applying to I! On
official Members of both Chambers of the Indian Legislature, the Secretary 
vl State would ·save in exceptional circumstances assent to their joint 
decision. I invite a reference by the Honourable Member to the later 
pronouncements on the same question contained in the Repot't of the Joint 
Select Committee in their remarks on clause 33 of the Bill of 1919 and Olt 
the Rule under se~tion 33 of the Act of 1919. As regards these proposul!4 
the Honourable Member is no doubt aware of the fiscal conrention whil•h 
is in coUI~lle of being or Is established. .That may be regardeJ as the extent 
of the definite action taken upon these proposals. 

(iii) Paragraph 17.-I will attempt to give such information a:~ is 
available in re~arrl to the proposals in this paragraph in my reply to the 
Honourable :Member's next question which raises this point in a more 
detailed form. · · 

{iv) Paragraph 18.-With the exception below the position as regartls 
this recommendation is the same all regards the recommendations in pam· 
graphs 15 and 16 of the report. Under clause (7) in rule 1 of the Provin
cial .Audit Resolution relating to expenditure on provincial reserved 
subjects, when tht> cost of a revision of permanent e~;tablishment exceeds 
Rs. 5 lakhs a yenr but cloelol not exceed Rs. 15 lakhs a year the sanction of 
the Secretary of State in Council ifi not Tf'f~uired if a Resolution recommend
ing the ~barges is }Ja;scd by the Legiblative C01mcil. This ia a definite 
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delegation bf the powers of the Secretary of State in Council in conformity 
with the principle recommended by the Crewe. Committee. · 

(v) Paragraph 26.-If the Honourable Member will refer to such pro
''isions of the Government of Inuia Act as are contained in section 6'1-B, 
t.ub-11ection (2), section 68, sub-section (2), and section 69, 'lub-section (1),· 
J1e will find that the propoRal has been given effect to. There has been 
no caRe 11ince the pa~a•ing of the GoYermnent of India Act of 1919 in which 
Jli11 .Maje~;ty in Council has signified his disallowance of· any Act of the 
Indian LegislAture. In the only case to which the provisions of section 
6i -B, sub-liection (2~, regarding the assent of Ilis Majesty in Council 
applied, such ll!'scnt wall, in fact, accorded in the Order of Ilis Majesty 
'lh Council published in the Notification by the Goyernment of India in 
the Legislative Department No. 77, dated the 26th Apri~ 1923. 

8L'BJEf"1' I~ IU:Cl.~RD TO WIIICH RECOURSE IS HAD TO PREVIOUS CONSULTATION 
WITH TIJE SECRETARY 011' STATE FOR INDIA INSTEAD OF OBTAINING HIS 

J'RI~VIOUS SANC'fiON. 

1125. •Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra. Rao : With reference to 'the 
recommendation of the Crewe Committee in paragraph 17 of the report 
that " the principle of previous coru;ultation should be substituted in aH 
cases where the previous sanction of the Secretary of State in Council -
has hitherto been required ", that the Secretary of State " should revise 
the list of subjects on '\'rhich he requires such previous consultation '' 
and that the above recommendations should apply " to all projects both 
I.eghilative and Financial" subject to reservations that may be necessary 
for the proper discharge of the Secretary of State's ministerial respon
sihilitieH, will the Government be pleaEed to make a statement as to the 
C'Xtent to which each of the above recommendations has been carried into 
e1Tect, and to state the subjects, if any, in regard to which the Government 
of Indian are now consulting the Secretary of State in Council iru;tead of 
obtaining his previous sanction t 

The Honourable Sir Alexander lluddiman : In the paragraph in ques· 
tion ef the Report of the Crewe Committee, it was indicated clearly that 
the proposal only related to legislativP. and financial projects. 

In regard to administrative questions, there were not and a.re not 
now any formal restrictions on the powers of the Government of India .. 
A rercrence to the Secretary of State continues to be made on questions 
whil!h are understood to be specially important from the administrative 
point of view. . 

In regard to le~islative flro.iects the present po~ition will be explained 
by my friend, the Honourable Sir Henry Moncrieff Smith when replying 
to the Honourable Member's Question No. 1127. 

As regards finnncial projects, no action on the lines recommended by 
the Crewe Committt-e has been taken. In lieu of such action, the Secretary 
of State in Council ha.~, however, made a considerable relaxation of his 
rontrol by the definite delegations which are contained in the Central anJ 
l)rovincial Audit Resolution 110 far as expenditure from Central Revenues 
and expenditure on provincial reserved subjects are concerned, and in 
Schedule III to the Devolution Rules in regard to expenditure on transfer
red subjects, 

The Audit Resolutions referred to, with the amendments made theretf) 
from time to time, hne been published in the Gazette of India. A copy 
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()f the Rt'solution, as nmt>ndetl to date, "ill, howt'ver, be supplied to the 
Honourable 1\Iembt'l' by the Home Departml'llt if he so desire~. 

Diwan Ba.hadur M. Ra.macha.ndra Rao : I have a copy of the Alulit 
Resolution as amended to date. But may 1 ask, ~ir, if there hal'l bl•en uny 
advance with regard to financial devnlution sin.ce the rd'or·ms have bCl'lt 

introduced f So far a.i I can see, tne po~ition is exactly the same ll!i it 
was before. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : That is a questi(ln ot 
opinion, I think, rather of fact. 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao : May I ask, Sir, in what rH 
pects the Government of India now possess more powers with reganl ~· 
financial matters than they did befort' the Audit Resolutions were is:-~ued T 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I think I have drawn 
the Honourable Member's attention to the Audit Resolutions which do 
involve some delegation. Whether ht: considers dcl('gation to be an advance 
or not I cannot say. 

· Diwan B:J.hadur M. Ramachandra. Ra.o : May• I ask in what rcspeet 
there has been delegation f 

Mr. A. R11ngaswami Iyengar : May I know, Sir, whether, in respect 
to non-official matters, there are at present any proposal~ for further devo
lution of powers to the Government or India and the Indian Legislature T 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I cannot g-ive a definite 
answer to that beyond the fact that, 11s the Honourable Member i~ doubt· 
less aware, that is one of the subjects the Committee will consillcr. 

SrrooTING OF MtLL HANDS AT CAWNPORE. 

1126. *Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra. Rao : (a) Will the Govern
ment be pleased to lay on the table the reports, if any, received b) the 
Government about the recent shooting of mill hands at Cawnpore t 

The Honourable Sir Alexander 1\tuddiman : The G1'vernment of 
India received a copy of the rt>port of the District Mag-istrate, Cawllpore. 
This has already been published in the press, and has no doubt come to 
the Honourable Member's notice. 

1\tr. Chaman tal : What action do Government contemplate taking T 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : The Government can 
contemplate no action. 

Mr. Chaman tal: Are they quite satisfied that the firing was ju:-ti
fied f 

The Honourable s~r Alexander Muddiman : The GovPrnment han• 
considered the case and consider that the firing was quite justified. 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra. Rao : lias there been a judicid 
inquiry T 

The ... Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : There was an inquiry 
by the District 1\Iagistrate. 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra. Rao: Is that juuicial inquiry Y 
The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: I am afraid I must a:;k 

for notice of the question. 
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Mr. Chanun Lal : .~re Government issuing any instructions tb their 
officers in connection w1th cases like these ar1smg in futur~:~ t 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Mnddima.n : The Government of India 
are issuing no instructions on this particular case. They have issued 
inlitructions on the general matter, I believe. 

Mr. Chaman Lal: Do not thry think it desirable that. they should t 
The Honourable Sir Alexander llluddiman : If the tiring was justi

fied, there liccms no reason for il'lsuing further instructions. 
}'BEVIOl'S SANCTION OF TilE SECRETARY Oil' STATE TO TilE INTRODUCTION 
"- OF LEGISLATION IN TilE .ASSEMBLY AND IN PROVINCIAL LEGISLATIVE 

CouNciLs. 
1127. ~Diwan· Eahadur r.t. Rlm!lchandra Rao: (a) Will the Govern

ment be pleased to place on the table the instructions now in force, if 
any, of the Secretary of State in Council to the Government of India 
and the Local Governments for obtaining his previous consent for the 
introduction of meJsureJ OI 1egi~!dLJOn lil th.e Legllilative .AsiSembly :mel 
the Legislative Councils, or reg-arding Bills already introduced or in 
regard to Bills in progress in the Legislatures t 

(b) Will the Government be pleased to state the classes of legis
Jaticm which the Go\'ernment of India cannot now introduce in the 
Legislative .Assembly without obtaining the sanction of the Secretary 
of btate for India or of the Secretary of State for India in Cquncil ! 

s·r Henry Moncrieff Smith: (a) and (b). The Secrt~tary of State: 
tcquire-1 reference for his approval prior to introduction by the Govern
ment of India in the Indian Legislahlre of Bills other than routine Bills 
a11d Bill• o~ minor imr;ortance which fall within certain specified cla:;ses, 
a list of which i'i laid on the table. :Ko reference to the Secretary of Stata 
i11 rrquired prior to the introduction of Dills in Provincial Legislative 
Councilll but the Secretary of State has directed his concurrence to be
ohtainrd bt>fore ~;anction is refused by the Governor General to the whole
or to the main proYisions of a Bill which it is proposed to introduce in suel:r 
f'nnnril or hrfore execntin• ordrrs are issued by th<~ Government of India: 
forbidding the introduction by a Local Government of such Bill. 'l'hese· 
instructions are embodied in unpublished official correspoudence and the 
Government of India arc unable to lay them on the table. 

Liilt of Billa. 
Any rnl'n~nl'l's-

( 11) afffrting tht> public ilcU or rustom duties ; 
{b) afTf.'~ting the di~cipline or maintenance of any part of His Majest'' 's 

Military, Naval or .Air Forre ; • 
(r) ntl'ertin~t the rdatioM of the Government with Foreign PrincE's and Statc.s; 
(d) regulotin~t any provinrinl subjert or any part of a provincial subjr.ct 

whi<'h has not be~•n derlnred bv rules unrler the Government of Indi:~. 
Att to be subjeet to ll'gislntion "by the Indian Legislature ; · 

(e) repeuling and amending any Art of a loeallcgislature passed after 1920: 
(/) providing for the punL hmC'nt of otrl.'ncps by eourtA not constituted unr!Pt 

the Code of Criminnl Procedure or conferring on the executive pow~ra 
of int<'rft:'ll'nre with the personal liberty of the subjPrt ; 

(q) regulating merchant ahipping other than shipping on inland water·ways ; 
(Ia) rt>gulutiog the personal status and rights of European British subjects; 
(i) fl'I('Ulating nnturalieation ; · 
(j) atT~!·ting the curr~nry ; 
(k) altl'finK the lnw ml'ft•hant ; 
(I) l'l•gulating the prerogative of, the Crown. 



~lOTIO~ FOR ADJOUltNl\1ENT. 

LEE Cm\UIISi:!ION 's HEI·oar. 

Mr. President : I have received a notice from Mr. Acharya of a 
12 NOON, 

motion for the adjournment of the busiucs::~ of the 
Legislative Assembly ".for the purpose of uisculidng 

the action, as announced by the Honourable the Home Member, which hl.l.i 
bet•n taken by the Governmmt of India upon the Ueport of the Lee Com· 
mission before affording the Assembly reasonable or1wrtunity for con· 
sidering the soundness or othcrwhe of the recommeudations made in the 
said report." The difficulty that I feel about this motion is that as Honour. 
able Members will remember, the Leader of the House tho othe1· uay intt' 
mated to the House that, if the Hou~P wanted an opp01'tunity this Hession 
of discussing the Lee Commission's Rrport, the Government w lll be pre· 
pared to give facilities for such discmsion. It then, a day i:i likely tn be 
given, if demanded by the Assembly; for the purpose of disctts)Jing the Lt•o 
Commission's Report, I feel great difficulty about giving my consent to a 
motion being made for an adjournment of the Ilou~e for the purpose of 
discussing a matter with regard tu which fa.cilitie'l have already been 
promised for a full discus:;;ion. Nor will Mr. Acharya's purpose be better 
served by this course because the cli~cussion on an adjournment of the 
House will be a two hours' discmsi(ln ancl will be confined only to the· 
particulfU' matter mentioned in his notice, while if the IIouse secures a day 
for the cliscn<~sion of the Lee Commis:~ion's Report they will have a fuller 
and better discussion. I would like to know what Mr. Acharya's desire i1 
before I decide on the technical question. 

· Mr. M. K . . 1\charya. (South Arcot C1tm Chingleput : Non-Muham· 
madan Rural) : With your permis:;hn, Sir, if the Honourable the Ilome 
Member will perhaps communicate to the llou.."!e the particular points on 
which immediate action is propo~ed to be taken or is likely to be taken 
by the Government of India or the Secretary of State, which are of an 
ur~-rent chnracter, and which it ma:v he found desirable to dhcuss in this 
Honse, and if, as yon snid, Sir, a d~y will be given for the discussion of 
these very ur~t>nt matter~. leaving tl1e consideration of the whole report 
to a future anil more 1111itable occasion, I should be quite satisfied and I 
will not press the motion for adjou·rnmcnt of the House. 

Tho Hononrahle Sir Alexander Muddima.n (Home Member) : I have 
st present no further statement to make to the House on the subjeet of 
thPst nrgoent matters. I quite recognise the desire of the House to have 
~orne general iclea of what thE'y 11re being asked to discus.;. I have no 
desire to Ml'>h the IIouRe into a cliscm:sion of a general character if they 
fire nn~illing to undertake ~mch a diseusRion. I should like to point 
out, if I may, what our position i'l. W f'! bron~ht this report into this 
Cb11mber as early as we pol'lsibly conl<l. The Report was not received in 
India till the 21st :May and we could not have had ~reneral circulation of 
the Report in India till the very day on which it was laid hire. We 
have acted throng-bout with an honest desit·e, a real desire, to get thi~ 
Report circulated to you as soon as WP could, and to (!ive you a chance 
of discussing it. It was a very easy thing to have withheld public1:1tir,n 
of this rf'port till after thi~ session. We did not desire to do so. We 
have no desire to rush the IIouse into. a discussion on all the points in 

(2394) 



MonoN !Ol .lDJOUR}."l!EN't, 2395. 

the whole of the Report if it is unwilling. We ourselves, speaking for 
mylll'lf. would require much more eonsideration for dealing with thtt 
Repv!'t in that way. As to urgent matters, I am myself 'in a difficulty, 
I oarried out the wishes of the House expressed the day before yester· 
-lay and I have already informed the Secretary of. State that it is the 
desire of a large number of non·official Members of the House that no 
action ~bould he taken till they have had an opportunity of discussion, 
and I pel'!lonally, if I may say so, recognize that this is ~tn intelligible 
desin!. It is difficult lor me to say what class of matter is likely to be 
dealt with as nrgent, but I may at least refer to one kind. I am told that 
Ahere are pressing questions regarding appointments which have to be 
madtJ tn•gently. Are these appointments to be made by the Secretary 
of State under the old rules or are they to be made by the High Com· 
misRioner Un1ler the new rules f That is obviously an urgent matter ; 
but I cannot go beyond what I have said to-day. 

Mt. Devaki Praaad Sinha (Chota Nagpur Division: Non-Muham· 
madan) : May I inquire, Sir, when you propose· to make that state
ment f 

The Hono11ra.ble Sir .Alexander Muddima.n : I have gone as far as 
1 ean at present, and if I can make a fuller statement I will make it. 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra lao (Goda\fari cum ltistna : Non
:Muhammadan Rural) : May I inquire when you propose to make that 
ttatement t 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : When I obtain the inf(.lr .. 
mation which will enable me to make it. 

Mr. A. langaswamy Iyenga.r (Tanjore cttm Trichinopoly : Non
Muhammadan Rural) : Will it he made at such a time as will leave the 
Uouse time to discuss it t · . 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: 1 hope 110 ; certainly. 
Mr. Jamnadaa M. Mehta (Bombay Northern·Division: Non-Muham· 

madan Rural) : No action will be taken in the meantime f 
The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : It is only a question of a 

day or two. Certainly no action will be taken. 
Dr. H. S. Gour (Central Provinces Hindi Divisions : Non-Muham

madan) : May I draw the attention of the Honourable :Member to a 
telegrP.m dated May 20th which reads as follows : 

" In the House ot Commona to-day, teplyi.ng to Mr. Walter ~aker and Air. Mills, 
Jl r. Rieharda said, no order on the Lee Commission 'a Report would be passed without 
thfl }f.(>port being diaeossed ill the !,egislative Assembly." 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : My attention has 
already been drawn to that, but I have only seen the telegraphic report 
in the pllper~. I may tell the House that I have wired to the Secretary 

· nt State to know what was said exactly. 
Mr. President : The position is this, that the Leader of the House has 

told us that he would in a day or two formulate to the House .••.•••.• .,. 
The·Honc'IUl'able Sir Alexander Muddiman: If I am enabled to do 

ao b1 that time. 
Mr. President : He will, if he is enabled to do sot formulate the urgent 

point• whicW. the llotlSe might discuss and that a aay will be given 1, ·-

The B:onourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : Certainly. 
L1~ 
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Mr. Prcsiient.: . • . . to the House for disC'ussing the matter. In 
view of that I uo n~t think Mr .. Acharya will press hi~S motion. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah (Bombay City·: Muhammadan Urban) : May I 
r;ay one v.-ord on this point 7 1 should, Sir, frd very mueh oblig-etl if 
'the IIoncurHblt~ Member will give u~ such iteml'l as he consitlt>r:o~ ur~ent 
by th1s evening, for this rca!lon, Sir, that probably on Saturday and 
Sundny 've m11y have time to C'onsider our point of '·icw on these \lr!!'rnt 
matters, If the Hononrable 'Member does not ~.rive us a statenwnt by 
this eveninl! or circulate it amongst Members, then, Sit·, we shnll have 
very• little time. We have only got a few days. Supposing the Honour
able Mew.lwr makes a statement on Monday. Tut'sday is a holiday anJ 
we shall not he sitting on that day. Or MUpposing he makes a statement 
on W t>dnesday and he asks us the very next day to proceed with a debate, 
I think tht> Honourable Member will reco~niRe that that will be still 
more unfair than what we are asked to do now. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: I quite agree with the 
Honourable Member, but I assure him that, as soon as I am in a position 
to do !lo, I will communicate the information to the House. But any 
information that I am in a position to give I will communicate to 
llonouraLl~ ~fembers either by way of circulation or whatever i11 the 
most upeditious way. I quite understand the Honourable Member's 
point. 

Mr. President: What Mr. Jinnah requests is' that, while you will 
communicat~ to the House the information that you will. get from the 
Secrt•tary of State as regards the urgent points, you yourself (addreflsing 
~he Honourable the Home Member) will tell the House what matters 
you conoider will be regarded as urgent. In other words you may anti-

. cipate whs•t matters are likely to be considered ur!!ent by· the Secretary 
of State and you can intimate them to the Ilouse. That'is what I under
stoool\Ir. ;Jinnah to say. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : I shall feel obliged if the Honourable Member 
ran tell us what in his own view he expect."! this House to discuss in the 
current se.,;;sion. Of course if the Honourable Member wants to add to 
cr an•end that list he can do so by circulation as expeditiously as he 
un. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I am sure that if I am 
in a position to give the Honourable Member the information he asks 
for it will lhl l!'iven at once. It must be remembered that the option of 
discu~sion is with the House. I am myself in some difficulty. Any
thing may be urgent. I have indicated an example of a point o! urgent 
importance. 

Diwan Baha.dur M. Ramachandra. Rao : Can you not make an intelli
gent anticipation 1 

Mr. V. J. Patel (Bombay City : Non-Muhammadan Urban): lias· 
~he Honourable Member not read the report 1 

The Honourable Sir Alexander r4uddiman : The Honourable Member 
Eas h'ad the report. 

Dr. H. S. Gour : May I in this connection point out that as the final 
.(lruers are to be passed by the Secretary of State in the exercise of his 
statutory powers the matters which are treated as urgent are matter$ 
~hicb the Secretary of Stat,e should state are ur~ent and point out that 
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he is prep~red to exercise his statutory powers. It wouid be immaterial 
if the IIonourable the Home Member were to give UJ~ the matters which 
he individually or the Government of India regard as ~rgent beca~se 
they may differ from the Secretary of State and the latter m the exe.rc1se 
of his statutory powers may dispose of certain matters which he regards 
'all urgent. What we are anxious about is that no statutory• powers of 
the Secretary of State should be exercised without previous discus·sion 
by this lloil:~. 

TilE STEEL INDUSTRY (PROTECTiON) BILL. 

PnESENTATroN oF T'IiE REPORT oF THE ·sELEcT Co:MMiTTEE. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes (Commerce Member) : I be.g to 
'f'rt>qf•Jtt the Report of the Select Committee oil the Bill to provide fot 
the tl)stering and development of the steel industry in British India. I 
lihotJ.) like to say a word about this Report. In the SeleCt Committee 
it was decided to drop the enhancement of the duty on tin-plates. · I 
·Wish to make it clear that the Government, though they do not say so 
in the Report, resene the right of moving an amendment to restore the 
enhanced duty after the question is decided ~y the House; I say we 
merely preserve the right and we will decide on the poin:t lat'er. I 
regret that, u the Report wa~ only signed about an ho'ur ago, it has noQt 
been possible for the Legislative Department 'to circulate it to Honour:. 
able Members. In that case it is impossible fqr !n.oe- at once to propose 
that the House should proceed to consideration. I suggest that it might 
ile for the convenience of the House if we. p1J.t down the motion for 
consid{'ration on Monday next. Though the. Report is a long one, its 
length lies mainly in minutes of dissent which relate to su~jects which; 
in my view, are hardly .germane to the p~rpose. of this Bill. The out~ 
Rtandin~ fact is that, after a very careful consideration in the Select 
Committee, the Bill bas emerged from ~he Select Comm.ittee practically 
in HlP same form in which it went to the Select Committee. We have 
only clar!fied the preamble and certain other p~rts . of the Bill. . We 
have remitted the enhanced duty on tin-plates .. I think these are the· 
•·nly important amendments in the Bili. That. being so, I think, subject 
to what you may .say and .the ~Ious(l may say, it ~ill he quite reasonable 
to pr?ceed with the copsideration of the Bil~ on ~I~nd.a~. ~ut as I ~ay1 that 1'11 a matter tm wh1ch the Government are qmte w1lling to be gmdea. 
by the s!'bllP of the Itouse. • 

Mr. President : You formaiiy move that ihe Repori of the Select 
Committee be taken into con~ideration t .. 

The Honoura.bie Sir Oha.rles Innes : I am quite prepared to !!o so 
if it !'!! your desire. 

Mr. President : You had better do so and theii the lliuse can ad-
journ to 11\ICh date U the !louse thinks convenient. -

The !lonourable Sir Charles Innes : In that case I beg to move that 
the Report ur the Select Committee on the Bill to provide for the foster.: 
ing and development of the steel industry in British Indla be taken into 
oonsider&tion. . · 

Dr. lt. S. Gout (Central Provinces Hindi Divisions : Non-Mubam• 
madan) : I move that the discussion be adjourned till Monday nerl, 
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Dr. 8. :S:. Datta (Nominated : Indian Christians) : I have given 
notice of an amendment under Standing Order 44 (2) that the DHl to 
provide for the fostering and development of the steel industry in DritiKb 
India, as amended b7 the Select Committee, be circulated for public 
opuuon. , 

Mr. President : With regard to this matter, I think the House should 
arrive at some understanding as to the manner in which it proposes to 
proceed. As the Honourable Sir Charles Innes has told us, the Bill has 
emerged from the Select Committee without much change from the 
original Bill. You had, before the Bill went into the Select Committee, 
a large number of amendments. The movers of those amendments, mary 
of them, were members of the Select Committee and the dissenting 
minutes are again on those amendments. I am only stating this for the 
purpose of n1aldng it clear to the House that the .Members who wish to 
move amentlments in the House when the Report is taken into eonsidera· 
tion know fnlly well what the points are on which they are going to move 
amendments. In those circumstances, it is for the Honse to determine, 
and I am entirely in the hands of the House, what will be the convenient 
eourse to adopt in order to proceed with the considem.tion of the Bill. 
l wa.s going to suggest to the House, that it might possibly be better 
i! the House proceeded with the consideration of the Bill to-morrow 
morning, H Honourable :Members think that that is desirable, so that 
we get Saturday and also Monday, that is, two daJt~, for the discUs'iion 
of the Bill. If, however, the general feeling is that we should begin 
discussion on :Monday, I am entirely in the hands of the House. 

Then, I come to the amendment of which notice has been given, 
that the Bill, as amended by the Select Committee, be circulated for 
opinion. If that is passed, then the consideration of the Bill is shelved 
altogether for the present. 'l'herefore, I would like to ascertain from 
the House whether they want to dispose of that amendment to-day and 
then adjourn further consideration of the Bill to 1\londay. 1 think 
it would be better to dispose of the amendment for circulating the Bill 
for opinion, which does not go into the merits of the Bill, to-day and 
then go on with the consideration of the Bill on its merits on :Monday .... 

Dr. H. S. Gour : On a point o! order. I submit that, when a motion 
has been made that the Bill be taken into consideration and another 
motion has been made that the discussion be adjourned till Monday, 
it is not in order for any Honourable Member to move that the Bill be 
circulated for the purpose 'of eliciting opinion thereon. 

Mr. President : I have not yet ealle<l upon Dr. Gour to move the 
adjournment of the discussion on Sir Charles Innes' motion nor have 
I called upon Dr. Datta to move his amendment : we have not come 
to that stage. I was only asking the House to come to some understand· 
ing as to the method they wanted to adopt. No motion for adjournment 
of the debate or any amendment for circulating the Bill for opinion 
has yet been formally moved. I am only putting t'o the House what 
would be the more convenient eourse-whother to do everything on 
Monday inelurling the amendment to circulate the Bill for opinion or 
whether the House would like to dispose of that amendment to-day 
and then proceed with the discussion on the merits on Monday. 

Mr. W. M. Hnssanally (Sind : :Muhammadan Rural) : We have not 
got a COIJJ" c·f the Report of the Select Committee before us and how 
shall we be in !\ position to·day to decide the matter one way or the 
~the~ 1 .-. 
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:Mt. M. A. J'innah (Bombay City: Muhammadan Urban) : At pre
Bent the motion before the House is tl1at the Bill as reported by the 
Select Committee be taken into consideration. That is the motion of 
the 1Iono•1rable .Member in charge of the Bill and the House is seised 
of that motion. (A Voice : "There is another motion for adjourn
ment.") There is no motion for adjournment made yet. 

Dr. H. S. Gour: Yes, I have moved it. 

:Mr. President : Not yet. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : And to that motion of the Honourable Member 
iti charge there is an amendment that the Bill be circulated for opinion. 
I can quite understand that the House may desire for the purpose of 
discussing further this Bill and the amendments to it that they should 
have a little more time. That I can quite understand and I ·am. personally 
in entire agreement with that vjew. But I say, Sir, that, so far as the 
amendment for circulating the Bill for . opinion is going. to be moved, 
though it has not been formally moved yet, it should be disposed of 
to.day becau.~Je, if the· Bill ill going to be circulated for publ~c opinion, 
then Dr. Gour's desire for an adjournment for a day or two will be more 
than fully satisfied. 

Mr. President : Then there would be nothing further to be done. 
Mr. Am.ar Na.th Dutt (Burdwan Division : Non-:Muhamm.adan 

Rural) : May I take it that the President has exercised his power under 
rule 44 to waive the seven dayt~' notice to which the Members are entitled 
for the consideration of the Report of the Select Committee 1 

Mr. M. A. Jinna.h: No objection has been taken to that. 
Mr. President : It it~ not necessary for me to exercise that power. 

You oug-ht to have taken objection when the Honourable Member moved 
his motion that the Bill be taken into consideration. We have now 
proceeded further than that. 

Mr. Am.ar Nath Dutt: I did not object then because other Member!! 
were talking about other matters. The same 1Il18.tter is under considera
tion still. 

Dr. H. S. Gour : When a motion for adjournment of the debate 
has been moved no other question can be raised or discussed. 

' . ' 
Mr. President: No motion either for adjournment of the debate or for 

eirculation of the Bill for opinion has been formally moved yet. Dr. Gour 
will realise that what the House is now attempting to do is 
to arrive at what is the most convenient way of dealing with 
the Bill. What :Mr. Jinnah is putting to the House is that it may 
bP. thE' more convenient course to dispose to·day of the amendment which 
asks for circulation for opinion. Supposing the amendment asking that 
the Bill be circulated for opinion is passed, then nothing further has 
to be done. If that is negatived, then certainly Dr. Gour can move 
the a1l,iournment of the debate till Monday, and I hope Dr. Oour wilUall 
in with that view. · 

Mr. Earcha.ndrai Vishindas (Sind : Non-Muhanimadan) : there ill 
one more point. U you will see Standing Order 44, it runs thus : 

" Aft.lr the pl'('eentation ot the bat report of a · Select Committee ott a .BiU 
(w!lia wu done b1 Sir Charles lues) the Member in eharge m~y move that tha 
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I 1\Ir. llarchandrai Vishindas; r 
Bill as reported by tho Seh.•et Committt>t bo taken into conaitll.'ration (whirh al~o 
hu has done) ; Provided t.hat any Mumber of the Asst~mbly uu1y object to h:t 
l'll·ing ao taken into consideration." 

That is the nex.t stage. So far as that stage is concerned, I join 
with the Ilonourable gentleman who just now spoke that we object to 
its being taken into consideration. With all due deference, I brg to 
submit that this is the proper stage when such an objection could be 
taken. 

. Mr. President : I will put an end to all technicalities by excrcisir_g 
the power vested in me to suspend the Standing Order. 

Mr. Amar Nath Dutt : Then we should like to have the discussion 
postponed till Wednesday. Tuesday is a holiday. 

Mr. President : That is not the question we are considering. .All 
that we are considering now is whether the whole discm;sion is to be 
adjourned till Monday or whether the amendment requiring the circu· 
lation of the Bill for opinion is to be disposed of to-day and then the rest 
of the discussion is to be adjourned to Monday. That is what l want 
the llouse to indicate th\lir wish on. 

Dr. H. S. Gour : There will be very little time lost in discussing the 
Honc.mrable Dr. Datta's amendment if the House is in posses~;ion of the 
Report of the Select Committee and a final draft of t:ne Bill. At the present 
moment Dr. Datta's amendment is that the Bill be re-circulated. Honour· 
able Members are asking themselves : Where is the Bill and how far has it 
been altered 7 What is the Report of the Select Committee t I there· 
fore submit, Sir, that we shall probably take much longer time to-uay 
in cavassing this question than we are likely to do on :Monday, when I think 
the House will perhaps decide to go intn the consideration of the Bill and 
agree with the recommendations of the Select Committee that the Bill has 
not t-een altered so as to call for its re-circulation. I therefore submit, Sir, 
that the House do stand adjourned till Monday and that this question of 
l'e-circulation may .be taken up first for consideration on that date. 

Mr. Harchandra.i Vishindas : I move as an amendment to Dr. Gour ·~ 
motion that the discussion be adjourned till Wednesday, the 4th June. 

Mr. President : No motion has been made. 
; 

Rai Baha.dur Raj Na.rain (Delhi : Nominated Non-Official) : I rise 
to support the suggestion made by Dr. Gour. I submit on principle that 
not much time will be lost in votin~ on the amendrp.ent proposed by the 
Honourable .Member suggesting that the Bill be circulated. We can per· 
haps perceive that the majority of the House are opposed to the motion 
and if this matter is disposed of fina!ly to-day, or the first thing on Mon· 
day, I submit that the way will be quhe <:lear and I submit that this matter 
may be disposed of by expression of opinion of the Rouse. 

Mr. Amar Na.th Dutt : I take it that it will be open to us to raise ol).. 
jection at this stage. ' · 

, · Mr. President : Your objection has been disposed ot. I take tlie 
general sense to be that the discussion should stand adjourned till Mon ... 
day. (Vo~ces: "Wednesday".) 
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Mr. H. B. Gour : Honourable :Members. who are asking for a longer 
11djournmen~ will perhaps remember that as the Honourable Member 
in ~~harg'e has pointed out, the Bill pas not emerged from the Select Com· 
mittee with any substantial modificatiolll'l. 

Mr. Amar Nath Dutt : It may be according to him. 

Dr. H. B. Gour : It bas not emerged from the Select Committee 
with any substantial amendments and you have to-morrow and the day 
after to study the provisiolll'l of the Bill 

Mr. President: The Bill will be put down on Monday's agenda and 
ai.t')' :Members who wish to give notices of amendments had better give 
notices to-day or to-morrow. 

Dr. H. B. Gour : Will the Chair suspend the rule about two days' 
notice f • · 

Mr. President : If Honourable Members will send in their amend· 
ments by to-morrow, I will waive the two days' notice. 

Mr. Harchandrai Vishindas : They cannot do so until they have 
copies of the amended Bill and the Report of the Select Committee. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : I hope that the Legislative 
Department will be able to circulate the Report probably by 1 o'clock 
to-day or certainly very early in the afternoon. May I just put in a 
plea as the Member in charge of the Bill f I hope Honourable Members 
who are goir.g to put in amendments will let me have them as soon as 
posKible because I have to prepare myself to meet them. 

Mr. 0. Duraiswami Aiyangar (Madras ceded districts and 
Chittoor : Non-1\Iuham.madan Rural) :Apart from the a~endments which 
have been embodied in the Select Committee's Report there are amend
ments which now stand on the agenda. Is it necessary that we should 
!ltnd them back again by a further notice or do they stand good for the 
nt>xt discussion f · 

Mr. President : If the amendments which were sent in before the 
Dill went tQ the Select Committee are in such form as can fit into the. Bill 
1111 it has emerged from th! Select Committee, I will admit them, if . 
otherwise in order. · 

BILLS PASS ED BY THE COUNCIL OF STATE LAID ON THE 
TABLE. 

Mr. Preaident i I will call upon the Secretary to lay on the table 
two Bills pas~ed by the Council of State. 

Secretary of the Assembly : In accordance with Rule 25 of the 
Indian IJegishtive Rules, I lay on the table the Bills which were passed 
by the Council of State at its meeting of the 27th ~Iay. 1924. They 
are : 

(1) A Bill tG provide for the modificat10'11 of certaia provisiona 
• <,f the Indian Stamp Act, 1899, in their applleation to 

certain promissory notes and other instruments ; 
'(2) .A Bill to ~mllnd the Indiaa .Soldiers (Litigation) Act, 1918, 

for eertam purposes. 
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REPLY ·ro TilE GREETINGS OF TilE ASSEMBLY TO THE 
MEl\lBER8 OF THE LABOU!t PAnTY. 

Mr. President : I have to communicate to the IIouse the reply re· 
eeived from the Secretary ot State to the Resolution adopted by the 
Assembly on the 14th February 1924 sending the greetings of the As· 
sembly to the :Members of the Labour Party. The reply is this : 

11 .Your Seer~tary '• letter <latt:'d the 2Rtb February. l'lenAt ronvey to the Assl'mlll,l' 
my appreciation of their Resolution of the Hth Fubruary which I am eircul.J.tini tro 
••1 eolleaguea. ' 1 

PUBLIC .ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 
Mr. President : Before the House adjourns, I have to make one more 

announcement, and that is that there will be a meeting of the Public 
Accounts Committee this afternoon at 3 P.M. 

The Assembly then adjourned till Eleven of th.e Cloclt on Monday, 
the 2nd June, '1924. 
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Monday, /21t1l ,June, 1924. 

'fhe Assembly met in the Assembly Chamber at Eleven of the Clock, 
Mr. J>rl'liidcnt in the Chair. • 

QUESTIONS .AND ANSWERS. 

ANNUAL PROGRAYMI! OF THE TARIFF BoARD.·' 

l12R. •Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra. Rao ~ Have the Govern: 
ment laid down any yearly programme for the Tariff Board 9 Wbat are 
the matters which the Board has been directed to investigate in 1924-25, 
and what are the subjects which are now engaging the attention of the 
Board f 

The lloniJUl'able Sir Charles Innes ~ It is not possible· to. lay down' 
an annual programme for the Tariff Board as subjects are referred to 
them for inquiry as they arise. At present the Board are investigating 
applications for protection from manufMturers of Cement, Pa~r and 
Prin!l"r'e Ink, Boots and Shoes, and :Magnesium Chloride. This fact 
was nntifted by a resolution published in the '' Gazette of India " of 
~he 12th April1924. 

ESTABUSH'MENT ()F RAILWAY INDUSTRIES IN INDD\. 

1129. *Diwan Babadur M. 'Ramachandra. Rao : In view of the find
ing" of the Railway Industries Committee, do the Government intend 
takinv any and what further steps for the -establishment of Railway 
indw.tries in India f · 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra.: Aa the Honourable 
:Memler is now 11ware, the Government of India propose to give direct 
Rllllistance towards the establishment of two most important Railway 
indudriu by granting bounties for the manufacture in India of steel 
rails and fishplates and of wagonR. The further proposals embodied 
in the Bill which is being plncoo before the Assembly this session for 
the imposition of protective duties on certain articles are also designed' 
to assist the establishment in India of industr1es whose products are 
largl!l)" used by the railways. 

For the rest, I would inTite the Honourable Member's attention 
to the Re11olution No. S.-217, dated 6th May 1924, of the Government 
of India in the Department of Industri~s and Labour, publishing the 
revi&etl stores purchase rules. This Resolution and the rules with their 
preamble indicate the amount of assistance which the Government of, 
Indil'. is prepared to extend towards the establishment of railway, as 
c,f olhrr, industries in India, apart from the special assistance I have 
alrtady mentioned. · 

Mr • .Jamnadas M. Mehta. : What is the amount so far spent towards 
abe encouragement of railway industries of the loan of 150 crores f · 

'2403) 
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The Honourable Sir Bhupendar Nath Mitra : I shnll require notiee 
·~f the qu~stion as 1 do not c:.1rry the figure in my he:.ul. 

PROPOSED CoNsTr.uCTIO~ oF RArr.wAiS nETW!!:EN RAIPUR A~1D VrzrANAORAM' 
AND ~lRONCIIA AND RAJAIIMUNOR\', 

11.30. 1Diwan Bs.hadur 1\i. R::-.machandra. P.a.o: (n) Will the Oovrrn· 
ment be pleased to state whether the pt'J}Htsahl for the eonstl'llction tif u 
railway line from Haiptu· to Vizianag-rmn hn.ve been IWillling fol' 
several years and when they are likely to be taken into consith•ration Y 

(b) Will the Government l:e pleased to Rtate whether the survey 
~f thH railway line from Sironclla to Uajaltmundry has been unJlH'· 
taken and whether the furthet· progress of this project is likely to be 
undertaken Y 

:rrtr. 0. D. M. Hindley: (a) The Vizlanagrnm-Parvatipur secti0n 
ef the project has nlready bet•n openell for tratTlc. The estimates fo1· 
the rE'maining sections (Panatipur to Raiput·) l!av~ recently been re· 
,·ised and brought up to date, and are at present under the consideration 
of G::>ve'rnme.nt. 

(b) A survey for a railway from Sit·oncha to Rajahmundry WMI 
car-ried out in 1909-10, but ail the rcsultt~ showed that the gross earnings 
would not suffice to cover working eXJ>enses, the further consideration 
of the project was dropped. 

Diwa.n Baha.dur M. Ramachandra Rao : Mav I ask when the decision 
of the Government with rega.rd to the Raipur-\riziana~ram section may 
be expected Y 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : I am afraid I cannot promise any exact d11tP, 
but the m,atter is under clcse examination now and Govel'Ilment hope to 
come to a decision shortly. 
PROPOSED REMODELLING OF THE NIDADAYOLU AND TA!lEPALLIClUDtl<( STA'riON:i 

oN THE :MAoMs AND SotrTllERN MAHRAT'fA RAILWAY. 

1131. *Diwan Bahadur r.I. Ram?.chandra. R!to : (a) Will the OOVI'l'Il· 

ment be pleased to state the income derived ft·om JHI!iseng(•r trallic, and 
also from goods traffic in the official year lD2:3-2·1, from the Nida<lavolu 
and Tadepalligudem ~;tations on the M. S. l\L Railway 1 

(b) Whether it is a fact that there is no fir~t ancl ~o~rcond das!ll 
:waiting room at these two stations nwl that the waiting room for third 
class passengers at these two stations is alto~cther inadequate 7 

(c) Whether there are any proposals for the remodelling of these 
two stations, and when it is proposed to givt: effect to them 'l 

(d) Do the Government propose to issue instructions for the con
stnlction of 1st ana 2nd class waiting rooms and further improvement 
(If these two stations at an e::rly date 7 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : (a) The earnings at Nicladavolu and 
,adepalligudem st~ti_ons during the financial year 1923-24 were : 

Station:. " ' Passenger traffic. Goods traffic. 
Rs. Rs. 

Nidadavolu 1,4-!,626 2,18,4~!) 

TadC'}>al!igndem 1,48,f>88 
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·• (!. ·,, (c) nnd (d). Government understand that the question of. 
remodelling Nidadavolu station is pending decision regarding the con~ 
wtruction of the Nidadavolu·Na.rasapur Branch. The remodelling of 
Tadepalligudem station will be considered in order of urgencY..· with 
pther stations. 

'fhe Government are nnable to express an opinion whether the· 
addit:onal facilities suggejlted by the Ilonou.ruble Mt•mber are required 
Lut they will forward copies of the question and answer to the Agent. 

APPOINTMENT OP' EXECUTIVE OFFICERS UNDER 'I'HE NEW CANTONMENT AcT! 

1132. •x.tr. Ismail Xha.n : (a) How many executive officers ha.ve been 
anpointed under the new Cantonment Act 7 

(b) How many of them are Indians f 
(c) Have any Indian officers holding the King's Commission been; 

appointed tC' the:-re posts f 
(d) What salary is to be given tothe Indians appointed to these posts 

and what are their qualifications f 
(c) What salary is to be given to a Briti~:~h officer appointed as an 

executive officer and of what military rank must he b~ f 
Mr. H. R. Pate : (a) Forty-one. 
(b) Four. 
( <') One of the Indian officers so appointed holds an Honorai1, 

l\ing's CommiH~:~ion. The remaining three hold only Viceroy's Com~ 
JniHsiotJ!'4. 

(d) lls. 400, rising by annual increments of Rs. 20, to R~. 500. The 
qualifications rcquirr.d of these officers are that they ~hould have a. 
J!ood knowledge of English and should possess sufficient education and 
mtelligence to be able to und~rstand and work the Cantonments Act. 
They rnU8t also be lncn of chat·acter and of active habits. 

(e) The seale of pay which was prescribed for King's commissioned 
officers of the late Cantonment Ma:?istratr.s' ,Department, as detailed 
1"11 pa~e 17 of the Pay and Allowance Hegulations £or the Army in India, 
Part I, a copy of which is in the Library. No rcstl'iction in the matte~ 
of rat.k has been laid down. 

\VAITH\0 P.ooM: FOR INOIANS AT ~fANMAil JuNCT10N. 

1133. •Mr. Ismlil Khan : (a) Is it a fact that at :Manmad Junctiori; 
Great lndian Penin:;ula Railwsy, Indian ladies and gentlemen holding 
bt and 2nd claSii tickets are not allowed to use the waiting rooms on thQ 
main platform t 

(b) Is it also a fact that the so-called lndian waiting room is no better 
than a coye~cd shed, without ·proper appointments and furniture, etc., in; 
clo~t> prox1mity to a public latrine f 

· Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley: (a) No. The rooms are available and arJ 
J!Scd by 1st and 2nd class passengers irrespective of nationality•. 1 

(b) No. The rooms are in a masonry huilcling and well furnished 
"·ith necessary equipment. The lavatories referred to form part of these 
rooms and are built in the Indian style. They m·o not uEcd by otill 
~han ~he occupants of the11e roolllH. · ' -
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l!r. Jamnadas M. Mehta : Is it a fact that a distinction is as a matter 
d f~et made f 

l1r. C. D. M. Hl~dley : Does the Ilononrable Member wi11h me to 
repeat the first part of my answer f 

r.rr. Jamne.das M. Mehta : Will tne llonottrahlc 'Member inquire· 
further f As a mattt'l' of !act that distinction i~~J made. 

~tr. C. D. M. Hindley : Was the Ilonourable llembcr uskin~ mCI! .· 
a qu.~stion f 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta: Yes. 
Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : What was the question f 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta. : That the distinction is as a mnttcr 6'1! 
fact made between Indians and non-Indian-s in the occupation of waiting 
rooms. 

:Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : That appears to me7 Sir, a statement of !act 
and not a question. · 

Mr. Jamnada3 M. Mehta : I am· asking whether you will in1Juire 
furtl.~r. 

Mr. C. D. M. IDndiey : I wm make further inquiries eertainly, 
Sir. 

STOPPAGE OF INcREMENTS OF PosTAL lNS'P'ECTORS IN 1921-22. 

113t •:Mr. S. Sadiq Hasan ~ (a) Will the Government be pleus!"d to 
state the li1lmber of Postal Inspl!ctors in the Punjab whose i:ncrerneut:-;. 
were stopped during the year 1921-22 7 

(b) If there is an increase, 1rhat are the reasons !or this f 
Mr. H. A. Sams : (a) One. 

{b) There were nine such cRses in 192:1-24. TT1is increase is dut:r 
fo the failure on the part of the Inspectors concerned to carry out the
im;pection of post offices as specially directed by the Po~tmaster.Gencral. 

XuMnER OF TIEA!> PoSTMASTERS AND SuPERINTENDENTS oF Po~T OFFICES 

CIIARGE-SIIEETED IN THE PUNJAB IN 1921·22 AND 1923-24. 
113~. •11rr. S. Sadiq Hasan : How many Head Postmasters and Suner· 

intendents in the Punjab 1rere charge-sheeted in 1923-24 as compared with 
the year 1921-2'2, -and what are the reasons for the increase, if any f 

Mr. H. A. Sa.ms : The figures are as. follows ~-

.1, ; 1!123.24. 1!121·22. 
~npe:Z.intendents and first class Head Postmasters .•...!1 3 1 

""" 8eeond class Head Postmasters ,. • 1 •• 01 10 Nil. 
"' 'fhe increase is due to· the failnre on the part of the officers con· 
'!erned to carry out the prescribed departmental procedure in connec .. 
ti9n 1vith the punishment of officials subordinate to them. 

REcoVEIUES no:Y PosTAL OrnCIALS IN TIIE PuNJAB FOB Loss or lNsuRw 
ARTICLE~, ETC. 

1136. •Mr. S. Sadiq Hasan : (a) What is the total amount of money 
recovered from the Postal O!ficialll in t~c fuuja~ on acco_unt. o~ l~~ o~ 
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ilt'lttred artieleM and fraudulent payment or mispayment or money orders 
in the year 1923-24, and bow docs this figure compare ·with the year 
1921-22, and. what rel!lion~ can be attributed !or the increase, if any 1 

Mr. H. A. Sams : (a) 1923-24 
1921-22 

.. Rs. a. p. 
,. • 6,282 4 3 

• • 7,276 9 6 
J CDGES APPOINTEil TO EXAMINE THE CASES Oi', STATE PRISONERS lN BENGAL. 

1137. "Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh: With reference to my Starred Ques
tion No. 762 of the 13th March, 1924, and the reply of the Government, 
will the Government be pleafied to lay on the table a copy of any official 
an:aouncement which may have been made, or any communique which 
may hare been isHUed, on the subject of the appointment of two Judges 
in Brngal to examine papers of the State Prisonei'S under Bengal Regula-
tion III of 1818 f · 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I lay on the table a copy 
of the official communique of the Government of Bengal on the sub· 
~cl · ' 

Cup!J oftJ communic1u6 ifgueil by the Government of Bengal, ilated Calc:u:tta, the. ts~ 
October 1929. 

The Governor In Council bas direeted that the evirlenee in rcspcet of the pt•r:1rm9 
,.,hoMe d~tention baa been ordered unr\er Regulation III of 1818, shall immediatdy 
I·~ pbted before two Judge• for their opinion as to whether thete are reasonable gron:uls 
for helicving that they are members of a revolutionary collllpiracy and whether their 
buinr at large involves danger to the State. 

DISMISSAL ()F MR. N. SUBBA RAo, TELEGRAPHIST OF llEZWADA. 

llll •Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh: (a) Is it a fact that one Mr. N. Subba 
Hao, telegraphist of Bezwada (Madras) who had 17 years of service to his 
errdit, was dismissed by the Post Master General, partly for the alleged 
oiTcnce of wearing Khaddar cloth f . 

(b) Will the GoYernment be pleased to lay on the table a copy of 
the charges ag-ainst Mr. ~ubba Rao, together with his explanation, if 
any f 

( r) Is it a fart that Mr. Subba Rao had Rent up an appeal to His 
Exedlcucy the Vicerry, but it wns summarily rejected without any 
reason being assigned for such action Y 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Na.th Mitra: (a) and (b). A copy· 
or the memorandum of charges served upon Mr. Subba Rao, which show 
the offences for which he was dismissed, and a copy of his explanation, 
are laid on the table. . 

(c) The telcgoraJlhir;;t appealed to His Excellency the Viceroy, but after 
lull consideration fl! his case his memorial was rejected. 

Memorandum of c'llargCI (1) mved on Mr. N. Subba !lao, Tclcgrap11i8t, Bezwada 
Xelegrapll Office. 

1. Thf're ia elear evidcnre tbnt a list calling for suhseription11 to the 11 Tilak Swaraj 
Fund ' 1 was 8l:artt>d and eireulated by yo11 in the Bezwada Telegraph Office. The 
!c.llowiog Dlt'mbcra bear testimony to this fact: 

• (a) ll~. M. Su~~~~am, Telegraph Master, Bezwada, 
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(b) )tr. ~. Krishna Rao, Tell•gr:tphist, Dl'zWntln, 

(c) .Mr. P. Ilanunmntha Rao, 'l'elcgrnphist, llctwaaa, 
(tl) Mr. P. Krishnaswami Naidu, Telllgtnphiat, D"zwaua, llllil" 

(6) .\rr. Moh11med Ab<lul Raznck Sahib, agont of Mr. R. M. Abtlul Rahint 
Bn:l), :Mrrl'hnnt, B"zwntln, who snys thnt you 11~ed tim to aub~~ritJo tiJ 
the l'und and tri<'tl by ull 111ouus t.:~ prevail on hhu to do $0, 

Yon have yours<'ll ndmitt,,d bl'fore 1\lr. J. J. Burry, Superintendent, Tel~grnrb Traffir1 
:Ma•lras, that you subsl'l'ibed tu thl:' l'untl. 

2. The Officinls nnmed bt'low hnvo depo~e<l thnt you have been &8~o~i11t\ng with 
rrou·eO·Op..:'rato•·s, l~t.tC'mHng their mrd~ngs1 disl'usslng non·l'O·oporation th1•orics in th~ 
Uhi<·c>, und propngat:ng w:tb zenl those theoril'S among the ofticl! stuli : 

(a) Mr. C. S. llook:llll, Tcl('gtaphist, Eezwnrln, snys thut you ntt••nt1r•ll non·t·o· 
opernt:ou lllt~dings and discusijed the 11ubjects relating tluJI'\:to in t~1e eig'uul 
office. 

(b) Mr. Chiranjeevi Rno, Tl'legraphist, Bl'zwntla, enys thnt you nssodutlld witb 
non-co-opci'Utors, hnrangued the llhdi on th\l btmdit ot Sw:m:j. 

(c) Mr. Ranginh Naiclu, Tdcgraphist, Rt•zw:ula, snys that yon dhwu~~(',J r.on-co• 
operation matters in the signal office nntlnttcml~tl non·co·opcmtiou ru,• ·ling~. 

(d) Mr. Krishnnswami Nu.icln, TcL·~raphist., B~~wndn, says thut yon nttl'llrh•d non• 
eo-operution meeting~. rliReus~rd the subjL'Ct in the otlk\l ullu hnlucl•d other 
signallers to nllopt Kh::ulrlnr mid give U{i foreign doth. 

(e) Mr. Purninh, D<.'puty Sup~r:ntenclent, Hl'twada, depo8C8 that you have irrcgu• 
Jar tonversation in the Club room and that he was obligL•d to SI>o;iJI: to you 
on this aubj\Jct on reee:v!ug eompluints from the Staff. 

3. tvidrnre has also hPen ohtninerl to ~how that you nJ,titnten for tho lli~c·ontinuntw~ 
t•f the loyalist paper '' Justice " aubaeribed for the Club att:lrhcil to the ollic11 ia 
favour of the " Hom bay Chronh•le," the 11 lllndu, 11 the " Antlhruputrika " lllltl thulf 
created party fcding among tilo office .staff. 

4. There is above nll the evirlmco of Mr. 0. Ramaswami Sa!lh'i, Clerk, Office of 
th('l Distrit·t Buprrinh'nth•ut of Poli<·e. Gnd»rari Distrirt, Co,·nnacla, 1111ite 'L stranger 
to yon, that on the 2titb Docmnbcr, 19:.!1, when he was travclEng from llezwntla to 
Ma~ulipatam, in whid1 train 1\lr. !'iluhamnwcl Ahclul Uub, lngpe:·tar of Pl!t.t Olliccs, 
D('zwarla Sub-Division, wns also trnvellinz, he (~1r. Rauw.Mwnmi BaKtri) spokt• ngainRt 
non·('O-operation, th:Jt one of ;rou tl'nvelting with him got infuriated and that thrrtr 
was a danger of serious disturbnnte. 'l'his is rorroboraterJ by the statement of Mr. UuiJ1 

who states that you are the "perso!l rcterrecl to by Mr. Ramaswami S:»tri. 

5. You ha¥e been Wt>nring Khadclnr nncl Hanclhi rap ewn in tl1e Oflire. Thi~ in 
it~elf is no ofl'rn~e ; but you have benn incltlcing tha other tell·gm phiHts to drl'~K 
similarly and also to boycott foreign eloth. This action of yours <~oupled with what 
is stated in the proeed!ng parngrapb clearly bctra~s that the dress you were wearing 
had a political signi£cance about it. 

6. There is thus. abunrlant evidenra that you nre an opmt non-rn·opcrator. Yoll 
are now eallE'd upon to show enuRe why yon should not be dealt with 1111 the Post• 
JIW:lter General deems fit. Your explanation ahonld reach this offit•c through the Deputy 
Hnpc•l'intendcnt, Governmrnt Telegraph Office, Bezwada, within 1.5 days of the rec!!ipt 
cf this memornndum. You must undNRtnnrl thrt failure on your Jla.rt to reply t<t 
this Mmmunieation within the time allowed, will be hPJ~! to con~titute a furth..;r 
offence, which, if not satisfactorily explaine<l1 will be added to the charges laid a;;ainst 
you, 

Copy of erplanatioh drrted th11 Hth April, 1.922, from Mr. N. Subba Ran, Te1egrrrp:!isf, 
. Government Telegraph Office, Be1warla, to t11e Postm11ster-General. Ma,!ras, tl~rull!Jia. 
the Deputy Super;ntendcnt, in charge, Gevernmcnt Telegraph Office, IJczwac.la. 

I bPg to submit the following explanation for the memorandum of charges ecrvcd 
on me at 17 hours on the 30th !~larch, 19221 for the fair, noble and sympathetic con· 
sideration ot the Cirde Officer. 

Count 1.-I emphatically deny having started 11 Tilak Swaraj Fund " and I request 
the Postmastt>r·Gt•nPral to sub~tllntiate hi11 tl.n r~e by doC'umcntary cv}dcnce. f'he 110• 
callc~ !c~~imon,r borhe by some mcrubm is worth nothin~:o 
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(a) Yr. lt. Subramanyam.-Thia of!lcinl has been intlu(lllcing me to join the 
Jn<Ji;,n Td~graph Association and l futtly defun('d to do so for reasons of my own. 
In the dii!Charge of his duties be was very vindictive and his supervision was highly 
defcetiva. I, therefore, made a eomplaint against him to the Deputy Superintendent. 
This haa mnde him give a false statement against me. 

(b) Mr. N. KriaTma .Bao.-Thia official was more or less the Private Seeretary of 
the Deyuty Superint.:rulent and be was a terror to Mr. B. Poornayyn, simply because he 
wat the aon of Mr. X. Ragbavendra Rao, Superintendent, Tell'graph Traffic, Madras. 
Thi1 gentil:man haa been eupplying Bangalore vegetables to the oflieer in charge and 
thua gained his favour. lie was the practical Deputy Superintendent. When the 
lJt>puty Superintentient was ordered to send n smart telegraphist to General Officer 
Commanding Camp, the Deputy Superintt>ndent was in n fix as thl:'ro were man.v 
voluntrera. ILt, lwwevcr, managed to exhibit all his taeties till the last moment antl 
1ilcntly ordered lir. Kfielma Uao overlooking the claims of seniors, Typists and thosB 
·who had previous Camp Office upcrienfe. Myself and Mr. P. K. Naidu wired to thB 
l'or.tmar.ter-G~!II:'ral but in vain. Mr. Krishna Rao had a. grudge ugaiust me in tltis 
eonneetion and hcnec his false statement against me. 

(c) Mr. P. Hmtumantlla Rao.-This gentleman tells me thn.t he never said that 
I atartcd the 11 Tilak Swamj }'uncl." I requeKt a. copy of his statement. may kindly 
be furnished to me for my satisfaction. 

(d) Mr. P. Krishnaswami Naitlu.-This gentleman is also an I. T. A. member and 
a Blaunrh Brahmin hater. lie nske<l me why I did not join the I. T. A. as Mr. Subra· 
rnanyam baa dono rerenfly. I sa.id it was my own look out. ·This gentleman ·with 
the rest, viz., Messrs. Hookens, Chiranjivi Rao Naidu, son of Mr. Rangayya Naidu, and 
R:lllgnyya Naidu, are members of a • eonfederaey formed by themselves and they are 
all of tho enme eli<rue. These four gentlemen have a peculiar dislike for Brahmins ancl 
tht•y UsN! to ridieulo Brahmins, without any rea3on or rhyme.' This is how they sowed 
tho s~ed of racial malic~. Since then the ofli.ee has been in a regular chaos. This. 
rnrinl mnliPe combined with my dislike to h<'<'ome a member of the I. T. A. as they 
dt•sirt•tl made them give faille stat0n1ent against me. · 

(e) Muhammad Ab:lul .Bazack Sal1ib.-This gentleman tells me that :Mr. Barry 
put him all aorta ot questions ngainat me, but be (Abdul Razaek Aahib) says, he never 
11aid anything agll.in&t me regarding '• 'rilnk Swaraj }'und. '' He .further tells me that 
aomcthing was writh•n in Engliah, which he was unaware of and that he was asked tl) 
ftign it by aome Indian gentleman who bud followed Mr. Barry. He does not 4now 
}:nl{liHh lnngunge t!10ugh he signs his name in English. It is now open to doubt 
11hl'tht>r :Mr. Abdul Razack gavtJ 11 dl'famatory statement against me Ol' the investigating 
oflirl'r misrt•presented f:11•ts. In orrler to obtain a sworn statement from this gcntlemarL 
before a M:1gistrate, I am taking up the matter legally througlt my l<'gal representut:va 
on tilr strenj!'tb and support of the m~morandum of chnrges serve<l ou me. Regarding 
my admission before hlr. J. J. Barry that I ~ubscribed ·to " 'l'ilak Swaraj }'und," 
I invit<' thl' ept'l'ialntteution of the Postmaijter-Gcneral to my rrgistered letter No. 159 
or ::ot!l Marrh, l!J:!:l, an<! nl~o to my regist!•rcd letter No. 171 of 2bt March, 1922, 
1uldr£'K&t•d to the Diredor-Geueral, Telegraphs, and submitted through the Deputy 
Hupcrintrntlrnt, Bezwndn. 

Cou11l !.-R.·gardiug the charge that I am associating with non-co-operators, I 
rrtJII~Ht the Postmash•r·Gl'Ut>rnl to nominnte some of those non-co-operators with whom 
I asso•·iate ami I further b<'g to submit that aA a member of the Town Hall, I havB 
many friends among the mewbcrs of the l(l('al bar who are all practising Vakils with 
tJlt{'U"h·e busin<'ss. None of my friends are non-co-operators, inasmuch as they have 
not boyeott~d the Law Courts, a fundamental and a vital part of tho programme of 
non·eo·operntion. Aa a mrmber of the '!'own Hall and Eocial Club it is absolutely 
in•possiLio for mo not to become acquaintetl witb many respectable members, whose 
political crootla it wa~ quite unnecessary for me to enquire nnd with whom I only deal 
aa man to man. To be a member of the Town Hall is no badge of non-eo-operation. 
Still le98 with my casual visits to some of the n1embm of the said institution. I have 
Dl~ithPr di.BcusBCd no; lectured about the excellence of the non-eo-operation programme 
either in or out of the office. It really I had given any expression to any political ideas, 
the officer in charge might hav<', iu the ordin.·uy course of his duties, reported the 
m:tttt!r to higher authorities. In the absence of such report ths charge automatically 
rollnpsca, Thie ie nothing but the outc:ome of racial malice in the office and the 
'lumbering 'cngl'~nee of the Circle Ofilcer between whom ancl myself there waa no love 
loet, who wu o.u.ly "'aitingo an opportuuity to pounce upon me, to do n1e iuculculabl~J 
harm. · -- - . -
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· (a), (o ), ( r) nnll (1l).-ThP•Il four gt•ntlt•mon arc 111L'IIlllt'1'1 ot. e~uf~1h•ruc•y 111 pre·
"ioJsly ~tuted iu Count 1 (tl) na•l us Sllt•h furthc•r t>Xpl~~nation uppt•u•·s to bu uum•,·c~Mtlr.Y 
as the abovt> Count exphllns fully. Notbiug sheult.l bav11 prcvcntt~d tht>sll pcopl•• fl'llm 
<'Ompluining to olllrer 10 ~hurgt> nnd tin• D,•puty ~upt•rint~n·hmt, m turn, ehoultl buve 
snitublJ t11ken up the mutt:r.. }'uilure on thll part of nil cone~rued to do 10, uuturully 
4!0llupsl'S the charge automntH~ully. 
. Rega.rding (e).-I do 1\llmit that Mr. Poornayya apoke to me that I ahonld not 
have anJ hot dist•ussion in the Club room about the disroutiuuiug the 11 JuHtit•e" pnp~r 
and in doing so, he did not speak to me nlollll but spoke to every ont> not to h:wu any 
<discussion in the Club Room. The expl'ession-tompl«li-111 /l'om ll~e staff-rt•forred to 
inrlutles the whole staff. This Wll.ll n<lver the tnsa. It is only (a), (/1), (c) uml (1l) 
J't•ferrell to in the previous pnragrnph are the UMunl rompluiunnttt ngaiMt Brahmins 
and they too had no moml cournge to tomplu.in otlicinlly. The \\'hole nll'uir wna only 
a sill): ialk deserviug ef being trcutl•<l with greutt•st rontt.'mpt. ' · 

Co1ml 3.-From the memorandum of ehargrs it is quite evident thnt the Post· 
n1n~ter-Gencrnl was not kept fully informl•d of the .alfnirs h~re. I now enlighten him, 
It is not understood why tho Postmnstcr-Genernl snMy omittrtl 11 Muil " under thiM 
Count. Tht'fe were four daily papers from Mu<lras, namely 11 llindu, ' 1 11 Anrlhrnputrika,' 1 

41 Mail'' .. ud u Justice.'' All of them ure loyal papers. From B.>mbny there was only one 
paper, i.e., 41 Bombay Chronide.'' There 11·us a proposal from the GenJtnl Body of th& 
elub te di!lllontinue one of the Madras Dailies. 'flus strp was a~tuuted by a desire to 
introduce 11. Cult•utta paper pre~umably being tired of four Madras Dailies. In dofe1·· 
ence to tile wisheA of Genernl Body, a notiee was eirculatctl among the start under the 
~ecretur~· 's s: gnu.ture. Fourtc~n mrmbers ot the Gl'nl•ral Bolly voted for tho rlis1·onti· 
.nuanee of 11 Justire "while only four voted for <lisrontinuing 11 Mail." The Sceretary 
sent up the result to tile Prt'si1lent, i.e., the Deputy Superintend1•nt, :\Ir. Poornayya, who 
()rtll'red diseont.nuing 11 Justice." The 1

' Justice " paper was roming in the name 
()f Mr. Ranguyya Naulu 's (being hi11 own topv) and th~1'1•for!' th" Dt-putv AupPrint~ud· 
.t'nt sent a note to Mr. Rangnyyn Nnillu 'a bouse, as he was off duty, asking him that 
hili paper was no longer requ1rerl for the Ulub as the sntue was lost by majority of vott•s. 
lt was accordingly stoppml, Hence the discontinuance of 11 Justice " paper was due 
fntirely to the action of the General Body and none else. I have absolutely no voice in 
the mattt>r. Independently I could not stand and unfortunately I a~em to have be!'n 
made the scapegoat of the wisdom or folly either politically or otherwise of the Gcncml 
l3ody. 

R~garding the allegl'd party feeling mated by me, I beg to submit that matters 
which .nre bencnth the notice of lWilll the moJt .nqui~it:ve observer nre given great promi· 
Jlllnee, simply because of the party feeling whi1•h has been ripe in the Office long 
l•t>fore the diseontinuan~e of 11 Justice " paper. Th~Jse non-Brahmins in the Office here, 

· have always bet:>n only waiting for an opportnnity to do any amount of harm to th~ir 
tmfortunate brethren, sons of the same soil. It is in view of this highly deplorable 
party fooling and also partly due to my previous bitter pxperienre with the Cirrlc 
Officer that 1 desired for a transfer outdirlc this Circle whic·h, hoWPVE'f1 was Mnied to 
me, (vide my lettE'r dated the ht Scptembl'r, 1921, anrl the PostmaKt.er·G!'nl'rnl'e reply 
No. P.EAH09, dated the 4th Oetober, 1921, nnrl also letter dated 2.jth Ortober, 1!121, 
.addressed to the Dire<'tor-General nnd forwurclcd by the Deputy Superintendent unrler 
his No. 1066, dated the 2'ith Oetober, 1921, nnrl the PostmaRter·Gl'neral'a reply 011 
this No. P.E.-0409, dated thE! 1st Novrmber, 1021). As the no11-Brahmins were onl,Y 
waiting for some chan~e, mnch to their relief, came the non-co-operation a thing thl'y 
grappled at .as weapons of offence, to wipe away the hrahminical worm from th11 
~ffiee and all these hits below the belt only indicate the r:tncour and the venom of theRe 
fl.On·Brahmias, without which th.e3e mole hills would not have developed into mountains. 
If at all there were any faults they have been grossly and unjustly exaggerated an1l 
:represeatcd in various colours highly fantastic, I submit that it is no feeling that 
t<me party has against the other but enly the feeling that they have against the 
;Brahmius, who as he is well aware cannot get aclequate justice except in the hanrls 
.of very fair and really 1ohle officers. I am 11either the author of this party feeling, 
nor have l in any ~ray eh.ampioned the cause of Brahmins against. non-Brakmins, but 
.only have fallen am unfortunate victim to the dubious intrigues of the non-Brabmins. 

Count l.-I may be permitted to mention that while I was travelling from Bezwaila. 
to Musulipatam, I chanced to be seated in the same compartment U!. which Mr. 0. 
~amaswami Sastri and other respcctab·le gentlemen ;were seated. The discussion tct 
'Which I was no party, began with Mr. Ramaswami Sastri him~elf and eome gentlcmallt, 
of Antlhradesba. ·Both of thcae 'IH'I'P. talking about the greatness of Mr. Ganclhi1 

~heJI. lb. ~~aswa.wi Sa~t.ri, a Brab.wi.D eonrert to Ch.riati.anity, suggPHtcd to th.t 
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Trior- tmtlPIIWI that lllr. Gaadhi may be tailed a " Duratma " meaning lilt ~il tpirif 
~ather tlwa .. llaiWJD&" me:uililg "A great DWL" The Telugu gentleman got i.nfuJi.. 
a te-d at th.il ud there wu aa altl.'n::ttion between these two persoWI, •·hich terminated at 
Gudiftda, a middle 1\ation, whm the Telogv gentlemn· alighted. So it is clear that 
I wu aeitber a party to the di&tWIIIioll nor in &D.Y way iDterested hr the affair. TwD> 
twpeetabfe r-tJemea whe fomed company in the same eompartment bear clear testi
llloay to the tart that l had abeolutcly nothwg to do with the discussioa nor wu. 
I ia uy ny intt'rested in it. he Poetmaster-Geueml Wl satisfy himself from Ule n·o10 
•Ddonrea, that there ia absolutely no foundation for the statenrent of Mr. Rub, Postal 
:ar1·fd.ot ud I •till ;{iVI' b 111 eon·• ut..'\lit, t!JOugh not desening that .he most il.'lw 
1r.l.t»i.ra the identity OJ• the JI''I'IIOD who (\ii:ott~osed with Mr. Bamaswami Sastri. ~\s :f 
bn! t!Mr l'fideaee to prove that Mr. Rub baa givea false statemellt, . I request the 
l'OIItmuter-GelleraJ, to permit 1110, for snmg Mr. Ruh for dam.ageL . . 

~I.-The reaeoaing adopted in this Count i6 most iBogit'al and is aot warrant~l 
by fatta. The lltatemeat made by the Hon 'ble Sir Wil.li.:ull Vincent in the Imper.al 
ugi.slatiTe A..embly of Seytember Sel!sion, 1921, ~leArly indicates that Khaddar by 
it.clf baa 110 politieal aiguiiieanee behind it. To eonnect this harmless and entirely 
Doa-politieal adioa ol mine ill Yearwg .Khaddaz, 11itb a malit'1ously false statement, 
that I indut$1 o\ben to adopt aimilnr dress, thus eonvertwg me into a non-eo-operator, 
ia, I aubmit, uly giviag a Bailie to hang iL The fact of my wearing Khadar, I never 
denied, but I ltrongly deny the ehar~ that I illdueed others t4 adopt such dr6SII to
furthtr the t.allle .of non-eo-optration. If the higher authorities were to pronounce 
t.ba& Kbddar llt'Oill'l ponties, I almll d.i.se:rrd Khaddar ana take to other stuff. 

To au• up, thmfore, it wiD be appareat that i1t the light ef eiplanatiOD furnished 
by me, I am aeither a aon-to-operator nor one having any sympathy for the movement. 
'l'htn!fo.e, I bope, tlial in the in.terest of Equity and ill eonsideratiou. of my long· 
IJ!miee of O't'R 16 ;rears, the fair-mwded ofli~ra will take the eiplaWltion givea by me 
abcm, ia the proper Bpirit, and thus attord me the justiee legitimately due. Trusting. 
to the lllltniag epirit ef k!Ugu BritW. justioo. 

.!RTICLB IN ec FOBW ABD '' BEGA.BDINQ THE GRANT 01!' FRESH REFoRMS. 

1139. 'Khan B&hadur Sarfaraz: Hussain X:han : (a) Has the attention 
of Government been drawn to the paragraph published in. the " Forward ., 
of the 12th Apri~ 192-l, under the heading " Towardi Self-Gowrnment. 
Frtsh Reforms likely. Local Governments asked to report on W orkmg 
of Reforms " I 

(b) If so, will Government please state if the statement thetem 
made is correct t 

(c) If correet, br what time are the replies of Local Government_. 
expeeted to be received I . 

{d) Do Government intend to publish their views when formulat(')j} 
before submitting them to the Secretary of State I 

!he Honourable Sir Alennder Muddiman : I han nothing to adrl 
to thl' inf(Jnnation tontained in the Communiques issued on the lGt!t 
and 23td llay, copies of which have already been placed on the table 
in rtpl' to Mr. Rangaswami Iyengar's tm.Starred question No. 26Z, dated 
the 27th May 1U2!. 

NEW STORES Pt'B<'HASE RLLES. 
lUO. 'Xha:o Bahadur Sartaraz Hussain Khan: (a) Has the attention 

of Government been dra'lnl to the paragraph published in the " Forward , 
(If the 12th .April, 1924, undt-r the heading " Purchase of Stores. New 
Rules sanctioned by Secretary of State " I . 

(b) If so, will Go,·ernment please state if the statement is correct f 
. (c) If tOrTeet, by what time is the Government Resolution on the sub

jed npeeted to be issued t 
u~ • 
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The Ronmm\ble Sir Bhupendra Na.th Mitra : The attention or tho 
JionournUc M(·~nher is invited to the Resolution by the Drpartnwnt of 
Industries ami L!L~our, No. S.-217, <lat('d the 6th .May 1024, which wu; 
pnbliii~hetl in tht• .SuJ•plt•ment to the Gazette of India, dated the lOth 
1\Iay 19:!_,., proumlgatin~ the new rules ~overning the purcha~e of 11torrs 
required by Ct-ntral Dt>partments of the Government o! lnuia, State 
Railwar~ aJJ•i minor administrations. ; 

l'RoPosED SuBSTITUTION or THE woRDs 11 INDL\NS AND BuRMESE , ru.a 
u NATIVES OF INDIA AND BUR:MA " IN GOVERNMENT PuBLICA'flONS, 

1141. 'Khan Baha.dur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : lias the attention of 
the Government been drawn to the use of the words .. Nahves of lmlia 
and Burma " in t.l!e Supplement to the Gazette of India, A1>ril 5, 1924, 
first line Y 

Will GovernmE'nt be pleased to state if they are willing to substitute 
the words" Indians and Burmese "for u Native~t of lndia and Burn1a "t 

Mr. J. W. Bhore: No. • 
As indil'atcd in the footnote to paragraph 1 of the Rt>gulations 

referred to by the Honourable Member the words " Natives of India " 
have a spet'ial signification. The Government of India will however 
consider the :mr.gestion made and let the Honourable Member know 
their decisicm liJter. 

CoNTRACT WITH MEssRs. CLEMENTS RonsoN ANI> CoMPANY. 

1142. • Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : With reference to 
Question 142 asked in the Council of State in the last Delhi Session UJHler 
the heading •' Contract with Messrs. Clements Robson and Company '' 
and its reply by Government, will the Government be pleased to state- 1 

(a) whether the contract with the Company is annually renewed; 
or has been executed for a number of years 1 · 

(b) If the latter, when will it expire f 
Mr. H. R. Pate : (a) and (b). The agreement i11 for a period of three 

years f1·om the lst July 1022 and will, therefore, expire on the 30th June 
1925. 

GR!EVANCES OF TIIIRD CLASS PASSENGERS. 

1143. •Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : With reference to. 
Question 151, askeil. in the Council of State under the heading " Grievan
crs of the Third Class Passengers " and the reply of Government in the. 
affirmative, will Government please state : 

(a) whether the grievances pointed out in the report· have. been 
redressed f 

(b) if not, what steps are being taken to redress them f 
Mr. C. D . .M. Hindley : The IIonourable Member has apparently 

overlooked the answers given by the Honourable Mr. D. T. Chaclwiek to 
the furthH Qnestions Nos. 152 to 158 asked by the Honourable Raja. 
Moti C1wr.d in the Council of State on the 19th 1\Iarch 1924. Ili~ atten
tion i, dir~ctcJ to these an!-lwers. 

CAsUALTIES A:liONO INDIANS IN THE Rror IN BRITISH GOlAN A. · • ·• 

llH. *'Khan Bah!?,dur Sarfaraz Ht1ssain Khan : ( n) Has the attcntioft 
o! Government been drawn to the par;tgraph publi:shcd in, the" ~tatcsman '' 
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or the 15th April, 1924, under the heading "Rioters fired' on. Indians· 
killt!d in British Guiana'' I 
· • (b) If so, will the Government be pleased to state if the statement 
made is eom'Ct f · 

'. (e) If correct, will they please state under what special circumstances, 
the order to fire was given I · .. ' 

~ Mt. J. W. Bhore: (a) The reply is in the affirmath·e. 
·.. (b) and (c). The Government of India have made .inquiries and. 
are 11hortly expecting a reply. If the Honourable Member will repeat 
the que~;tion to-day week, I hope to be ablP. to answer it. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : liay I ask why inquiries were not made by 
cable f. 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : Inquiries were made by· cable. 
Mr. Ch.a.man Lal : Why is there so much delay in the reply f 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : Because we are expecting a reply by post and 
not by cable. · 

CoMPLAINTS REGAl!.DING TIIE GOVERNMENT CENTRAL PRESS'. 

1J45. •Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan: (a) Has the attention 
of Government been drawn to the Jetter published in the " Forward " of the 
16th April, 1924, under the heading " The Government Central Press " 1 

(b) If ~, will they please state if the complaints referred to are 
eorrect f 

ThJ Honoura'ble Sir Bhupendra Na.th Mitra: (a) Yes. 
(b) The complaints are incorrect If the Honourable Membe-r" care~ 

to Mme to my office, I shall be glad to supply him with the f;lCts in every 
tasP, 

REALISATION FROM THE SALE oF PosT OFFICE CAsn CERTIFICATEs; 

1146. •Xhan Bahadur Sar!araz Hussain Xhan: Will the Government 
be pleast>d to lltate the amount realised by the sale of Pose Office Cash 
Certificates during the years 1920-21, 1921-22. and 1923-2'4 respectively Y 

Thl) Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : The figures are ~ 

1920-21 
l!l:!l-22 
1923-2! 

Rs. 
52,09,000 
47,98,000 

6,88,05,000 

FAILt:m: o:r THE RA~oocm WIRELEss SERVICE. 

ll41. •Xhan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan: (a) Has the· attention 
e~f Government been drawn to the paragraph published in the H Statesman '' 
of the 20th April, 1924, page 7, under the heading '• Rangoon isolated. 
Failure of Wireless Service " f 

(b) Jf so, wm they please state : 
( i) when the Rangoon to :Madras Wireles.'S' Service was installed r 
(ii) bow many times and at what season of the year the interrup

tion, as complained of in the parng.raph, has, taken pJaee t 
~iii) the cost of the in~talktion t 
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Mr. ll. A. Sama: (a) The paragraph in question has been SC'Cll 
but it does not accurately reprc:se.nt the true· state of affairs. 1,3:!~ 
messages we1·e carried by thi~ route on the 15th .April and 369 on the 
loth -'\.Ilril. 

(b) (i) The stations were practically completed on 29th February 
192-:l and commenced working traffic very shortly after that date. 

(ii) Up to date the service has not been totally intenupted but 
partial interruptions to high-speed working ncccssitatmg the Ulltl of hand 
&peed temporarily may be expected for a limited number of houra d~Hy 
during April to July. 

(ii·i) .Approximately 6} lakhs. 
liAHStTD RAIDS ON .TilE FRONTIER, 

1148. •Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : (a) Tins the attention 
"f Government been drawn to the paragraph published in the "Englishman'' 
of the 21st .April, 1924, page 9, unJcr the heading " Frontier Raids, 
Seventeen persons carried off. Mahsud daring " 7 

(b) If so, will the Go,·ernment please state if the report is corree~ 
·and if correct, what action has been taken Y 

.Mr. Denys Bray: (a) Yes. 

( b} The report is correct. Other measures taken for the recover7 
·o.f the unforttwate victims having failed, the hm~tile 1\lahMud sectioml 
r-esponsible :were given defmite warning that unless they returned the 
captives and complied with our other terms by• a fixed date, they would 
be visited by l'Unishment whether by land or from the air. 

As soon as th,.. period of warning expired air operations were 
(lrdered aml pl'l:lparations made for movement of ground troops if neces· 
sary. .At: a rl•sa.lt six: kidnapped Ilindus, including, I particularly 
rejoice to add, the woman, were released Mix or seven days ago. I am 
8orry .to :'lay th».t two victims of this raid remain in captiTity, and the 
Qperatlon., are ~<;till incomplete. 

.CoMMUNIC.ATION'F:RCII TTIE INDIAN MERCHANTS; CliAMJJEB REGARDING 'rHB 
TARIFF BoARD's REPORT. 

U49. •xhan Bahadur Sarfara.z Hussain Xhan: (a) Will the Govern. 
·ment be pleased to state if they have received any communication from 
the Indian Merchants' Chamber as published in the " Englishman " of the 
22nd April, 1924, page 11, under tLe heading " Tariff Board Report " f 

(b) If so, will they please lay a copy of' the communication referred 
lo on the table f 

Mr. C. D. rd. Hindley : A copy of the letter from the Indian Mer· 
ehants' Chamber referred to, with a copy of the Government's reply, 
is being sent to the Honourable Member . 
.ALLEGATIONS .A.GAIXST .AsiATic CLERKs AxD h"DIAN MoNEY-LENDERS IN THE 

REPORT OF THE COMMI~SION ON AGRICCLTCRE APPOINTED l3Y THE 
ZANzrnAR GovE~~l<IENT I:-.1' 1922. 
1150. •sir Purshot!:!mdas Thaknrdas : 1. Have Government seen 

the Report of the Commission en Agriculture submitted to the Zanzibar 
Government in 1923 ? 

2. Are Government awarp, that the Commissioner~ appointed by the 
British Resident in December 1922 did not include a single Indian I 
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3. Will Government be pleased to state the· qualifications of the five 
membel'll that sat on the Co.llllllilision f . 

4. lias the attention of Government been drawn to some remarks 
against Asiatic clerks and against Indian money-lenders as contained iD 
the Heport of the said Commission f 

5. Will Government be pleased to state i! the said Commission 
examined any Indian witnesses, and if so, are the qualifications of such 
lndian witnesses known tJ Government ! Or, if they are not known, 
are Government nrep;:~.red to find out the onalifications of r.uch Iudian 
Wltl'l..ht(>P and makr the,information available to the Assembly f 

fi. Arfl Government prepared to get the evidence collected by the 
-said Commission and put a copy in the library of the Assembly f . 

7. (a) Do the Government of India propose to address the Resident 
in Zanzibar, and convey to him the· opinion of the Government of India 
regarding the remarks made in the report in connection with Indians lend .. 
iJ1g money to Arab cultivators in Zanzibar ! 

· (b) lias the attention of Government been drawn to the Minority· 
neport of Mr. R. H. Crofton, Chairman of the Commission, Section 6, on. 
pllge 49 of tho Report f . · 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : Parts1, 2, 4 ana 'l (b) .-The reply is in the affirma· 
tive. 

Pm·f:J 3, 5, 6 and 7 (a).-The Government of India are not in posse~ 
aion of all the facts, and have asked the authorities concerned 'for inform .. 
ation and copies of the evidence. Their future course of action will 
be determined by the result of these inquiries. 

Sir Pursbota.mdas Thakurdas : Will the information received by tne 
Government of India be available to the Members of this House f · 

Mr. J. W. Bhore: Yes. 
STATE 1JS. COMPANY !IANAGEllENT OF RAILWAYS. I--

urn. 'Sir .Pnrshotamdas Thakurdas : With reference to the '.Ad· 
ministration llcport on Indian Railways, 1922-23, Volume I, page 6; 
p:lTograph 14, headed " State t•s. Company Management" where it is 
stated that the Government propose to continue their efforts " to devise 
n qntisfllr.tory form of Company domiciled in India to take these Railways 
('the East Indian Railway and Great Indian Peninsula) over, eventually 
Oft a basis of real company m~magement 1 ' will Government be pleased to 
f!tate the stage at which their efforts in the direction indicated in this para· 
graph have rcaehed at pre::.ent 7 · 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The problem referred to has been kept in 
abey11nr.e pending a Rettlement of the question of the separation of Rail
way Finances from the General Finances of the Country .. 

Sir Pnrshotamdas Thakurdas : Do I understand then that the lJl'O• 
ject depends upon that f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I do not think the Honourable Member :s 
entitled to make that assumption. 

Sir Pursbotamd:~.s Tha.kurda.s : If the question has been beld in 
ah<>Yanee penrlin!l' thfl decision of the AsRembly re the separation of nail
way finances from the General finances, I think the supplementary 
question is justifiable as to whether the question of company managemer.~ 
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of thel'e railways de-pends upon the separation o! the General Dr;!lgod 
from the Railway Budget f . 

: Mr. President: The Honourable Member's supplemnntary qul'slinn 
lias been answered by :Mr. llinilley saying that such assumption shoultl 
not be made. 

: Sir Purshotamdas Thakurdas: 'May I ask another question T What 
relation does that bear to the question uf company management of tnes11 
railways f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley :. It would take some consitlerable tim~ to 
explain· the exact relation but it has: generally been agreed that in t.he 
event. of separation being effected some of the objections of :)tate 
management, which were advanced at the tlme of the discussicn, wu\11,1 
perhaps disappear. 

. Diwan Bahadur M. Ramacbandra Rao : May I ask whethcr any 
tlecision oos already been reached that, at the termination of their con· 
tract, these two Railways will be taken over by the State 1 
· Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: I have already stated that the proble111 is. 
at present in abeyance. . 

Mr. Gaya. Prasad Singh : Is it a fact that a confidential eircular l1as 
oeen issued by the authorities of the East Indian Railway asking the:r 
employees to take long furlough, if they so desire, in view of' the deci
sion of the Government to take over that Railway 7 

Mr. President : That does not arise out of this question. 
· Diwan Bahadur M. Ramacbandra Ra.o : May I ask the Ilonourable

:Member whether the decision that these two railways are going to nt~ 
taken over by the State is :final or is subject to any further decision 
that the Government may come to in regard to the formation of :L 
Company line. 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : For the time being the deci.'!iOll is final. 
· The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : I think the Ilonournble :Memhrr 

will :find the answer to his question if he will read the d~bate on thi~ 
subject that took place in February 1923 in this House. 

An Honourable Member : That debate is not ilhuninating as to what 
the decision is. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : The Honourable 1\{ember will 
:find it quite illuminating if he will read it. The answer to his quest.lun 
is already on record. 

Mr. K. C. Neogy: If the Gowrnment have already acceptecl. tht~ 
Resolution of the .Assembly, is it subject to any further condition or. 
restriction 7 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes: Government have accepted t1:at 
Resolution and have made arrangements to take over the East Indinn 
Railway on the 31&1: December 1924 and the Great Imliun Peninsula 
Railway in July 1925. As I said in my speech, we have left the door 
open to negotiations for a real private Company. These negotiations, 
as Mr. Hindley just explained, have not been pursued be<>ause we hcwe
not yet been able to settle the question of the separation of Railway 
finances from the General :finances. 

Mr. K. C. Neogy : Is it not a fact that the Honourable 1\len!beJ• 
moved. an amendment 11pecifically to the effect that the Oovernment wilt 
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tury on tht!se nc~otiations and that that amendment of Governm~:nt 
was defeated by a large majority of this House T • 

Mr. President: That is not a supplementary question. ~The 
llonuurable ~lember is stating a fact. 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar: May I know whether, as a matter o.E 
!act, there are proposals now before the Government for gh·ing Qver thi!:-1 
Company to private company management I . ' · . . : 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : The matter pas not gone beyond 
the stage which I mentioned in my speech to which I have already 
referred the Honourable Members. It may be said that there are no 
definite proposals before the Government at this moment. · · 1 

Dr. H. S. Gour : Will not the iionourable :Member feel bound by hts-
lpccch or by the Resolution passed by this House f · • 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes: The Honourable MPmber :per. 
haps is aware that Government are not bound by the Resolutions passt:<l 
Ly the Assembly. .. 

Mr. K. Ahmed : Do I understand that the GoYernment are not pre· 
pared to give effect to the Resolution that was p.assed la11t year ! 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : If the Honourable Member ·will 
not listen to the answer~> that I have already given, I am afraid I caii.llot 
hel11 him. • . 

(Mr. K . .Ahmed wanted to put another· question.) 
Mr. President: Order, order. We have bad a t~ufficient numbe1• ()! 

ampplcmentary quclltions on this queiStion. 
0PERATI}:G RATIOS OF RAILWAYS lN.FOREIGN COUNTRIES,, 

1152. •sir Purshotamdas Thakurdas: (a) With reference to wh~t is 
11aid in paragraph 46 in the Administration. Report on Indian J;l,ailways 
for 1922-23, will Go"ernment be pleased to state if they have ascertained 
that the various items included in the figures of opP.rating ratios ()f ,rail· 
way1 in foreign countries referred to therein are similar to those included 
in the figurelil of the operating ratios for Indian 'Railways T · · 

(b) If the reply to the above be in the affirmative, will Government be 
pleased to make these details available to the Assembly ! · 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) The items included in tlie United States 
(If America, Great Britain and South Africa for the purpose of calculat· 
ing the operating ratio are similar to those included in India, . 'fhe 
Government of India have no definite information as to the exact items 
included in calculating the operating ratios in' France,' Tasmania' 'ana 
the Argentine. But as the operating ratio on railways merely der..otes 
the percentage which the working expenses· bear to the gross earnings 
they think it extremely unlikely that there is any radical difference, 

(b) The items includf'd in the United States of Antel.Jca, Great 
Britain, South Africa and India are shown in the statements which I 
lay on the table. · · 

'C~'ITED STATES OF AMERICA. 
Railway Operating Revenue11. 

1. Trnn~rortation railline-
(a) }'rcight. 
(b) Paucnger, 
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(c) Mail. 
(d) E.xpre~s, 'etc., ete. 

:. Tr:1nsportation water line
( o) Freight. 
(b) Passenger. 
(c) Mail 
(d) E.tpress, ete., ete. 

3. Incidental 
4. Equipmellt rents. 
4i. Joint facility rents. 
~ Total Bnilwny Operating Revenues. 

Railway Operating ExpBMIII. 

1. Maintenance of ~ay and Structure&. 

2. Mailltcllanee of Equipment. 

3. Tratlie. 
4. Transportation rail lines. 
5.. Transportation water li!Wl. 

6. Miscellaneous operation& 

'1. General 
8. Transportation for illvestment. 

9. Total R:.illway Operatillg E.tpell!es. 

GREAT BRITAIN. 

Bevenue Beceipta. 

1. R:.illway-
( 11) Passenger Train Traffic. 
(b) Goods Train Traffic. 
(c) Miseellaneons. 

t. Passenger Road V ebielea. 
3. Goods Motor Vehiclea. 

4. Steam-boat1. 
5. Canals. 
6. Docks, Harbours and Wbanea. 
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r. Hotels, refreshment rooms and ears where entering ia carried on by the Comvany, 
8. Other separate busilless earried on by the Companies. 

9. Miscellaneous receipt1. 

Expenditure. 

L Maintenance and Renewal of Way and Worka. 
2. Maintenance and Renewal of Rolling Stock. 
8. Locomotive Bunning Expenses. 

. 4. Traffic Expenses. 

S. General Charges. 

6. ~enses of Collection and Delivery of Parcels and G~oda. 
'1. " Running Powers " Receipts and Payments in respect of Bunning Power 

E.tpenses. . . ., • 
~· :Mileage, ~c!llunage and Wagon hire. 
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SOUTH .A.FB.ICA. 

L P~~~eJ~gell. 
2. Pareela. 

Baming& 

a. Gooda and lfinerale other than eoaL 

4. CoaL 
G. Lift 1toek. 
G. Other traffie reeeipt& 
f. :MiaeeDaneo111. 

Bttptnditvre. 
L Yainteunee of Wa1 and Work& 
2. Yaintenanee of Rolling Stock. 
a. Bu.n:oing ape11!ee. 
4. Traftlo apeDBell. 
G. General chargee. 
e. Superannuation. 
f. C.rtage 1en:ieee. 
I. Total Ordinal'f working apenditure, 
~. Bela.,mg, etrengthening, ete. 

10. Depreciation. 
11 Total Worlrlnr E%penditure. 

L Paaaenger Traffic. 
2. Other CoaclUng Earning& 
S. Goodl Traftlc. 
4. Eleetrie Telegraph Eaminga. 
a. Steam·Boat. 
e. Sundl'f. 

INDIA. 
Earning I, 

Ezpenditvre. 
L :Maintenance of Way, Worka and Statioll8, 
2. Locomotive E%penaeL 
a. Quriage and Wagon, Expenses. 
4. Traftie Expenaea. 
G. General Chargee. 
G. Steam-boat Expenses. 
T. Special and M.iaeellaneoua Chargee. 

FACILITIES JOB THIRD CLASS PASSENGER TRAFFIC ON RA.lLWA.YS IN ·,D 
UNITED STATES oF AlmrucA. 

1153. •sir Purshotamdas 'l'hakurdaa: (a) :Will Government be pleased 
to state how the rates for passenger traffic in such foreign countries com· 
pare with the average incomtl per head in these foreign countries, anJ 
have Government compared these with the rates charged per pas~:~en:ter. 
111 India with the average income per head in India ! 

(b) Will Government be pleased to put on the table a statement show· 
ing the facilities and conveniences for third class passenger traffic, in u.y 

L78LA, . g 
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the United States of America as compared with those on Indian Uailway1 
to which reference is made in the said paragraph T 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : There are no reliable statistics of the aver1we 
income per head in India and the Government of India have no autho~i
tative figures of the average income per head in the other countries 
mentionetl. 'rhey are unable, therefore, to give the information or to 
make the comparison for which the Honourable Member usks in the 
first part of his question. They know of no basis ou which the compari· 
son suggested in the second part of the question could be made. 

Mr. B. Venkatapatiraju: Have the Government seen the statement 
q1ade by the Under Secretary of State for India in the House of VoDl· 
mons that the average annual income per head in· India is Us. 60 y 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : Yes, Sir. The Government do 
not accept that statement. 

INDIANS IN THE HIGHER GRADES OF HAlLWAY ADMINISTRATION~. 
1154. *Sir Purshotamdas Thakurdas : (a) Regarding chapter 10 of 

tht .Administration Report on Indian Railways, 1~22-23, under the head
ing 11 Railway staff " will Government be pleased to state the u reason· 
able means" to which they refer in paragraph 55 of the said Report, which 
Government say they have adopted to increase the number of Indians in 
the higher grades of railway administrations f 

(b) Will Government be pleased to define the 11tandard of efficiency 
and economy to which they refer in the said paragraph, and which are 
Jtated to be a condition of further Indianisation .of the Railway Depart· 
menl f 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : (a) In accordance with the policy laid down 
in the Preamble of the Governme!lt o1f India Act, Indians are being in
creasingly recruited for the superior grades of Railway service. In 
this connection the Honourable .Member's attention is directed to the 
statement laid on the table in reply to .Mr. Patel's Question No. 230, dated 
11th February 1924. . 

(b) The speed with which thi!:! policy can be developed obvi(lur:dy 
depends partly on the occurrence of vacancies and partly on whether 
such candidates as come forward are qualified for the work which they 
will be required to do. In some branches of service, however, the pre· 
11ent practice is to fill vacancies by recruitment half in India and hal£ 
in Europe. 

RECRUITMENT OF INDIAN APPRENTICES FOR ORDNANCE FACTORIES. 

1155. •sir Purshobmdas Tha.kurdas : With reference to the reply 
given by the Honourable the Army Secretary, to my unstarred Question 
No. 229 on 24th March last, regarding training of Indians in Ordnance 
Factories, will Government be pleased to 11tate whether any apprentices have 
been recruited so far, and will Government be pleased to put on the table 
a list giving the names of such recruits 1 . . 
· Mr. B. R. Pate : There are at present altogether 16'1 apprentices 

under training in the differrnt factories. 1 will furnish the Honourable 
Member separately with the list which he desires. 
CAs.E or PANNA LAL Gori, LATE Assi~TAN1' l::lv.TION MAsTER, KARBIGHWAN1 

EAST INDIAN RA1LW A y. 

tll56. •Mr. Gay& Prasad Singh: (1) With reference to my starred 
Qne 111tion No. 766 of the 13th March 1924, regarding the discharge of 

-t }'or anawt:r to this question-m the Auswe~·below Question No. 1157. 
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Panna Jjal Gopi, late .A.ssi.c;tant Station Master of Karbighwan station, 
Ea~t Indian Railway, and the reply of the Government th&t they have no 
information on the subject, haJJ the attention of the Government been drawn 
to a letter published in the " Leader " newspaper, dated the 11th April 
192-:1, in this eonnection f · ' 1. 1 • • ! 

2. (a) h it not a fact that the said Panna Lal Go pi had s~bmitted 
two reprrsentations to the Railway Board, on the 17th May 1923, and 15th 
January 1924, on the su~ject ~f his dis~harge and forfeiture of his g~atuity, 
and that they were received m the Railway Board on the 24th May 1923 
and 16th January 1924, respectively·' · . : · ' ·' ' ' · ' 
' (b) h it not a fact that a memorial was al8o submitted by the said 
Pa~na Lal Gopi to His Excellency ~he Viceroy on the 17th January 1924, 
whwh Willi forwarded to the Railway Board, and the· Railway Board 
~~eknowlNhred receipt of it by Office Memorandum No. 75-E.,' dated the 25th 
January 1924 f ~~' · 1 

· 3. (a) If the answer to the abo~e be in the affirmative, will the Govern
m~nt be pleased to ·explain, under the' circumstances, lw"f they are justi
fied in 1mying that they have no in1ormation on the subject ? 

(b) Are the Government prepared to can for all papers in connection 
with this case ! .And if not, why not f 1 

• • ·: · '' 

CAsE oF PANNA LAL GoPr, LATE AssiSTANT STATION MASTER, KARBIGHWAN, 
EAS'l' INDIAN RAILWAY. ; . 'l . •' 

1157. •Mr. Gaya. Prasad Singh : (a) .Are the Government aware that 
after l1 i~ tlifo;charge from service, Panna Lal Gopi was awarded· a service 
eertiflcate, dated the 3rd September 1921, from the District .Tr.affic Super
inten,Jent, Allahabad, and Acting General Traffic Manager, ,Calcu.tta;,Ea~t 
Indian Railway, that " his conduct has heen fair" T · . · · ·.. ' · 

' ' • ' 'I I M (" I ' ' I t ~ 
(b) Are the Government aware that under the written conditions 

of the service certi~cate, this form of certificate is not granted to al).y one, 
\Vho ha.c~ been guilty of any misconduct, although of a light natur~ h ,,1 ~ 

(r) Is it a fact that Panna Lal Gopi was al~o given back his contri
bution and provident fund depoRit after discharge, aud that this money is 
., only payable in the event of the member's service beil:~g terminate~ 
~itho!1,t fault, in accordance with cla)lSe l6 of the Rules and . Re%uJ.~· 
ttons f · .... 

(d) Is it a fact that even after his discharge, Panna Lal Gopi was 
called by Mr. W. A. Shakespear, the then Acting Agent of the East Indian 
Railway, on the 28th June 1922, to ~rive his opinion before the Economy 
Commlttl'e at Calcutta,· and that the Committee had accepted his· opinion ! 

r • ,(e) Are the Government prepared to consider the case of Panna tal 
Go pi for reinstatement t ' ' ·• · · · ', 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : With your permission, Sir, I proposfl to 
anRwer qni'RtionR Nos. 1156 ani} 1157 to!!ether.' It is a fact that a 
memorial to His Excellency the Viceroy and representation to the .Rail
way Board have been received as stated.· As Mr. Panna Lall Gop1 wns 
a servant of the East Indian Railway Company, his appeal lie11·to .~he 
A::rent and Board of Directors of the Company, and he was acc.ordmgly 
informed that the Government of India could not interfere in the 
matter. ' . ' .· 
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:A:&RESTS UNDER BENGAL REGULATION Ill OJ' 1818. 

11M. *Mr. E. C. Neogy: (1) Has the attention of Government been 
drawn to the statements made by Counsel while moving the Calcutta 
High Conrt on the 17th April, 1924, under section 491 of the CoJe of 
Criminal Procedure, on behalf of four person11 who were acquitted on 
the morning of that day by the Sessions Jud~e of 24-Pergannas of charges 
under sections 120-B, 392, 395, 396, and 302 of the Indian Penal Code, and 
arrested immediately after and detained in prison 7 

(2) Is it a fad : 
(a) that immediately after they came out of court upon the 

pronouncement of the order of their acquittal, the Haid 
persons were arrested by certain police officers unde1· the 
direction of an Assistant Commissioner of the Calcutta 
Police; 

(b) that on being asked, the said p()lice officers stated that the said 
four persons were being arrested under Bengal Regulation 
III of 1818; 

'(e) that thereupon the said persons asked for the production or 
warrants, and the police officers stated that they had no 
warrants ; and 

(a) that the police officers finally stated that the arrests were made 
under section 54 of the Code of Criminal Procedure f 

(3) Have Government any authority to order persons to be arrested, 
with a view to imprisonment under Bengal Regulation III of 1818, with· 
out any warrant or' without any warrant being shown to them by the 
Police when so required f 

(4) Are Government advised that warrants of commitment under 
section 2 of Bengal Regulation III of 1818, issued to the Superintendent 
of the Presidency jail in Calcutta directing him to receive into custody 
the four persons mentioned in the preceding questions, constituted 
sufilcient authority for the Calcutta Police to arrest them f 

(5) (a} Were the proceedings initiated in the case of the said four 
persons, by the Governor General in Council, under Bengal Regulation 
III of 1818, during the pendency of their trial in the Court of Sessions, 
or on its termination f 

(b) If the said proceedings were initiated on the termination of the 
said trial : · 

(i) on which date and at what hour were warrants of commitment 
issued under Section 2 of Ben~al Regulation III of 1818 ; 

(ii) at what place, by whom, on which date and at what hour were 
the warrants signed, and 

(m) to whom were the warrants sent, and at what place, on which 
date and at what hour were they received by him t 

(6) On which of the following three grounds, mentioned in the 
preamble of Bengal Regulation III of 1818 was action determined to 
J>e tak~n against the said persons : ' 

(a) that there may not be sufficient ground to institute any judici~ 
proceedings ; 
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(b) that such proceedings may not be adapted to the nature of the 
case; or 

(c) that such proceedings may for other reasons be unadvisable or 
improper f 

The Honourable Sir .llexander Muddiman : I have seen a report of 
the statements referred to. The persons concerned were arrested in 
the circumstanceH detailed in the question but it.is not a fact that the 
police said that they had no warrants or that the arrests were made 
under section 54 of the Code of Criminal Procedure. The warrants 
were directed to the Superintendent of the Jail and were not produced. 
The Regulation makes no 8pecific prescription as to the manner in which 
any person, against whom a warrant under the Regulation is issued, is 
to be received into custody but the question of the power to arrest under 
this Regulation has, I understand, been answered judicially in the 
atfirmative. The warrants issued before the commencement of the trial 
in the Court of Sessions but their execution was stayed and the points 
raised in part 5 (b) of the question do not therefore arise. The warrants 
were originally issued with special regard to the considerations recited in 
(b) and (c) of part 6 of the question, but without prejudice to the ques
tion of instituting judicial proceedings if this course were deemed. advis
able. 

Mr. X. 0. Neogy : May I know why these warrants were not issued 
before the persons were arrested and placed on their trial Y 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : My information is that 
the warrantg were issued. 

Mr. X. 0. Neogy : Will the Honourable Member give the date of 
the warrants t 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I must have ·notice of 
that. 

Mr. K. 0. Neogy : If judicial proceedings were not considered advis
able at the time, why were these proceedings instituted at all f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I have already ex
plained that the warrants were issued without prejudice to the question 
of instituting judicial proceedings, that is, without prejudice to trial on 
a particular charge. 

Mr. K. 0. Neogy : Is it usual for Government to issue warrants under 
Regulation III of 1818 in anticipation of the decisions of judicial courts ! 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : The warrants in ques
tion were issued before the trial in the Sessions Court commenced and 
were not issued solely on grounds connected with the charge there 
brought. 

Mr. A. Rangaswamy Iyengar : May I know why Government 
should have thought fit that a man should be put on trial before the 
courts and also be interned without the issue of warrants 1 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : It was to avoid the 
necessity of interning them that the trial was undertaken. 

Mr. A. Rangaswamy Iyengar : Am I to take it that in all cases 
where the trial proves abortive it is the policy of the Government to do 
without a trial t 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : That is not the policy 
of the Government. . 
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Mr. X. C. Neogy : Will tht> llononrahle Mt'mhPr giv~ the reft>reuce 
to the judicial decision f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : 1 think the IIonournl)lo 
Member knows tht> east' quite WE'll. It is tht> caHe of Amir Khan in ~ 
Bengal Lnw Rt'ports, pa,:rP 47!l. 

I ' 

ALL:EoED AsSAt'LT BY SOI,OIERfl oN 1\la. SroHVA AT TIIE KARAcm RAILWAY 
STA'I'!ON. 

1159. •Mr. Harcha.ndra.i Vishindas : (a) llas the attention of the 
Gorernment been tlrawn to a letter from Air. Sidhva publishru in the 
u ~ind Observer" and 11 New Times" (Karachi) of the 28th April 
last stating that while entt'ring' I a railway compartmrnt occupied by 
l'oldiers, he was foully abused, kicked, collared out of the compartment, 
his luggage thrown out and he was further threatened to be thrown out 
of the window if he entered again, the soldiers flouting the rPmon~trancea 
of the railway officials and milital'y police ; and to the editorial comment!'! 
of the above two newspapers of the 29th idem 7 

(b) If so, will Government be. pleaAed to state what step"' if any, 
they intend to take to punish the offenders f 

(c) Is it true; that such incidents are frequent but go unnoticed 
owing to the inaction of the victims Y 

Mr. H: R~ Pate: (a) Government have seen the artiele and the 
comments referred to by the Honourable Member. 

(b) The matter is being thoroughly investigated and the reHult will 
be communicated to the IIononrable Member in due course. 

(c) The Government have no reason to believe that the fact! a1·c 
as stated . 

. SUBMISSION OF STATEMENT OF EARNING8 BEYOND THEIR LAWFt'L RALARTES 
BY TICKET COLLECTORS OF THE NoRTH-WERTERN RAILWAY, KARACUI 
DISTRICT. 

1160. •Mr. Harchandrai Vishindas : (a) Is it a fact that orders have 
been issued to the ticket collectors of the North-Western Railway,/ 
Karachi district, to submit statements of their earnings, beyonrl their 
lawful salaries, on pain of their punishment T 

(b) If so, is the order issued merely to elicit information or to expose 
malpractices T 

{c) If it is issued with neither of the above object~, tlum with 
what object 1 • 

(d) Is the order confined only to ticket collectors or extends t.o 
other Railway servants also t 

(e) If it is confined only to ticket collectors, why Y 
Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The Honourable Member is presumably refer

ing to the working of the Travelling Ticket Examiners and if such h; the 
case the replies are as below : · 

(:a) Travelling Ticket ExaminPrs submit monthly statement!i of the 
moneys collected by them from members of the travelling 
public found ( i) travelling "ithout tickets· (ii) carrying 
more luggage than is allowed to be carried under the bye· 
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laws of the railway. There is no question of these collections 
having to reach a particular figure on pain of punishment. 

(b) and (c). 'l'he submi.l;sion of these statements is necessary as 
a check on the work of the Travelling Ticket Examiners and 
also to keep the Railway Administration informed in regard 
to the extent to which travelling without payment prevails. 

(d) and (e). No. A similar principle applies rnutatis mutandis 
to all other staff employed in connection with t-he realization 
of earnings. 

DISINTERN MENT AND CREMATION OF THE BOoms OF HINDU AND SIKII 
SOLDIERS KILLED IN THE GREAT WAR, 

1161. •Mr. Harchandrai Vishindas: Will Government be pleased 
to state : 

(a) Whether Hindu and Sikh soldiers who fell in the Great War 
were buried along with Christian and Mahomedan soldiers f 

(b) If so, in what theatres of war had they fallen, in what places 
were they buried and what was their number Y 

(e) Whether Government contemplate to disinter and cremate them 
according to their religious usages f 

Mr. H. R. Pate: (a) and (b). The information desired .by the 
Iluuourable :Member iH not available, and any attempt to obtain it would 
involve a quite disproportionate amount of labour which Government are 
uot prepared to undertake. 

(c) Ther~ is no such intention, 

'Dit:!MissAL oF Mn. SunHA Row1 A GovERNMENT TELEGRAPHIST. 

1162. *Mr. C. Duraiswami Aiyangar: (a) Has the attention of the 
Government been drawn to an article under " Synthetic Seditio!l " and 
un editorial note in the Hindu., dated 28th April, 1924·? 

(b) Is it a fact that one :Mt·. Subha Row, a Government Telegraphist 
of 17 -years' standing, was dismissed from service and his appeal to the 
Government was also dismissed ! . 

(c) Will the Government be pleased to state whether the charg~a 
11gainst him were only the five charges referred to in the said article, namely, 
( 1) contributing Rs. 5 to the Tilak Swarajya. Fund in the name of his 
daughter, (2) his association with non-co-operators and congressmen in 
his capacity as a member of the Bezwada Town Hall, (3) subscribing for 
the Telegraph club, the Hindu1 the Bombay Chronicle and the Andhra 
Patrika and discontinuing the Justice, (4) having retorted when a speaker 
Mr. Ongauti Ramaswami Sastri ealled Mahatma Gandhi a " Duratrna " 
and not " Mahatma" by saying in return "you are yourself e lhtratma 
und, therefore, vou think that everyone is like you", (5) wearing 
Khaddar f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra.: (a} Yes. 
(b) Yes. 

(c) The attention of the Honourable Member is drawn to the memo
randum of chat·ges laid on the table in reply to Question No. 1138 by Mr. 
liaya Prasad Singh, 
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}>xoumiTION or 'fH:Z WEARING or Khaddar BY GovERNMENT SERVANTS, ETC. 

1163. •Mr. 0. Duraiswami Aiyangar : (a) IIave the Government pro .. 
hibited Govern.meir.t servants from wearing Kha~uar and enjoined on 
them the w~aring of foreign cloth only t 

(b) Is it a departmental rule that Government servants shoulu not 
read the Hindu, the Bombay Chronicle or the Andhra Patrika and are 
bound to read the Justice I 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: (a) and (b). No. 
Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : Can Government say that there has be~n 

no instance· in which any Government servant has been punished for 
putting on khaddar Y 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : 1 am not prepared to 
say that. 
EsTABL.lSHllEN'l' or liiATCB FACTORIES IN INDIA BY THE SWEDISH MATCH 

CoMPANY. 

1164. • Mr.ltumar Sankar Ray :. lias the attention of the Government 
been drawn to the Reuter's telegram and its contradiction appearing in 
the Statesman on the 30th April and 1st !lay, 1924:, respectively about the 
Swedish !latch Company establishing several match factories in India br 
increasing their capital f If so, will the Government kindly state, if there 
is any foundation for the telegram and what attitude are the G~vernment 
adopting in the matter Y • 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra.: The Government have 
seen the press reports referred to by the llonourable Member, but they hav\l 
no information on the subject other than that contained in these reports. 
They will watch developments fo;l' the reasons explained by the Honourable 
Commerce Member in his speech in the Council of State on the 24th March 
last. · 

ALLEGED AsSAULT BY SoLDIERS oN 1\IR. R. K. SmaVA. AT THE KARAcm RAIJ.r. 
WAY S'l:ATION. 

1165. *Mr. Kumar Sanka.r Ray : Has the attention of the Gove'rnment 
been drawn to an incident reported in the Forward newspaper of Calcutta, 
in its issue dated the 1st :May, 1924, headed " Ungallant conduct of British 
soldiers " about some British soldiers having assaulted and kicked one 
Mr. R. K. Sidhva at the, Karachi railway station 7 Are the statements 
therejn made true and if so, what steps, if any, are the Gove1'D.ID.ent 
going to take against the said soldiers 1 

Mr. H. R. Pate : Government have seen the report referr~d to. The 
matter is under investigation. 

Mr. Jamna.das M. Mehta. : Is it a fact that, as stated in the report 
which appeared in ~orne newspapers, these officers were to be courtmar· 
tialled f · ~ 

. Mr. H. B.. Pate: I understand that a courtmartial is being held. 

FLOOI>S IN .BIIIAR. 

1166. *Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh: (a) With re.ference to my starred 
question No. 1004 of the 2~th March 1924 regarding the floods in Bihar, 
and the reply of the Government that " the Railway; bank~ ar~ well 



. f•l·o•:!ded with fl:"Jod-orenings as well as culverts,'' has the ~tttcntion of 
tl:~> Gwernmr.nt been drawn to the report of the Cotbmtttee appointccl 
by the Government or Bihar and Orissa, by Resolution No.' 1043-C.I. of 
the 24th September, 19.~:t nml put.!ished in the Bihar and Orissa Gazette 
Supplement, dated the lath Feh!'uary 1924, page 217 t 

(b) Is it a fact that thl! fdlowing passages occur in the course of the 
Report: 

· " Between Arrah ••t1d Kulharia on the East Indian Railway, the 
t:11lerway provided by t~;e Railway was altogethei'ihadequatc to }Jil.SS the 
discharge, with the result that both the Arrah canal for 3 miles above the 
Railway crossing, and the Railway line from Arrah to Kulh :1tia were over~ 
:uppt:d. The eanal and Railway were both badly breached~.Atrah town 
euff'ered severely '' · · 

" The East Indian Railway has decided not to provide extra waterway 
between Arrah and Kulharia1 on the assumption that the Bihar and Orissa 
Govrrnment will take steps to clo!le the spill. The Railway is very largely 
interested in the matter, as, if the spill is not closed, an ertormous increase 
in waterway must be provided if the main line is to be preserved from the 
riKk of being overtopped and breached every year ". 
· 

1
; Thl'! Railway line was overtopped and breacherl close ·to 'Biltta 

atatkn. The Railway Company propose to put in extra waterway at this 
place'' 

" The shutter~ fitted to the (Kanwa) sluices on the Railway, by the 
Bengal and North-Western Railway do not work efficiently. The officiating 
Chief Engineer of the Railway who was present at the inquiry has agreed 
to modify the shutters and opening gear ". · · 

" The Agent ami the ,officiating Chief ~ngineer of the J3engal and 
North-WefJtern Railway have both laid great stress oh the necessity for 
Polict> help ;n preve-nting the line being ClUt betwefln bighwara and 
f'onepur. During the recent floods, the line 'vas cut in 5 places with 
ciisastr<'tts results to the land within the Railway, and no benefit to the 
persous who t!Ut the line " t . 

(c) Are the statcmenhl contained in th~ sa.id passr.~es cori.'ect and, ii 
10, do. the Governml nt of India still hold the view tl1 at " the Railway 
banks are well provided with flood-opening~; as well &s cuh·erts "f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : (a) Yell. 
{b) The passages quotM occttr in the report and Govtsthtnent ha\l'e no 

n•ason to doubt their accuracy but I would· point to the Honourabl(! 
;rember that when they are read along with the r~st ltf the Bihar and 
Orissa Committee's report it will appear that the report ~upports th& 
t~tatement that 1

' thl' Railway banks are well provided with flood openings 
as well' as culverts''. The Committ~e point out that the damage in .th11 
iliRtricts of Patna, Shahabad and Saran was due to an abnormally high 
.ftood but, beyond noting that the East lndia11 Railway Company propos~ 
to put in extra waterway near Bihta and that the slui~es !ill the Bengal 
And North-Western Rail"ay near Chapra are inefficient, they do not drA\V 
attention to any deficiency in the waterways under the railways and do 
~ot make any r~commendation that additional wateTway is necessary, lrt 
r('~ard to the Bengal and North-Western Railway line between Dighwara 
llld S'on~pur th.r Comt11ittee reGommend that additional waterway ahoukl 
~u - ' 



UGts.LJ.TlVI: ASSi:'tiBl.f. 

not be provided. In the circumstances Government see no rea~;on t<> 
modify their original stat-cruent. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Do Governm~nt propose ~o take any steps 
in those ~ases in which the report of the ll1har and Or1~ Government 
aays that the waterways are not sufficient 7 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : ·rhe railway companiu ~oncerne~ ~re ta.kin" 
1teps in connecti<m with the report, but 1 nm uot m a JIOslhon to say 
exactly what they are doing, withont havjng notice of the question. 

Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : .Are Government in a position to say that 
the railway eoonpa.nies will take the necessary action before the time when 
the next floods are expected 1 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley z 1 atn nat prepared to say that the railway 
companies will carry out in full all the recommendations in the report ; 
but the Honourable 1\Ieruh~r may b!! MUisfled that the railway eompaniei 
will take all the steps necessary before the next floods. 

Mr. Gay& Prasad Singh: Will the railway companies be able to take 
the necessary steps before the rains this year f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I will want notice o! the question, but would 
augoest that it would be more convenient if the Honourable .Member 
wilt come to my' office and see the papers on the subject, us the matter i1 
aomewhat complicated. 

Mr. Gaya. Prasad Singh : Are Government in pOt!Seswon of expert 
opinion in the matter r 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: The matter refers to large areas of country 
and to varying conditions, and it is ncYi: po~.;sible to expect that a full report 
can be given on the subject at snch short notice. There is no doubt that 
measures will be concer~ed to meet fipecial difficulties. 

PRoscRIPTION OF :M.R. HYNDMAN's BooK u THE AwAKENING oF Asu." 

1167. *Mr. Gaya Prasad Smgh : With reference to the reply given 
to :Mr. K. C. Roy's question of the 4th February, 1924, priuted at pa~ 
165 of the Legislative Assembly .Debate<.~. Volume IV, No. 4, will the 
Ooverntnent kindly state the name of the book which has been prow 
scribed, and the name of the author, as well as give reference to the 
(lfficial notification by which the book was proscribed f 

The l!onourable Sir Alexander Muddima.n : The- book referred to by 
Sir .Malcolm Hailey was 11 The Awakening of Asia" by Mr. II. M. 
Hyndman. It was proscribed by Commerce Department Notificutiott 
No. 3044, dated th~ 17th May 1919. 

P:s.oscRIPTto~ or LALA LAJPUT RAI's l!OOK ''YoUNG INDIA''. 
1168. * Mr. Gaya :Prasad Singh : With re-ference to starred Questiou 

:No. 328 of the 18th February, 1924, will the Government be pleased to state 
how long they intend to maintain their order of proscription of Lala 
Lajput Rai's book ., Young India, " with a foreword by Colonel 
~edgewood f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Mnddiman: No time can be 1tatcd; 
G~lernment are not at present prepared to withdraw the proscription. 



. . 
tsrorEB.aiPuTI'Oixs AT KOTU Jt'Nmos os THE Xmrm-WESTEK..'f ~· 

•W&Y. 

1169. -Jlr. Ba.rchandni V"'lshindas: (t~) Are Gonrnm~nt aware .of 
the eomplainta published in Sind papers from time to time regard~ng the 
great ineon..-enienee to railway pa.~ngers during the hot days for 
Yant of roofing o..-er the platfonu of the Kotri Junction station on the 
Sorth-Western Railway I 

(.) If 80, do Cfflvem.ment propose to order the roofing in or the 
uid platforms r . , . ; 

Kr. C. D. K K.indler: (11} Gourmnent have not seen the complaints 
~ferred to but nnderstand that the Ac,crent, North-Western Railway, has 
ieeently received one eomplainL 
·. (6) A. wiiting l001118 and a large waiting hall exist at Kotri, it is not 
eonsidered neeessary to provide additional shelter on the platforms. 

Cxron:B.ED PL!TPORU.S AT K.uucm Cn-ronu::\"T Suno.s-. 
lliO. •Mr. lhrcha.ndrai VJS.hindas: (11) Is Karachi Cantorunent 

stAtion considered by the Railway authoritit>S a first class station f · 

(b) If .ao, why are its platforms left uncovered thus exposi.n: 
pa.ssengen to heat and rain r 

Kr. C. D. K Hindley: (a) it's. 
(6) Roofing of the platforms is not eonsidered neeessary, as wz.!ting 

rooDll and a large waiting hall have been provided at this station. 

PBoi'OiiED co~"'STI.l"CTios or .L'\ On:aBRIDGK AT THE Cunos R.rn.wu CJws.. 
SIXG AT KA.RACBL 

i111. *Mr. Jl&rehandrai V11bindaa: (a) Are Cfflvernment aware 
that the eonstnJrtion of an overbrid~ at the Clifton railway croWilg 
at Karachi wu sanctioned and the respective contributions by t.he Rail-
way and the Yunidpality settled years ago f .. 

(b) U so, why has there oeeurred so much delay in tarrying out 
the aa.id eonatructioll t . _ 

(c) Are Government aware that since the erection of the Kothari 
parade, and Lady Lloyd Pier at. Clifton there has been enormous trtille 
between that sea resort and the city of Karachi ! 
. (d) And are Gonrnment aware that the absence of sueh oYerbridge 

is the eau.qe of exasperating interruption and delay to mch traffic f 
(t) Are Cfflnrnment aware of the complaints from time to "time 

published iJl newspapers in this behalf r · 
(/) Do Government propose to direct the early construction of thii 

orerbridge r · · 
Kr. C. D. K K.indley: {11) and (b). The necessity for an over· 

bridge at the Clifton Road lenl crossing was accepted many yean ago, 
ht the aetu&l execution of the scheme had to be deferred owing to eon-
ditiona consequent npon the late war. · , 

. (e), (d) and (t). Yes. · 
(/) The estimate for the railway portion of the work has been Sa.ne

tioned mently, and provided there i~ no delay on the part of the Mma.i.: 
eipality in handing over the ~ land, work 'lill be pijt in hand at 
ODet. • . . . , 
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liluMPTIO:-J rno~ PAT.ME.~T or gxns~: DtrTY oN MoToR SPnuTs, GRANTED Tn 
'l'BE INDIAN PRODrfTS COMPANY AND THE llARTIKOOL OIL COMPANY. 

· 1172. M.r. Barchandrai Vishindas : wm Gov~rnment be pleased 
to state if it illl true that thry l!!rant.t-d exemption from excise duty to the 
lndian Prorluds ('ompa11~· an.] the iJartikool Oil Company on motor 
spirit f 

The Honourable Sir Basll Blackett : The answer is in the ·affirm a· 
\ive. 

GRANT OF PASSPORTS TO THE PROPO~ED 1\h;MBERS OF THE KHILAFAT DELl!:GA· 
. •rtON 'J'O TPinct:l', ETC, 

1173. *:ftir. narchandrai V~shindas : (a) With reference to my Que!!· 
tion No. 5!8, dated 12th Ma1·ch 1923, pnblished at page 322~ ,,f Vol. III 
of the Assembly Debates in reference to adjournment motions under 
Chapter VI of the ~Ianual of Business, will Government be pleased to 
state whether there is any legal provh~ion or connection under wh:eh it is 
ordinarily the duty of Government to gi,·e effect to the desire of the IIouse 
as t:xpressed by the vote of the majority on a motion of adjourr.mer1t. f 

(b) If so, has .. effect b('en given to the wish of the Assembly as in<li
eated by their adoption of Diwan ChAm' n Lal's motion of adjournment 
on the 25th Uarch last by the grant of pa:,; :ports to the propo!'led mem!>ers 
of the Khilatat delegat10n to Turkey 1 

The Honourable Sir Alexander nruddima.n : (a) The answer is in the 
negath'e. 

(b) The Honourable Member is referred to the answers given by me 
to-day to the questions by Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh on this subject. 

Mr. C. Dura.iswami Aiyangar : May I knmv when any Resolution is 
passed by this Assembly recrmmending to the Governor General in 
Council~ whether there is any method by which we may know what his 
reply is, whether His. Excellency the Governor General in Council has 
~ceepte.d Ol' rejected the Resolution 1 

The. Honourabl~ Sir Alexander Muddiman : By asking a question. 

Mr. C. Duraiswami Atyangar : Would it be convenient for His Excel· 
leney the Governor General in Council's opinion to be communicated to 
this Assembly at the next sitting by the Home Member f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: At the next Ritting 7 
Mr. C. Dura.iswami A.iyangar : May I know, when a Rc~olution has 

'been pas~ed by this Assembly and forwarded to tJle Governor General in 
Council, whether it will be convenient to the Home 'Member to commu
nicate to the next sitting of this .Assembly whether His Excellency the 
Governor General in CouTl!Cil has accepted or rej.etted the Resolution 7 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddbnan : It would be extremely 
inconvenient to the Home :Member. Naturally a. Resolution passed by 
this Assembly reeeins full consideration, and in the time which elaplieiJ 
:anti! the next sitting it would be impossible. 

Mr. C. Duraiswami Aiyangar : 1Iay I know· whetl1er it would he. 
·convenient at the next sittinr. after the Governor Heneral in Council ,!l 
eonsent has been given CJr not given, as early as it is possible, for this 
Assembly to know ? . · 
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The Honourable Sir .Alexander :r.tuddim.an : .A question assures that, 
I undel"'!tand. .A question is always put in my experience. 
SI:IZt1lE u tll£ P(.ILJCE c.P cEBT.UY lli."r:::;cRIPTS JiELONGLxo ro lL\t:LA...'<.L 

ABt:L KAU.x Au.». 
ll7!. •Mr. A'f:ldul Rave: {a) Will ihe Go,·ernment please st~te 

v;}letner !t is a faet thllt the manuscripts of llaulana .Abul Kalani Azad. 
entitltd the " Tarjman-ul-Quran " and " Tafsir-ul-Biyan " were taken 
away by the Calcutta Police in a search made at the residence of .the 
Maulann in !\o,·ember 1!:121. and that the said manuscripts are now 
lying with the Government of India ! · · 

(b) If so, will the Go\"emment please also state reasons' as to why the 
above-mentioned manuscripts l' •• we rJOt as yet been returned to the 
Maulana and whether the Government propose to return them at an early 
~' . . 

The Honourable Sir Alennder Mud.diman: (a) The manuscripts 
are not with tht Government of India, wh() have no information in re-
gard to their alleged seizure. · 

In that case, the second part of the question does not arise. 
M'Lulvi Sayad :r.turtaz:a Sahib Bahadur: :May I know if the Honour~ 

able Member ill aware that iD the search sacred books whieh are held ali 
holy as the Koran itsdf were rt'mond, and, if so, will the (kremmeut be 
pleased to make earJy inquiry and return the books to llaulana Abul 
K&Wn Azad f 

The Honourable Sir .Alexander Muddiman : I ha~e already told the 
HonouraLle lfember that I have not got the books. 

l!faulvi Muhammad Yaqub : May I know if you will return those 
books to some other Honourable Member Jf this Assembly f Then they 
will bt: sate in his posses8.on. I thought I heard you say you had the. 
books f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I have not got the 
bookr. 

PBuf'OliED Lt"DHIA.~A~KALK! RAILWAY tia. SA:VR!LA AXD RoPAR. 

1175. Mr. Abdul Haye : Will the Government please state whether 
they are contemplatin~ any ~heJt1e or Ludhlana Kalka Railw::ty through 
Samrala and Roper, anti if sQ, when the work is likely to be taken in 
hand T 

. Mr. C. D. l!f. Hindley : The reply is in the negative. . 
lsous LAw RI:POJITS ColllUTTEE. 

lli6. •ur. X. Ahmed: (a) Is it a fact that during the Autum.It 
S•ion in 1922 there met a Committee composed of the Law Member and 
rt>presentatives from all the High Courts and Judicial Commissioners' 
Courts to discuss what steps should be taken to amend the lndianLaw 
Reports Aet anti to suggest means as to how the present :,ystem of law 
reporting eoulJ be improved, and that the· Committee held its mee~..n;,~ 
for about ten days or so • tn romtra ' and arrived at some beisions.' und 
that the recommendations of the Committee were approved btthe Law 
llember f · · 

(b) If the answer be in the affirmative, do Governm~nt propose to 
state at what atage the matter is now pending and expedite the publie&
tion of the l't"COmmendations of the said Committee along. with the 
decisions arrived at by the Government t 
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(c) 'Vill the Government be ph•a!ied to state in full what amollnt 
of money was spent in the matter of com·ening the afore!lai•! Committee f 

Sir Henry Moncrieft Smith: (a) and (b). The Honourable Member 
is referred to the answer given .to 1\Iaulvi Muhammad Yaqub's question 
on the same subject on the 18th of February 1924. The Government of 
India do not propose to publish the Report of the Committee, but & copy 
of the Report will be placed in the Library of this House for the informa~ 
tion of Members. It is for the Local Governments of the Provinces eon· 
eerned to takt! such action on the recommendations of the Committee as. 
ihey think fit. 
. (c) The t'otal expenditure incurred on the Committee was Rs. 5,11S 

.and was met by the Local Governments concerned . 
. Mr. K. Ahtned : Would not that amount be wasted if the Central 

Government did not think they were responsible to spend the amount for 
the purpose of a Committee T 

Sir Henry Moncrieft Smith : I explained in answer to a question in 
,February. 

Mr. K. Ahmed : Is not that amount squandered f Is not the 
respon8ibility of that on the Government 7 (Laughter.) 

Sir Henry Moncrieft Smith : I am afraid I only heard the laughter 
.of the IIcu"le. · 

Mr. X. Ahmed • I suppose the Government of India have wasted the 
amount which the Honourable Member gave, probably some five thous~nJ 
rupees, owing to the fact, that it is left to the ·discretion oi the Local Gov
ternment to decide whether they will consider the matter of reporting. 

Mr. President : The Honourable Member has put no question. 
Mr. X. Ahmed : Is not that so, Sir f 

VALIDITY OF CERTAIX CLASSES OF INSTRUMENTS EXECUTED UNDER TH& . 
INDIAN STutP AcT. 

1177. •Mr. \V. S. J. Willson : (a) Has the attention of Governme11~ 
been directed to Question No. 102 and supplement asked in the l'unjo.b 
Legishtive Council by 'Mr. V. F. Gray on 29th Fe,bruary 1924 and the 
answers given by the Honourable ~11 John .Maynard T 

(b) A:re Govermnent aware that the validity of instrumentCJ re-
.. (!uired to be executed on embossed stamped paper under section 11 of 

the Stamp Act, 1899, but which have been executed between the 6th and 
lOtb October 1923 upon which stamp duty has been paid by epplication 
of adhesive stamps remains in doubt 7 

(c) Do Government propose to take any steps to give protection 
to all such instruments executed in British India at any rlace which 
cnuld not have received the Government of India Gazette o! 6th 
October 1923 before the lOth idem and later if necessary, having regard 
to sections 85, 48, 66, 67 and 68 of the Stamp Act 1899, which deal with 
the admiss!hility or rejection in evidence of insufficiently stamped 
documents In Courts of Law, ·recovery of stamp duty by distress and sale 
of moveable property and offences· 7 · · 

· Th! Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : (a) The answer is in the 
.affirmativ.e. . · · 
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(b) Attention il!i invited to the No,tification, dated the 1st October 
192:3 permitting the use of adhesive stamps, on these instruments and 
al~ 'to the Press Communique, dated the 12th ll!ay, 1924, from which it 
will be seen that the difficulty complained of does not arise .. 

(c) Attention is invited to the Bill which has been published in the 
Gazette of India Extraordinary, dated the 20th :May 1924, and will shortly 
b~ r1laced before this House for validating on payment of the difference 
of duty on such of these instruments as were made on or before 31st Decem· 
ber~ 1923, without any payment of penalties .. 

REPORT Ofl' THE INDIAN MERCANTILE MARINE CoMMITTEE. 

1178. *Dr. H. S. Gour: (a) Will the Government be pleased to state 
whether the Indian Mercantile Marine Committee have submitted their · 
report to Government 1 

(b) If so, when was the report submitted 7 
'<c) What action have the Go\'ernment'taken or do they provo:ie ·to 

take upon the report f 
(d) Will the Government b~ pleased to state wby tho repor~ has 

not been published a:s y.:t I : 

(e.) Do Government propose to publish the report and mak-3 it 
&\:ailable to :Members of the Legislature f · 

The lionouro.ble Sir Charles Innes: (n) and (b). The report wa1 
rec.eived by the Government of India on the 5th March, 1924. : 

(c) to (e). The Government 1laYe not yet considered 'vhat action they 
will take on, the report, but I hope· it will be possible to publish it very 
11hortly. · 

PAY OP' OFFICERS OF THE INDIAN TERRITORIAL. FORCE HOJ.DlNG HONORARY 
· · KING's CoMMISSIONS. . . 

Ili9~ ~·nr. B. E. G011r: (a) Is it a fact that an officer of the Indian 
Temtorial Force is held ent.itled to receive the pay only of his Inrilan 
Commission, even though he may also hold the Honorary 'King's Com~o. · 
mit;sion f 

(b) If so, what difference does it make in the pay f 
(c) Is it a fact that an Indian Officer with Honorary King's Com~ 

mission receives the pay of his King's Commission in the Indian .Army Y 

(d) If so, why does such an Indian Officer not receive his p~y when, 
be happens to be an officer of the Territorial Force 7 . ·. 

(e) Is this discrimination conRistent with Rule 17, Pat't IV of the 
Indian Territorial Force Act of 1920, wherein it is distinctly laid· d~wn 
that every person, other than a person enrolled in the University Corps, 
shall for any period during which he is called out or embodied for train •. 
ing, be entitled to such pay and such allowances as are .tor the time 
being admissible to corresponding ranks of His Majesty's I.udian 
Forces f ... · · 

l\1r. H.!. Pate: ·(a) Yes: 
(b) I understand that the Honourable Member wishes to know what 

tates of p11y are drawn by Indian offioors with the Viceroy's Commission 
and by Indian officera_wi~h.~~e-~~g_'s __ C_ommissi?_D·. 1f .. th~~ i!_S~ I _wouhl 
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ref~r }l.im to Part I of the Pay 11.nd Allowance Regulation!~! nf thr Army 
in I11dia. a copy of. 1rhich is in t~e Llurary. Indian offkers hnl,.lin~ t!~e 
King's Commission draw the same rates of pay as British officers of the 
lndiiUl Army. 

(c) Yes. 
(d) Honorary Iting's Commissions are granted in the regular army 

onJ:v to risaldar-majors, subedar-majors, risaldars and subedars who have 
rendered specially di :tinguished service and who are serving on the active 

• list. These commissions, with their higher rates of pay, are granted as a 
reward for services cf exceptional merit, a consideration which does not 
arise in the case of o:ticers of the Indian Territorial Force. 

(e) Yes. The co;·responding ranks in His Majesty's Indian ForcE'S 
are Snbedar and Jem:.:.dar. 

RANK AND PRECEDENCE or OFFICERS or TUE INDIAN TERRr.rontAL FoRcE. 
1!80. "Dr. H. S. G.>ur : With reference to the rrovision made in the 

Provisional Regulations for the Indian 'rerritoria Force 1ssued as nn 
Annexure to the India .Army Order No. 282, dated the 4th April 192·1, 
under the heading 11 Army Procedure "which lays down that the oftic~m·:i 
of the Indian Territorial Force will for the purpo'ies of command tako 
rank and precedence below all Indian Officers of the Army of the s:tmtl 
rank, will the Government be pleased to state what will be the cOt·re
sponding Indian rank of a Territorial Captain, Major or Colonel, ant! 
what rank and precederce will he take for the purpose of eommaud 1 

Mr. H. R. Pate : Officers appointed to the Indian Territorial Force 
receive commissions as Honorary Lieutenants and Subedr.rM, or Honorary 
2nd-Lif.'ntenants and J emadars. In the case of the Uni,:ersity Training 
Corps, an officer, on confirmation in the substantive appointment of Com· 
pany Commander, may be promoted to the honorary rank of Captain, if 
rerommended by the General Officer Commanding, Dhtrict. His rank 
for the purposes of command, however, is only that d Subedar, since 
taere i~ no higher rank admissible to an officer under f·~ Indinn Army 
Act (see Section 2 ( 1) (a) and Section 7 ( 2) of that Act). and he would, 
thrrefore, take rank and precedence, for purposes of { 0.:.1mand, below 
all Indian officers of the Army of the same ranlc. 

The present form of commission in the Indian Terrfto~;a1 Foree is an 
i.~terim arrangement ; the question of the rank and prececl,..r.ce ·whi"h nn 
InJian Territorial Force colonel, major or captain will t11ke for purpofie!J 
of command is according~] being deferred for the time being. 

DuAL CoMMISSioN IN THE INDIAN TERRITORIAL FoHrE. 

1181. *Dr. H. S. Gour : Will the Government be plca<:Jed to ~tate 
the reasons for creating a dual commission in the Indian Territoriai 
Force 7 

Mr. H. R. Pate : I would invite the attention of the Honourabte 
liemher to the Press Communique which was issued on the subject in 
November, 1922, a copy of which is laid on the table. . · 

·Copy of Pre" Communique issued on 30th November 19!8. 
·" In ~Ia~h 1?21, the ~egislntiv~ Assembly adopteti a Re!olution ·to Ute t~ftnc! 

U•at eomnnssxons 1D the Ind1an Temtorial Foree should be on the .same basis u 
eem~:~~inions ili tht Indian AIUiliaJ}' Force- iJs ao· tar u the authorit1 sipin~ ~J.v 
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tom1n!st.iont ia tonctmed, and thd officers in these two. forces should take :r&nk inlt~r u. 
ateordin,., to dates of appcr.ntmcnt. · · The ne~mendatron was .accepted by .the Gov~rn
t•tent of .~India in principle, but certain diffieultlea have for a time delayed 1ts praeth:';~l 
anli~ation. 

The main diffi.eulty ·has been· that under the Indian Territorial Force Ad officcra 
"' the Territorial Foree are in respect of powers of command and other muttt>rs 
11rit .. ·ting their etatua, govem~d ,bY the Indian ·.Army ~ct, and ~he latter Act provid'ls 
on'v tor Indian officers eommlSslOncd by the Vtceroy man Indtall rank, e.g., JemallU 
i')f 'suhedar •. Legislation would ther~fore be necessary in order to give full effect to 
'tl•e Resolution of the Legislative ASBembly which has been mentioned above sinct. 
olli••tn of the Auxiliary .Foree hold comm~ssiona with British titles ; and Government 
would not be in a position to embark upon legislation until a decision has been reached 
DJ'l'R eertain important questiona connected with changes which may require to b~ 
mnrlc in the regular Indian Armv in connection particularly with. proposals for lndim!i· 
IIDtion. The Indian Territoriat"Force ie int~nded ultimately to be a second line to 
1 he regular Indian Army ; and the finnl organisation of the latter must be settle1 
fnt. It would be manifestly incongruous and would give rise to grave difficultil!s 
to imest offieers of the second line at any time with higher powers of command th.m 
thuttl enjoved. by officers holding corresponding positiona in the regular -forces. In 
tmler, however, to stimulate healthy development of the Territorial Force it was plainly. 
netr.aHary to devise some interim arrangement which should go as far as -possible ill 
tlu.1 direction recommended by the Legislative Assembly, and it has accordingly been 
•lt>t•iJ~d, with the approval of the Right Honourable the Secretary of State for I!Hlia, 
tlr~t tor the present officers of the Indian Territot·ial Force will exercise comrnllnil 
by \irtue of eommissiona · granted by His Excellency the ·Viceroy under the lttdiall 
Army Act, and at the same time will receive honorary King's commissions in Hi,. 
Mltjt·sty 's Indian Land Forces. By virtue of these latter commissions they wiir 
Jh.l.!IW!II eueh rauk and preeedent>e as are enjoyed by British officers holding the King's 
totumiasion, being junior of their rank only to oftieers of the regular army who hold. 
the King 'a commission. Wbile for the reasons which have been given officera o£ 
lhe Indian Territorial Foree will for the time being hold dual eolnmiss.ions, they will 
be Ptyled by the rank. conferred by their King's commissions and wear the unifc.t1n 
ldth the authorised badges, of ·rank prescribed for officers commissioned by Hi:t 
lluj011ty. ' 1 

. ADOLITION OF pAY FOR OFFICERS OF TUE INDIAN TERRITORIAl, FORCE. . 
· 1182. *Dr. H. S. Gour : (a) Is it a fact that. a Second-Lieuten~nt and 
a Lieutenant -in the Indian 'fcrritorial Force get less than Rs. 70 aml 
120, respcctiv~l~, as the_ir pay for 28 days i~ a yea~ and receive no salarJ(. 
for the r«.'mammg pertod of the year durmg which they are liabtl.:' io 
be called out for service t · · , 

_(b ~ Are· the Government prepared to consider the question of 
ab\1hshmg all pay and make the officer's rank purely honorary f 

. Ml'. H. R. Pate: (a) IIon~rar;v Lieutenants and HonorarY' 2nd· 
lott-Utt'nants of the Indmn Temtor1al Force receive pay at .the rate of 
n~. 130 .Per me~sem a~d Rs. 75 per mensem respectively, plus rations; for 
any per1od durmg whtch they are called out or embodied for training or 
are attached at their own request, under the orders of the General Offlcet• 
('ommanding, District, to a regular unit-vide rule 17 of the· Indian Terri-
tol'ial Force rules. · 

(b) :rhi~ question will n.o doubt .rec~ive the attention of th~ ~uxiliary 
anJ Te?'I~o~~al Force Committee which 1s to meet very soon. · ' 

lliGH PRICE OF PETROL IN INDIA. 

. 1183. 'Mr. Harchandrai Visbindas: (a) Will Governm,ent be pleased 
to r.tnte if it is true that the price of petrol.is nine pence (=9 annas) per 
llallon in the United States of .\merica and one shilling eight Jlenr~ 
(;...:one rupee eight nnnas) in Great Britain, and that the .Indian con
t~umer of petrol has to pay one r»pce eleyen ~!!Jl_llS and~ ha1f-pel' gallon f 

wu ~ 
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(b) If so, do Government propose to take measures for giving relict 
to the Indian consumer f . · 

(c) Are Government aware that the high price of petrol rrejuJidally 
affects trade f 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes: (a) The price of petrol in Imlia 
no1V is Rs. 1·11-0' per gallon. The price in the United Kingdom is beliewtl 
to be ls. ltd. The Government have no authoritative information rega1·d· 
ing pri<'es in the United States. 

(b) As the Honourable Member is aware, the Government of lnLlia 
rropo."letl in March last to grant relief to consumcl'li by removing tilt! 
import duty of 2! annas and by reducing the excise duty from 6 annas to 
41 :mnas a gallon, but the 'Assembly declined even to consider the pro. 
posal. 

(e) It is possible that a considerable reduction in the price of petrol 
\vould stimulate consumption. 

PENSION OF ONE llEDAR llAKllT. 

1184. •Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : With re!C'rence to the 
starred Question No. 691 regarding the pension granted to a il·~·wcndant 
of Bahadur Shah, asked by me in the last Delhi session of the .Assembly 
and its answer, will the Government be pleased to state : 

(a) if the inquiries have been complett!d 7 
(b) if so, what has been the result 7 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : The in4uiries have not 
yet been completed. 

BOOKING DIFFICULTIES AT JHARIA STATION, ETC. 

1185. *Khan Bahadur Sa.rfaraz Hussain Khan : (a) lias the attention 
()f Government been drawn to the letters published in the Forward of 
1st 1\lay 192-!, page 8, under the headings 11 Booking difficulties at Jharia 
station " anu " No Signboard at Naihati Station " 7 

.(b) If so, will. they please state : 
(i) whether the statements made therein are correct ; 
,(ii) If correct, whether Government are prepared to issue neces-
. sary instructions to the Uailway authorities to rcch·es11 the 

grievances complained of f 
Mr. C. D. l'tl. Hindley: (a) Yes. 
(b) With rel!ard to booking difficulties at Jharia station, Government 

~derstand that the position is as follows : 
.There is a booking office with 2 booking windows facing the 3r(l 

class waiting hall. There is a light over one of the windowlt 
and a high power lamp is situated at the south end of the 
waiting hall, and arrangements have been made to lower this 
lamp so as to provide sufficient light in the ball. 

The bookings on ordinary days at this stadon do not justify more 
than one booking clerk at a time being regularly employed. But booking 
towards the end of the week is heavy and it has, therefore, been arranged 
!or an?ther clerk to assist the booking clerk during rush hours. This1 it 
H co!J..Iil:Jercd, meets I>rc:lcnt recLuiremen~~ 
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2. With ~~ard to Naihati station:, indication boardfl for the direction 
t•f pa!!senger~ who should change at this station have not np to the pre
'<'nt been provided, but Government understand that their preparation 
i.s now in hand and they will shortly be. erected .. 

3. In the circumstances no acti~n on the part of Government is con
a;idered necessary. 

ARREST AFTER AcQUITTAL OF PERSONS. INVOLVED IN TilE .!LIPlJit CONSPIRACY 
CASE. 

1186. 'Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : Will the GoVIernment 
be pleased to state : · 

(a) whether the 4 persons who were acquitted by the Sessions Judge 
of 2!-Parganas in the Alipur conspiracy case, were arrested 
immediately after their release ; . · 

(b) if llo, under what authority ! 
'l'be Honourable Sir Alexa.nder.Muddiman: I would refer the Honour

a Me liember to. the answer I have just given to Mr. Neogy on the liame 
1ubject. 

Mr. X. 0. Neogy : Is it not a :fact that the warrants were not pro
duced when they were RRked for in this particular case ! 

'l'be Honourable Sir' Alexander Muddiman : I believe it is th& 
fact. · ' 

Mr. X. C. Neogy : Ilow far is such arrest without warrant justified: 
either by Hegulation III of 1818 or by Amir Khan's case Y 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : That is a question of law 
nn which I do not propose to give an opinion. 

DANGERS ATTENDANT ON THE LocATION OF TTIE NEW TARGET FOR THE USR 
OF THE GHORPADI CAVALRY. 

1187. *Mr. N.C. Kelkar: (a) Are Government aware that the Ioca~ 
tion of the new firing target for the use of the Ghorpadi Cavalry near the 
1\lula Mutha river in Survey No. 40 in Ghorpadi near Poona has become a 
source of great trouble and anxiety to the agriculturists\vithin two or three 
miles in certain directions around the target t 

(b) Is it a fact that a largely signed petition by the villagers of 
Wadgaon Sheri and others has been submitted to the Collector of Poona, 
detailing their grievances in this matter t . 

(c) Ts it a fact that tM officiating Patel of the vHlage has also sub
mitted a rtport to the Mamledar of Poona Haweli praying for an inquiry 
into the grievances t 

(d) r~ it a fact that the firing practice arrangements are intended t() 
be made pcrmap.cnt in this new locality 7 

(e) Is it a fact that apart from rifle practice even machine gun 
practice is being made on this spot and that bullets of both the rifle and the 
machine gun are found scattered in the fields quite beyond the limits indicat •. 
ed by atone pillars nominally put up as a warning f 

(f) ls it a fact that two cart roads and two foot tracks leading to Poona 
lJ,nd serving a Dumber of' vHlages to the east and the north ~Jf the firing 
target have bN.>n put ont of use owing to the danger of stray bullets ~:~ince · 
2Gth March f 
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(y) l:; it a fact thnt the actual rang-e of the firing command~ field~ in 
actirc cultnration and a large number of fann house& occupied by agri· 
culturist owners as well as worker~ t 

(h) Is it a fact that owing to the new lo<'ation of the firing- tar~Pt, 
n10st of thtJ agricultural operntions withht nn al'ea of two mil(ls to the north 

· of the target have been suspended, that some sug-arcane fields and pntm•· 
granate gardens have been abandonf.'d ; and that the cultivatorR who lune 
taken loan~! from Co-operative societies for the improvement of their lnnth 
are in danger of becoming insolvent owing to the stoppage in agricultural 
operations Y 

(i) Are Gonrnment pren~tred to ord..r an inquiry into the ahnve 
grievnnces in co-operation with non-official gentlemen and take steps 
to remedy the same 7 

Mr. H. R. Pate: (a) to· (i). The Government oF India have no infor
mation on the subject but are inquirinl!. I will let the Honourable 
1\Iember know the result as soon as possible. 

DISC0NTINUANCE OF TnE SALE oF GovERNMENT or INDIA PullLICATIONil AT 
TilE PROVINCIAL GOVERNMENT BOOK DEPOTS. 

1188. *Mr. N'. C. Kelkar : Is it a fact that Government have r:.'cently 
ordered th'! discontinuance of the sales of the Government of India Publica
tions at the Provincial Government Book Depots 1 H so, will Gorernmr.nt 
fully state the reasons for thi~ step 7 Ha.s it bet>n brought to the notice 
(lf Governm<'nt that the disc<:ntinur.nce of tr.e~·e sales i::~ likely to caw:e 
inconvenience, delay and unueces3ary expenditure to intending pur· 
chasers T 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra.: No such orders have 
been issued hy the Government of India. 

Mr. Devaki Prasacl Sinha. : Can the Government of India name 
any place where the pnlllic ran get the publications of the Go\'ermnent 
of India f · 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath 1\-iitra.: Any bookstall. 
rJ!r. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Are Government aware that, in ~pite of 

repeated letters being written by members of the public to the Superintend· 
ent of the Government of India Printing Works, no reply is ever sent 
to them and sometimes the publications asked for are not sent even after 
one month 1 

The H<Jnoura.ble Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra : The Government of 
India are not aware. 
. .r4r. Devald Prasad Sinha : ·wm the Government of India be plea~ed 

to make inquiries into the causes of the de1ay in s11pplying Government 
rublications in spite of th~ fact that three or four times orders are 
placed Y.'ith the Snperintemlent, GoYernment Printing Works Y 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Iia.~h n!itra. : If the Honourable 
Member will arldress my office giving specific cases, the necessary 
inquiries will be made. · , 

M'.r. Devaki Prasad Sinha : I mav inform the Honourable Member 
that I myself wrote for a <:r.t:llogue ·of these publications three times 
without getting t~y reply. 
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:f,fr, N. M. Joshi : MaY' I ask whether the · iionourabie Member 
will consider the adyisability of l1aving boc..kstalls in the Secretariat at 
Delhi and Simla T 

The Honourable S!r Bhupendra. Nath Mitra. ::If the Honourable 
Member will make a specific request-will send a specific request to my 
office-the matt~r will be given due consideration. · 

Mr. N. !4. Joshi : May I ask whether. a request made on the floor of 
this House is nut a specific request 7 

I.~r. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : May I know, Sir, if one month's time 
i11 considered by the Government of India to be a rca.c;onal;Ie time for 
tho Government of India Printing Department to receive a money order. 
and not to send books to us f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: I have no information 
.on the subject but I should say that that is a reasonable time. 

Dr. H. S. Gour : Sir, the Honourable Member has given no reply to 
Mr. Joshi's question, namely, that bookstalls should be opened here 
11nd at Delhi during the session to facilitate the sale of these publications 
to Members of the Legislature and others. 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra :·The matter will 
receive due consideration. 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : May I know, Sir, bow the Members 
of this Ilou!>e are going to carry on their work, which involves constant 
rf'ff'rt>nee to Government publications, if these publications cannot . bo· 
had for months either for love or for money 7 

The I:Innourable 2ir Bhupendra. Na.th Mitra : That is a matter of 
opinion. The publications are plac.ed in the Library as soon as possible. 

RuLEs uNoEn TIIE ImuGRATroN INTo INou AcT, 1924. : 
118~. •t~!r. N. C. Kelkar : Will Government state what progress, 1£ 

any, has heen made by them in the matter of making rules under the 
Immigration into India Act, 1924 f · 

Mr. J. W. Bhore: The Gow•rnmt>nt of India have framed no rules 
under the Immigration into India Act, 1924. . . ~ . 

l4r. N. C. Kelka~ : Will Government _state when they propose to 
do lio f J 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : When circumstances arise rendering it expedient 
to do so:, 'fhey do not consider that those circumstances have yet 
arisen. · · 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : May I know why, if no circumstances· 
have yet arisen under which the Act could be put into force, the Govern· 
ruent were in a hurry to pass it f . . .. 

The Honourable Sir Narasimha Sarma: The Government were not 
in a hurry. It was a private Bill. The Council of State and the Legis· 

·Jati,•e Assembly asked the Government to put it on the Statute-book. 
Mr. It rn:. Joshi : May I n~lt the Government what those same' 

eircumstanc£'~ are which they are awaiting to arise and which .jo not 
at present exist f 

Tte Honourable Sir Narasimha Sanna : \Vhen any specific request 
i11 made or Government think thr jntf'rests of the country will be served· 
Ly the fra!lling- of r<'gulations under this Act, the Governmrnt will do so. 
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Mr. N. M. Joshi : What is a l'peeiflc requ('st f Do they want a 
Resolution mo,·ed in this House or a letter from a private gentleman 
like myself f 

The Honourable Sir Narasimha Sarma : A letter from 11. private
gentleman like Mr. Joshi would reflect his own opinion and it may be 
worth the Government's while to consider it, but it will depend on the 
.nature of the request and the time at which it is made. 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru : Is Mr. Joshi a private member or a publie 
mDn Y 

RAILWAY CARRIAGES FOR ~EMAI.E PASSENGERS. 

1190. •Mr. N.C. Kelkar: Will Government be pleased to state whether 
they have considered or will c.ons.ille.r t~e desirability or : 

(a) Painting figures of women in appropriate provincial dre'ls on 
glass panels on Railway carriageli reserved for women, so 
that such carriages may be easily identified by women for 
themselves enn in the night time Y · -

(b) Issuing railway time-table and guides in the ,·ernaenlars in 
addition to tho~e i~sued in English ? 

Mr. C. D. M. Rindiey: (a) The matter has already received the 
consideration of Government and the necessity for makin~~ carrill~e~ rr 
compartments reserved for females· readily distinguishable, eit.h('r by 
painting the figure of a woman on the door or by boards of a distinetiv~ 
colour, has been brought to the notice of Railway Administration.'!. 

(b) The provisions of the Indian Railways Act, 1890 (IX or 1890),. 
require railways to exhibit at stations time tables and fare lists. in the 
vernacular in common use in the territory where the station is. situated,. 
and, so far as Government are aware, this has generally been founft 
sufficient. 

The suggestion will, however, be brought to the notice of railways~. 
LICENSE FEES RECEIVED BY RAILWAY COMPANIES FROM IIAW.KI;RS, R.EFRE811· 

MENT RooM KEEPERS AND lloTEL KEEPERS. 

1191. •Mr. N. C. Kelkar : Will Government ascertain from tbe 
different Hailway Companies the figures of total amount of license fees. 
received by them from hawkers, refreshment room keepers. and hotel 
keepers during the years 1922 and 192.3 Y 

Mr. C .. D. M. Hindley : Th~ figures for Clas.q I railways are- being 
collected and will be supplied to the Ilonourable Member when they are
ready. 

LocAL .ADVISORY COMMITTEES FOR RAILWAYS. 

11!}2. •Mr. N.C. Kelkar : (a) Will Government lay on the T'able a list. 
of the members. o! the Advisory Committees appointed for tht different 
Railway Companies t 

(b) Do Governme.nt prop.ose: to direct the Chief Commissioner for 
:Railways to frame rules- f(}r the me~tings and the husiness of the 
.Advisory Committee t If any rules. Ol"' directions are in existence, wilt 
a copy of the same be laid on the table 1 • 

· Mr. C. D. M. R'mdley: (a) Lists of Members of those Local Advisorr 
Conun!tte~! ~h!e't\ ~!!X~ b~e~ I~r!!led ha_'.:e been ~,>laced ~ the. Library_ : 
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(~) The Honourable 'Member is referred to item ( ii) of the teply: 
giwn to Mr. B. S. Kamat 's Question No. 376 in this Assembly on the 
19th February 1923, 

Mr. N. C. Kelkar : Are there .any. companies in respect of which 
Advisory Committees han yet to be appointed or have Advisory Com~ 
mittees been appointed for all railways·t ' · 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: I have not. caught the Honourable Member'~ 
~~ . ' . ' 

Mr. N. C. Kelkar: Have Advisory Committees been appointed for 
all the railways or are there any companies in respect of which Advisory 
Committees have yet to ~e appointed t 

Mi. C. D. M. Hindley: No, Sir, one or two railways have not yet 
formed Advisory Committee<;. I think this is a mattel' which :was dealt 
with in reply to a que!ltion which was answered in the Assembly before. 

Mr. N. C. Kelkar : Will the Honourable Member state the reasons as 
to why Advisory Committees have not yet been appointed for all the 
railways f · 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The question of appointing Advisory Com
mittees has been left to local administrations. :Most of the railways have 
already appointed Local Advisory Committees, and those who have not 
appointed such Committees, I believe, are considering the matter, and 
I have no doubt that they will in time appoint such Committees. ·. 

Mr. N. C. Kelkar: Who will ultimately decidtthese matters! 
Mr. C. D. M. Hindley.: In the case of the Company worked railways, 

the Boards of Directors, and in the case of State railways, the Govern· 
ment of India. 

Mr. W. S. J. Willson : Who fixes the fees of Members for attendance 
on thc!ie Advisory Committees 7 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I think, if my memory serves me correctly, 
the fees are fixed by the railway administrations, with the appr~val o~ 
the Government. . . . 

V.il'. President : :Mr. Kelkar. 
Mr. K. Ahmed : And what is the amount of fees the Members get f 
Mr. President : I have already called upon :Mr. Kelkar. 

Rtn.sroN or THE. PAY AND Atr..owANCES or DIVISIONAL AccoUNTAN'l'S or 
THE BOMBAY PRESIDE."''CY. 

1193. •Mr. N. C. Kelkar: (a) Is it a fact that about 50 or 60 divi·. 
sional accountants of lhe Bombay Presidency have been memorialising 
the GovN·nment of India since 1920 and praying for a revision o( the 
!leale of their pay and allowance f If so, will Government state whether. 
and when they intend to consider and decide this question definitely T 

(b) Is it a fact that the scale of pay and allowance of this class of 
the accounts department subordinates did not undergo any revision.. 
between 186! and 1920 f · 

(e) Is. it a fact that the scale of pay and allowance of the Subordinate: 
Provincial Ebtablishment iri the Public Works Departm~n~ in Bombay has 
rcccntlJ undergone a re,'lliion r · · ·. 
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(d) Is it a fact that in the Public Works Department code at:d 
Public Works Accounts cotle the divisional accountant is l't'Co!-!nbetl 1u 
the senior member of the Public Works Department office establishment 
arid the equivalent of the Public Works Department sub-divisional otliccr 
or the provincial assistant engineer Y • . 

(e) I~ it a fact that the minimum of the pay of the office estnblishm,.nt 
over which the divisional accountant is supposed to hold control, excecd~o~ 
in many cases the minimum of the pay d the divisional accountant T It 
so, do Goverument propose to remove the .resulting anomaly f · 

(f) Are Government prepared to consider the desirability of l~iving 
some temporary but immediate relief to the divisional ncconntant!i in 
the Bombay Presidency pending the decision of the question of permn
nent revision of their pay and allowance f 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : (a) and (b). The anc;wers to 
parts (.a) and (b) are in the affirmative. Advance copies of further 
memorials praying for a revision of pay have recently been received and 
the prayer of the memoralists will be con~idered when the ori~inal 
memorials ate received by the Government through the proper channel. 

(c) The Government of India have _no information on the subject. 
(d) and (e). I would invite the attention of the Honourable Member 

to the complete replyf (which will be found in the Members' Library} 
to a similar question asked in the Leaislathe Assembly by Mr. Ilarchandrai 
:Vishindas on the 6th September 1922. 

(f) The answer-to part (f) is in the negative. 

:MATURING OF GovERNMENT PosTAL ENDOWMENT AssuRANCE PoucrEs. 

1194. •Mr. N. C. Kelkar: (a) Is it a fact that the rules governing 
the Government Postal Endowment Assurance Policies allow the repaym('nt 
of the amount of the policy only at the end of the month in which the 
birthday of the assured occurs, and not at the end of the month in which 
the paym<'nt of the premiums stops, though the latter may happen months 
before Y 

(b) lias it been ·brought to the notice of the Government that this 
means a loss to the assured f - . 

(c) Are Government aware that most of the Insurance Companies 
now follow the practice of repaying the amount of the Endo,\ment Policy 
as soon as the last stipulated premium instalment is paid 7 And that such 
practice has received actuarial sanction ? 

. (d) Do Government propose to bring the rules governing their 
Endowment assurance into line with those of such bsurance Companie::~ t 

(e) I~ it a fact that Government by G. R. No. 4038, dated 9th June 
1919, have changed the old practice in the matter of the time of termina
tion ~f the payment of premiums and now allow stopping of payment of 
premmms at the end of so many complete years of payment, instead of in 
the month in which the birthday of the assured occurs though the latter 
may happen later than the former? 
• (f) Do Government propose to change in the practice referr~;cl to· 
m (e) along with a change in the n1les refe~red to in (d) T . . . 

. t J:_ide page 122 of Legislative Assembl.r Debates~ Vol. III. 
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The Honourable Sir Bhnpendra. Nath Mitra.: (a) Yes .. 

(b) .Although the exirsting procedure is not so 11dvanta~eous to tl:io 
B!!Rured as the procedure suggested by the Honourable Member, Govern
ment do not admit that it means a lO!iS to the as11ured. 

(c) Government understand that both methods are foJowed by 
Insurance Companies. 

(d) No. 

(e) Yes. 

(/) No. 

C.&LCVLATION OF Prnroo OF' Rti!-EMPLOYMENT IN THE MrLITAHY Ao:omrrs 
. DEPARTMENT DURING TIIE WAn p·on PENSION OR GnA'flJITY. 

1195. *Mr. N. C. Kelkar : Will Government state : 

(1) Whether persons with Hhort service who had retired before were 
re-employed in the Military Accounts Department during the 
period of the Great . War 7 

(2) Whether any of such pensioners were allowed to count towards 
pellllicn or gratu:ty, their r~-employed service f. 

(3) Whether on re-employment any persons who had retired or 
were discharg-ed before were reinstated in their former 
8}Jpointments f 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett: (1) Yes. 

(~) No. 

(!'l) In one ex(!cptional case only. 

CLAIM OF MR. S. R. MULEY, FOUMEULY A CLERK IN TilE OFFICE OF THE 
CoNTROLLER OF MILrr.:UtY AccoUNTs, PooNA1 TO PRoPORTIONATE 
PENSION. 

llt6. "Mr. N. C. Kelkar : (a) Will the Government state whether 
Mr. S. R. Muley, a former clerk in the Office of the Controller of Military 
Account.-;, late 6th (Poona) Division, Poona, invalided after seven years' 
service, had put in a I't'prcsentation requesting that his subsequent rE:~ 
t>mployment service of six years in the office of the FiclU Controller of 
Military Accounts which was supported by a physical fitness certificate, be 
taken into consideration for a claim to proportionate pension 7 

(b) Will Government be pleased to say if they propose to deal with 
Bnch cases under Article 361 (a), Civil Service Hegulations ~ 

The Honourable Si.r Basil Blackett : (a) A representation on the 
subject addressed to Illli Excellency the Viceroy by Illr. 1':3. U. Muley Wai 

received. 
L79LA. r 



2Hl LEC:tgLATIVE .AS8EMBLY'. [2ND Jm.'E 1U2.J. 

(b) r~lSNI t'an only be <lealt witb nnth!r Articlt.! 361-A of tlt,i Civil 
St•niee ne$rulations on tht>ir merits nnu Government are not. prepurcu to 
give any general unucrtaldng. . . 
ELECTION OF PANDIT SIIAl\ILAIJ Nfmmr TO TilE COMMIT'rEE 

ON PUBLIC .ACCOUNTS. 
Mr. President : I hwe to in!orm :Members that l'andit Shamlaf 

Nehru, being the only duly nominated candidate for election to tbn Com 
mittee on Public AccoUllkl ·vi,~e 1\lr. K <.:. Uoy, is ucclarcu to be elected to 
that Committee. 

TilE STEEJ, INDUSTRY (PllOTEcrriO~) DILL. 

!/Ir, President : We will now take np the con ddcration o! tile Uill 
to provide for the fostering anu development of the stucl inuu~>try in 
Dritish India. The que ;~ion is : · 

' 1 Thnt the Bill, as ame:1<led by the Select Committee, bo taken iuto eon~i«lcrntion. '' 

Dr. S. K. Datta (Nominatlld : Indian Chrh;tians) : Sir, I rise to move 
the amendment standing in my name, nc.~mely : 

11 That the Bill to prov:,le fot· tht1 foskring nn<l clrvel<1pnl('llt of the Rtel'l iwlustry 
iu l'.rit1sb India, ns aml'h·leti \•,v tlu~ Sdect Com!.l.litlt~c, be eir~ulatud for opinion,'' 

3ir, the main Bill is based upon two Reports of the Indu:-;tri''ii Commission 
and the Fiscal CommissiJn, whose rer.ommendations wete apparent]~· Yct·y 
largely accepted by the Government. rl'he 'rarilf Dill hi thu mmlt of He 
investigatiom; and the R )pert made by the '.1.\.rtil' Board 'l'he first rea!-lon 
why I desire that this J ill ~honld he r.;rn,,111rd for nu~lic orinion is that 
the llouse and the public have not yet bad an opportunity of studying 
fully the provisions of the Btll which h..til been laid uefore the llou:;c. 
The Tariff Board Repo;:t appear_fd four we.:k~ before the House a ;scm
bled, and the Dill was not prer.entcd to the Members of ihe House until 
a few days before they actually haU: to leave for Simla. It i:; becam;o 
of the shortness of time that I urge that the Bill, as amended by the Select 
Committee, should be e1rculated for public opinion. 

In the second place, Sir, the House is new. The first sem~ion of thifJ 
.Assembly was taken up very largely with the discussion of political 
questions. .And here at la:st we are face to face with a great practical 
question, a question which will affect the de~:tinies of many m11lions c~f 
people in India. It has been said by the present House, at lca~o;t by 
certain Members who form a substantial majority in this Ilon~>~c, that 
the last Assembly was unrcprcst>ntative of India. We are told also 
that we have to-day a House which is far more representative than the 
last AssemLly. 

I would say, therefore, that this House cannot possibly acce11t the 

12 lf recornm~ndations made by a previous House~ 
Noo.' We desire to examine de novo the principles which, 

H10ugh accepted by a previous House, we feel w~ ought to examine again 
in this place. The Bill concerns cet"tajn particular interests. I will not 
~ay the Bill itself concern~ those interc•sts, but this Bill will affect certain 
lllt~l'c:>h:i here in Indi:t. l'hcrc is the intcl'cbt of the manufacturer ; there 
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i1l the interest of the worker ; and there is the interest of the consumer. 
Now, the Bill as it emet·ges fl'Om Select Committee confers very sub
stantial benefits· upon the steel manufacturer. As to all other parties 
to thi!i transaction, they are merely to be content with the phrase " with 
due regard to the well-being of the community." I ask, Sir, is this fair t 
Is it not the duty of this House to make this phrase really" effective 
and not merely a pious expression of opinion ! And, therefore, I sug
J!est that, before the Bill is passed, the country should have an oppor
tunity, and this llouse should Lan an opportunity, of stating under what 
conditions it is willing to pass the Bill so that those who are affected 
by it might also have protection. 

Sir, I have had opportumties of tra\"'elling in many countries. I 
have 11een the effect of industrialisation. We have talked about America. 
We have talked about England. Now, rapid industrialisation by means 
of protec·tion may be possibly an instrument for good, but it may be a 
mm:t evil thing. America bas been cited as a prosperous country, but 
those who will look at the prosiJerity of the country from the point of 
'tiew of the consumer or of the industrial worker in that country would 
be willing possibly to revise their opinions as to the prosperity of the 
bulk of the people. :Mi~ht I suggest to the Members of this House that 
tlJl'Y sl1ould read l\Ir. Sidney Webb's !Iistory of British Trade Unions 
or Hammond's Tllwn Labourer in England Y Reading these works one 
ur,:rins to pause and ask whether, when we are about to embark on this 
new enterprise, certain precautions should not be taken so that the 
evils which have come upon those countries may not come upon us too. 

How are we going to nse this new instrument that has been given 
into our hands f Let us take measures that evil consequences do not 
follow in its train, as bas been the case in other protectionist countries. 
Now, let us look at the Bill from the point of view of the consumer. I 
have triPd to read it, in the very short time at my disposal, not merely 
the Rrport hut have taken time to consnlt the Evidence Volumes of this 
Tariff Board Report. I have tried to discover from that evidence what 
the commml'r thou~rht of the proposals that were being made, and I find 
Hingularly little information as to any measures having been talren to dis
ffi\'l'r what the conf.'llmer thought, what his point of view was. And ~·et, 
~ir, there are indications in those cautious documents that haYe come from 
J,ocal GovHnments re~arding the position of the consumer. llere is one 
from an official of the :Madras Government,_ who says : 

11 The eonsumer t>ont<'mplat~d in the question will have to pay muPh morp for 
IIi< ur·~I'IIPnriPs and, whl'll the expected millcnium of mass production is r~?Uched, it will 
1•1' tho dt•nth-knell of the small producer, the village blacksmith, carriage an·l <~art 
bnilut>r and knife maker." 

May I then turn to the evidence from the Director of Industries in a lettor 
to the Financial Commissioner of the Punjab t lie says : 

I 

'' It will be sN>n tt :1~, if tl·~ import duty on iron and steel is increased, it will 
t'nta il a eonsitlernblc burden on the people of this province. 11 

Then he goes on : 
" I ~ould draw your att<>ntion to the extraordinary set-bark in buililing and gen~ral 

bu~in•·ss enterprise which took place in the year 1919 in this province when the pt'i•!e 
o.f ;ron :111·as ~t a vrry .high r~te, and, if the import dut:v as suggested is imposed, a 
atmtlar tntp~dtment to mdustrllll expansion will undoubtedly occur. For these reasons 
I um ot opinion that this Governnwut should strongly protest against any inercase i11 
t!te i~port dut,r 011 iron and at~'CL 11 
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May I also turn for a moment to the evidence of the Government of 
Bengal: 
· " t.cfming to the latter port!on ot pnrngrnph 3, I nm to any that this O:~vr>r:l· 

mrut does not VL•W with favour the sugg~>~t.on to raise the import duty, 111 the propo~al 
ir. tl•t· rt.>qut>st of 11 firm, for it (loes not ll.J1pl'v.r that the necessity for prutectiou by the 
lll•!lOJition of au l'nhanced impo1·t duty hua been proved. 11 • 

As I said bdore, I do not think that the evidence of the consumer 
has come before this House. Lut I say, what little evidence there iY in 
this book, in this volllme of t1vidence taken by the Tariff Board, makes 
m' uneasy and makes us desire an opportunity for still further exploring 
the matter and discovering where really the interests of the consumer 
lie. My 'vl10le point is that th:s House at the present moment has no 
.conception as to how the policy embodied in the Bill will react on the 
consulller and the artiS!l.n c:>mmunities. We have little or hardly any 
.evidence. Here for the first ttme the policy of protection has been 
embodied in a Bill. Let it be circulated, if the House has the courage 
of its protectionh;t convictions, not to the Chambers of Commerce (this 
has already be.en done), but to the local Legislatures, municipalities, · 
district boards, co-operative unions and communal associations. If you 
are embarking on this new policy, let us carry the people of India with 
us in 'this new departure. rrhat is what I would urge. 

To sum up, thren, I would say, the consumer's opinion h1s not been 
before the Tariff Board. And, secondly, let us ·give an opportunity for 
it to be expressed. Sir, I lm the representative here of a particular 
minority commun:.ty in India,-a community deilperately poor, a com
munity to whom " the pick, the kh1tdali the pha.ura, the mamootie and the 
hoe " are the sombre companions of life from youth to the ~rave. I !v>ld 
that that .community has n0t been consulted. Nobody has been to them 
and asked, what are your intere&ts Y Here are these things upon which 
ihey depend. I h:>ld that I !t least will not have discharged my duty 
towards them unless I have had an opportunity t() consult them. My 
eommunity is not alone in this. There are score~ of other communities 
represented here in th:s place who are in a similar position. F'urther
more, my community is one that has largely come from the very depths 
of Indian Society. They have turned their faces towards the sun, deter
mined 1o get freedom, determined to get education. Shall we say to 
them, " We are going to make life more· expensive for yo a " and thns 
dash their hopes to the ground f I feel that we ought to consider the 
comumer in these communities, the {~reat communities of the poor, who 
make up the bulk of the population of India. 

There is one other consid,;ration, Sir, to \.'hich I do not think publie 
attention has been directed, and that is the prob~em of the Indian States. 
8o far we have had an unrler&tand:n6 with the Indian States in India 
that all materials comi:rg from abroad should be taxed even if these 
r•articular materials are destined for consumption in the Indian States 
themselves, yet they have had to pay the tax which after all goes into 
our revenues. But you are here making a new departure. Here is 
Dritish India saying, 11 We arl:l going to put a tax on materials coming 
into your territory to h .. ~er our own industries." Have we asked t.h~ 
Jr.rlian States the!r opinion on this matter ? We say that the burden 
will also fall upon them. Is it justice to them to t_urn ~ound ~nd say t~ 
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tbem that without their opinion, without their consent, without even 
referring the matter to them, we shall impose these duties which after 
<Jll will also affect every man in their States Y I merely ask, " Is this 
justice f " · I< or that reason 1 would urge again that this Bill should he 
recirculated for opinion. 

There is one other point. I do not k"llow whethl'r this House will 
have \'ery much sympathy w1th me in it. For fcmr bitter years my com· 
partions in France were the workmen of England. I did not discover 
among them political units but just ord:nary men, who want to be left 
alone with an opportunity to work. They were largely without a political 
outlook at all, just human beings just like our own people, human 
beings,-just ordinary folk. 1 said to myself, as I re1d the provisions 
of this Bill, " Can I vote for a measure here in this House which will 
make the condition of those men who were my companions more wretched 
and which will increase unemployment in their own country ! " This 
may not be worth considering, hut at least to my mind it is a factor which 
weighs with me and I would ask this House at least to consider some of 
these problems as affecting them. Well, Sir, we have had our economic 
freedom. This Bill embodies the fiscal freedom-or tariff freedom what· 
ever the upression may be-that we have received. The British Gov
ernment in England are apparently willing that we should exercise this 
freedom, but I trust that this newly got freedom will be applied with 
caution, with intelligent understanding of the situation and above all 
with justice and sympathy. 

Mr. President : Amendment moved : 
61 That the Bill be eireulnted for opinion." 

Mr. X. G. Lohokare (Bombay Central Division : No~-1\luhammadan 
Rural) : I think, S~r, that thi;;; amendment is the only solution of the 
difficulties that we han before us regarding this Bill. .Alter the Bill 
was considered by the Select Committee, we have here on the agenda 
not less than 79 amendments to the Bill. It means that the House and 
the public require more time for consideration of this item of vital 
importance. The Fiscal Commission's Report has laid down certain 
recommendations which are not found in the Bill at all. One of their 
recommendation.~, recommendation No.8, was that: 

" ronrt'Sllions be granted only to companies incorporated and registett'd in InE1 
'With rupee tapital, euth tompaniea to have a reasonable proportion of Indian Directors 
and to alford facilities for training Indian apprentices., 

.Allow me to submit, Sir, that the Tariff Board Rf'port, which we haYe 
LPfore u.c;, does not take into consideration the recommendations of the 
Fiscal Commission in this behalf. I do not know whether the question 
was referred to them or whether they dropped it without consideration. 
The question is of vital importance to the country and consequently, 
while framing the Bill, it should haYe been first comidered. I might 
draw attention, Sir, to page 254 of the Fiscal Commission's Report, 
paragraph 53 : 

u Tlu.•re ia oae IIB]K't't Df the question to 1fhieh attention must be drawn. If our 
ttlllr:tguee' fi!<'Ommendation i1 acteJIUd, (this ia a Minute of Disacnt) it 1rill be or-en 
~· nery foreipu?r to establiah manufacturing induttries in India by means of eompanil'l 
JnHlrporatPd m their own t'ountrie~ and in their own eurr('ney. This danger did not 
.,ia nadl'r a poliry of frre trade, but. it is open to materialise when the benefit of 
prot~~etife duties becomea uailable. ' 1 
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I have alrrally submitted, Sir, in my own Minute of Di11sent that thi~ 
Bill is dangerous in this fact thnt it gin•s to our country the disn!lvun
ta"es of free trade and yet taxes the gem•rlll ron~~~umer and the tax-pnyt>r 
with the cost of the bountiE.>s and the cost of the import duties. The same 
fact has been noted here also (the .Fiscul Commission's Ueport) : 

•• It will also be possible for thPse rountries to obtain their whoh.1 ~:ipitnl in thnir 
own t'ountril•s ant! thus eurry nwny the entiro profit of numufacturinlit industrit.•a b••hinl 
11 t:nitT wnll, Tht! consumer will hnve pnid a hi~;hcr }lfi1•e due to prutt•divo 1luti,•1 
Sll!ll their l'ntire mnnufnl'turing profit will have gone out ot the ~ouutry. We ~unnot 
oi.J~·iously understand bow UIHil•r sueh ronditions the main nncl ultimnto end, llllllll'ly, 
tho rnril'11ment of the .~:ouutry, will be attained. We would VPnturo to nsse1·t th;Lt 
lmlia eunnot possibly be expected to adopt a policy whiclt is likely to lead to auch a 
ft'~UJt." 

In paragraph 55 of the same Minute of Dissent it is laid down ... , .• 

r4r. Prasident : I wou!d remind the Honourable Member and the 
llouse that the question that is being debated at present is only the 
narrow question whether the Bill should be taken into consideration no\V 
or whether it should be circulated for opinion. It is not open, therefore, 
to .Members to go into the merits of the varions points which they may 
wish to be further considered. They can merely indicate the p:lints 
on which they think there fjhoulci be further conshlcration by the country. 
But I will not alloV(, :Members to go into the merits of the various points 
that may arise, nor will it be permiss;ble to Members to discuss in this 
debate the principle of the Bill which hl3 already been affirmed by the 
Assembly in referring the Bill to the Select Committee. 

Mr. X. G. Lohokare : I submit to your ruling, Sir, and I will simpl,v 
refer to the points in general. 

The next question, Sir, that is before us is or~anisation of the labonr, 
and the expert labour, that is to be involved in this industry. If all the 
profits and all the payments that are to be p:1id in this industry are to 
be sent out from India, I do not think we sh<Jll be able to derive any 
benefit out of the protection that we are going to give to this indu~try. 
Moreover, the greater and more vital question is that, by allowing in this 
country foreign capital to grow in such a vital and basic industry, we 
have been handing over the basic and the most essential industry of the 
co1mtry to foreigners, and perhaps it will not serve the purpose of the 
national interest of the industries that we have before us in allowin~ 
the country to suffer the wh1le cost of protection. These are some of the 
aspects of the question, Sir, wnich we have to consider, and I therefore 
request my friends to see that more time is allowed fl)r the consideration 
of all these points, so that Government may send the Bill to the T~riff 
Board for detailed examination of these aspects of the question and then 
rome before the House after a detailed and more careful examination. 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru · (Meerut Division : Non-1\fuhammadan 
Rural) : I have no objection, Sir, if the Bill is recirculated, but the reasow; 
given by Dr. Datta do not appeal to me. He mentions the Indian States. 
I submit, Sir, that we have nothing to do with Indian States at all here. 
In fact, their very name is taboo in this Chamber. We are not allowed t(} 
mention anything about them or their doings. I do not see any x·eason 
~hy we should take their interests into consideration here.. Beskle&, 
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I believe that there are some Indian States in whi~h there are 
sraporh. I think one of them is Bhavnagar, and if they want to import 
their own steel, they can do it through that searprt. Again, those Indian 
~ta~c.s who have not 6Ct any ;.;oc~.ports can open seaports of their own or 
they can w;e the aeroplane. (Laughter). I do not think that there is 
any use in circulating the Bill for opinion. If the House wants to throw 
it out, we might throw it out now. nut circulation means inviting opinions. 
My experience has been that nobody cares to give opinions. It is only t.he 
Members of this As~:rmbly and other Councils who take any interest in 
these things at all, and I think it is best to decide the matter now one way 
or the other. 

The Honourable Sir CharleJ Innes (Commerce Member) : I am rising 
to Rpeak rather early en this motion bccum;e I want to emphasise the point 
which ha'l just been made by Pand:t Shamlal Nehru, namely, that we ~hould 
decide this question one way or the other as quicldy as possible. There 
are a very larp-e number of amrnrlmen~s on the p'1per. We have a very 
hard day's work before us, and I should like to have an early decision 
UJ>OD this, preliminary point. 

I take first Dr. Datta's speech. Dr. Datta's speech would impres.-; me 
nwre had it been reft!ly releYant to the subject before u~, but it waH not. 
The real trouble of Dr. Datta is that he is a free trader and the whole of 
his !i.J!Pech was directed aryo'linRt th~ whol!l principle of protection. It 
was directed against the whole policy of the Bill, and I submit that it is 
too late for the llonrurable Frmcer to take tlwt. point. I Rubmit, ~ir, 
that when this que:;tion ";as di:::cussed in this House on the 27th May, 
that is, la.;t Tuesday, the House agreed to the principle of the Bill wheu 
it referred the Bill to a Se1ect Committee. We are now merely con· 
~;hlt•ringo the Bill as amended by the 8e1ect Committee. Very few amend
lurnts have been made by the Se'ect Committee and the House has been 
committed to the principle of the Bill. I subm:t, Sir, that if on Dr. Datta's 
spPcial pll'nding we now went bac3: on the pr:nciple of thP. Bill and ordered 
r1•1'irculation, not, mind you, on points connected with the details of the 
Bill, but on the general que:•tion whether we should have a policy of pro
tection or free trade, I submit that the House would be stultifying itself.· 

Dr. Datta RUjl'gested that the House has not hnd sufficient. time to con
sider this Bill and all the implications of the Bill. I say, Sir, that there 
has nc\·er bl•cn a Bill pt·esented to this Ilou~e which hao; been present,JG. 
after more careful preliminary inYestigation and preparatkn. l.Jt.lL me, 
fnr a moment, recount the history of this memmre. As far hac!;: as 1916 
the old Imperial Legislative Council asked that an examination might be · 
1nade into the whole fiscal policy of lnclia. 'l'hat exammation was made 
when the l<'iseal Commission was appointed. It made certain recom
mendations. Those recommendations were put up befor£: the Indian 
Legislature and they were accepted. As the result of a Hef:'olution passed 
by this Legislature this Tariff Board was appointed. It was directed to 
go into the steel industry and report its recommendations. h !!pent l!ight 
months in doing so. Every single interel!t affected,-consumeis, induf;tries; 
Local Go\'crnments,-had the fullest opportunity of representing th,!ir 
views before the 'fariff Board. Dr. Datta said that his community had 
no opportunity of doing so, and that he would not like to comm1t his 
community to the principle of this Bill without consulting them. Why 
diu he uot come before the Tariff Board and represent the special inter
C:st:l of lilii community 1 It ~ecms to me that, if he feels so strongly in 
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the matter as he says just now he .doe~, he failed clearly in hi)l duty in 11ot 
ruakin¢ the reprt>~entations of his community bdore thP 'l'nritT Dot!rd 

Dr. S. K. Datta : I may say I was away '.£rom India. That is the 
obvious rrason. · 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : I presume that he is not the 
only lcadl.'r of hili community and that the Intlian Christian comnmuitv 
does not contain only one leader in Intlia. • 

Then, Sir, the Report of the Tariff Doard has been before the pnhlie 
for five weeks. The Bill has been before the public for ovrr a fortnhrht. 
The reception rt•ceived hv the Ferort in the Press has hrcn, I mav ~fl, •. 
uniformly fa,·ourable. There are cllff'erenccs of opinion, but these diffe·r: 
cnees do not re!nte to the principle or the policy of the Bill. Thev nru 
merely on questions of detail, whethrr the form of proteetic•n shouid bo 
in the shape of bounties or whether it should be dlitics. I !!~BY with con· 
tidcnce that ri~ht throu~h tl1e conntry the principle of protel.'tion hu:o~ h£'1'11 
accepted, and it seems to me that the time ha..; come for the Indian rj~·~i~
lature to make up its mind. The whole fact~ arc before them. All ihc 
provisions in the Bill have been carefully examined by the 'rariff Bonrtf. 
I say tberefore that we have all the matrrial necessary to come to n a,~d
sion one way or anotrer. I submit that thi1 motion for circulation is' 
merely a dilatory motion, a motion designed to shelve the ton!liderfttiun 
of the Bill for.a period, and I do not th;nk that this House should ag'l't'O 

to a dilatory motion of that kind. If Ilonourablc 1\Icmbers generally ·dis
approve of the policy of protectlon or tho principle of pl'l.ltection, t.h!!il' 
remedy is clear. They can throw out thh.; Bill, but let them 111ake lliJ their 
minds here and now and let them 11ot shelve tl:e question for another six 
months-that is what it will me:1n, for let me warn the Houl:le, if youl'lhche 
this question now, when the time comes when we w1H ha·.e to con!ii<lcr 
the question of protection of the steel industry you may have no 'Jteel in· 
dustry to protect. I say, ~hr, that it is tho clear duty of thi~ House now 
to make up its mind one w:Ly or llll•)thrr, tmd nor. a!:ow onrselvr:i to l1e 
persuaded by Dr. Datta or anybJdy else into prolonging this que.;tion for 
several montus more. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah (Bombay City : 1\luhammadl!n Urban) : Sir, u 
more mischie,ous amenunttmt conld not have been moveu in this House than 
the oue before us. (A l' oice : '·' Louder plea~.e. ") Let us sPe what the 
position is. Ur. Datta ha:i indul~ed in platitude~ and nothing else. Ai 
the Uonourable Member in charge of the Bill has pointed out, he is a free 
trader. It was open to him to oppo·e tl1e Dill when it rame nn for thr, di~·· 
cussion of its principle. lie actually served on the Select Committee aml 
I take' it that he has accepted l1H? priuciple of tllM !>ill. Ot.llerwu;e, .( 
cannot understand how any Honourable Member who is oppo:1ed to the 
principle of that Dill could have sen·ell on the Select Committee. 

Dr. H. S. Gour (Central Provinces Ilindi Divisions : NJn-Muhaii1l" 
madan) : Yes, he can. 

Mr. M.A. Jinnah : Well, I do not know, his principles must be VC'fY 
loose then. Sir, let us remember· that, when this Bill was taken up for con
sideration, it was open to the Honourable Member to move that it be cir
culated for opinion. Under our Standing Orders it was ~pen to him t.o do 
so. lie did not avail himself of that opportunity. 'rhe Bill was r-omm1tted 
to a Select Committee. The Bill has ~p1erged from the Select Co!!!Dlltt~~ 

. . 
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t~~uhi'itautially the Rame as it was befo1·e. What ground is there n~w for 
circulating thiiJ Bill for opinion ~ I say it is a purely mischievous amend
rnent and nothing else. If the II(lnom·able Member wishes t,o throw out 
thi~ Bill let him do so. What is the ground on which. we are asked at 
this sta11e, when I say. this Bill has emerged from the Select Committee 
practically aud substantially the same as it was before, 'tor suggesting that 
this Bill 1.1hould be circulated f · · 

Dr. Datta says that you are givi~l:! protection to the manufaeture~ and 
that you are not considering the protection of other interests: And what 
are thoFe other interests f He spoke or the workman and the consumer. 
Now, Sir, was that not present to the Honourable Member when he agreed 
that this Bill should be referred to the Select Committee Y These two points 
were present to this llouse. The House was aware that there was a strong 
fcdiJ!g, so far as the protectionist argument is concerned. But, Sir, w 
far as the protectionil:;t argument is concerned, the House will have t6 
eonsiJer this. Is )t possible for us, having regard to the discussion which 
lw~ already taken place when we discussed the princip:Jes of this Bill; 
lwwerer much we may desire it, (and I may tell you that· I fully sympa
thl~c with the desire that some measures must be devised for the protectiori. 
1Jf laLonr r.nd workmen) to incorporate in this Bill provisions which must 
be 1wlf-containcd, provisions which will mean a totally different Bill on 
n different subject Y That will be for you to consider when that question 
romes before you. Personally, I think that in fairness to workmen there 
t:hould be a totally separate legislation on this subject. It is not only that 
we a1·e concerned with the Jamshedpur labourers but we are concerned 
with workmen all over India, and I think, Sir, the Honourable Membe1· 
Juu~t h11ve noticed that in the Select Cornmittee it was unanimously decided 
ly the non-official Members that the need for legislation for the protection 
of labour and workmen is more urgent than it ever was. Let there be a 
clefinite Bill introduced in this House dealing with that subject fully and 
rornpll'tf·ly, ~ut let us not try by thiR back door to get a clause incorporated 
in a Bill of this character, which is intended to be a purely protectionist 
lncasurc. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi lNominatcd : Latour Interests) : It is not a back 
cloor. It is a front doc..r. 

Dr. H. S. Gour: That is a side door. 
Mr. M.A. Ji:rinah : One more point with regard to the consumer. The 

qne~tion of the burden on the consumer was fully discussed and the Tariff 
Hoard ha~ fully dealt with that in their report, but there again Dr. Datta 
ha~ tried to tickle the sentiment~ of some Honourable Members by sayiug 
that the agriculturist has only some sombre companions, namely, hi~ 
im!'ll'mi'Hts, I a!Jl :mre that the:-.c Pentimt>llhl, expr~ssed in most carefully 
ennsidered and stullied speech, with beautiful phrases, cannot really im
pre . .;s us. I want to point out-and I want the House to ·understand· this 
-that in the first instance the Tariff Board say this : 

· " It would be differl:'nt' if it were intended to impose a protective duty on 
agrieultural implements generally.'' 

So, firflt of all, the protecti,·e duty is JJot imposed on agricultural imple· 
mrnts p-cnerally but on thtl grou;ld that there are certain articles upou 
which the duty is imp0t1ed which are no doubt agricultural implements ; 
but that is a very very small number of articles. 

J.!QLA G 
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Baba Ujagar Singh Bedi : (Punjab : Landholder::~) ~ It may be aunall 
nccordiug to 'the llouourabl~ l\lembu. 

r.tr. f•I. A. Jinnah : I did not know that you are an agriculturist. U 
th~ IJonourable Member is a zamindar, he had Letter give mot·e protection 
to hi~ workmen rutd laboUJ ers. 

Baba Ujagar Singh Bedi : l'hat l am doing alrea(ty. 
Mr. M.A. Jinnah: Thill is what the Tariff Hoard say : 

o It all the stcd bars produeed in India were u11ed for no othl•f l'Urpose than 
1(• rrovide the ngril·ulturist with etllel, an increase of duty to Rs. 30 per cl•nt. '"'' till 
w•.•:•n un annual bUI·den of about 43 lakbs of rupees, and spread over thu whole po}JUI.\· 
tivu it will come to hardly one nlllla per henll." . 

Therefore, Sir, that atrgument is not really a po"'erfnl argument, and I tmy, 
Sir, as the Honourable Member in charge of the Bill !:laid, that either you 
are against protection or not. If you are, then throw out this Blll. lf 
you are of opinion that, under tho pnsent circumstances, we are dealing 
only with one industry and that the steel industry is entitled to protectiou, 
then I submit there is no ca;;e made out for this Bill being circulated for 
opinion. 

Mr. Deva.ki Prasad Sinha, (Chota Nagpur Division : Non-Mubam· 
madan) : The Houourable l\lr, Jinnah has 8aid that thi:-; is the lnost mi~Y 
chievous amendment on the 11sL. With great t\lspect to the llonoural1le 
!.!ember who has just preceded tne, may I be pernlitted to Hay that tlds 
llill "'hich is before the IlorL'le is the tno~t tn.ischieYOus Bill that has rver 
been placed before the Jnaian Legislature. Sir, the Honourable Mr. 
Jinnah has crit11ci:;ed my Honourable friend Dr. Datta who has 1noved this 
amendment, on the ground of his being a member of the Select Committee 
aud as such having approved of the principleJ of the Bill. I have been 
a close student of Mr. Jinnah 's brilliant career in our politics. If I rem em· 
ber aright, the Honourable Mr. Jinnah was a member of the Imperial 
Legislat,ive Council when the Bills that were known a!i the Rowlatt Bills 
were on the legbhtive anvil. Mr. ,Jinnah O{lposcd the Bill in the first 
stage, then became a ntember of the Select Committee and when 'ihe Report 
of the Select Committee wa~ placed before the Imperial Lrgislatiw~ Council 
he oppo:ed the principles of the Bill as strongly as any other public man 
in the country could llave done. The;:;e arguments· are of uo avail. Let 
US 110\V., , , , , • , , , , , 

};7r. r.t. A. Jir.nah :· I do not think I was on the Select Committee. The 
Honourable Member is quite wrong. 

Mr. Davaki Prasad Sinha : I am speaking from memory. I am )lot 
flure if I am correct, but I believe that .Mr. Jinnah was a Member of ~ 
committee on one of the Bills at least •. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : Not on the Rowlatt Bill. 
Mr. Shamlal Ilehru : May I know what is the principle of the Congress 

with regard to protection for India 7 

· Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinh& : I am ''ery glad the Honourable Member 
ha~ interrupted me. Anybody who stands to question the principle of the 
Bill is threatened ~vith exc~mmunication from the Congress. Sir, we are 
told. that the e~tab~1shed pohcy of t:he Congress has been the policy of pro. 
techon aurl th1s B1ll has been welcomed ou the ground that it ushers in a 
new era of indnstrictl d~·:elopruent for the country. This at any rate w~s 
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the burden of the speech which the Honourable Sir Purshotamdas 
Thakurdas delivered on the first day on which this Bill was introduced. 

Mr. President: The Honourable Member must bear in mind what I 
said, that we are now not discussing the principles of the Bill at all. 'rhe 
question before the House is a very narrow one, whellher the Bill should be 
collliidered now or should be circulated for opinion, and Honourable Mem
bers mw;t confine their remarks to that narrow question. 

Mr. Devaki Prll.Sad Sinha. : I am much obliged to you. I am only 
.replying to the arguments which were advanced by the Honourable 
Mr. Jinnah and Sir Charles Innes for not recirculating the Bill to the 
country for eliciting further opinion. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : I did not refer to the Indian National Congress or 
its policy. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : II that was irrelevant I am prepared ~ 
give it up. Leaving aside the point of my llonourable friend Paudit Sham
lal Nehru, I shall take the argument that has been advanced by Sir Charles 
Innes. Sir Charles Innes said that this Bill has received almost'' uniform
ly favourable " support from the country. I hope that Sir Charles Innes 
will not dispulle it when J say that at the present moment the majority in 
the country are in favour of what is known as the Congress view .. This 
Dill embodies the principle of protection. Now, there are two institutions 
in the cow1try, two very prominent institutions, tliat are entirely in the 
hands of the Con~rc.ss. I refer to the Bombay Corporation and the 
Calcutta Corporation. These two Corporations are presided over by two 
o.f the most prominent Cong1·ess men in the country, and I take it that they 
are the representatives of public opinion. 

:V...r. President : Order, order. Th.is Bill bas nothing to do with the 
Congress or who rules the Bombay and the Calcutta Corporations. 

Mr. Devaki Pr11sad Sinha : With great respect, if yon will allow me 
to finish my sentent~e, I hope you will find that I am relevant. 

!f..r. President : I cannot allow irrelevant matJters to be discussed and I 
must as)\ the Honourable :Member to confine himself to the narrow .que-:~
tion whether t.he Bill should be proceeded with or should be circulated for 
opinion. · 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha.: Sir, I am reply·ing to.Sir Charles Innes's 
argument that the Bill has received uniformlY' favourable support from 
the country. 

Mr. President : That has nothing to do with the Congress or the 
:Municipal Corporation of Bombay. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Sir, if you allow me to point out I shall 
show that, although it has been proclaimed from the housetops of 
various platforms that this Bill embodies a principle for which many 
prominent public men in the country have always fought, important 
institutions like the Bombay and Calcutta Corporations have claimed 
exemption from. the operations of this Bill. Now, Sir, what does that 
mean f Does it not mean that the principle which this Bill seeks to 
embody is a very g"Ood principl~ 7 It is good for the country that it 
should accept this Bill. It is good for you but not for me because we 
do not want to pny more for our iron and steel. but the cost should be. 
aad.Jled on the poor people of the country. I ask, is this acceptin;; 
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[Mr. DeYaki Prasad Sinha.] 
the prillciple of the Bill t Then, Sir, Sir Charles Innes ha11 forgotten 
the editorial remarks of a paper whieh i!i known as 11 ~,orwaru " and 
which is edited by a prominent Swarajist of thi~ country. That papl't', 
in its issue of the 16th May, 192!, reviewing th~ report of the Tariff 
Doard .....• 

l1Ir. Presiden\ : The Ilonourable :Member is not entitled to refer to 
what ili said in newspapers outside. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha: Very well, Sir. As you want me to 
confine myself to the principles of the Bill, I shall do that. 

Dr. H. S. Gour : Confine yourself to the principle of the Bill I That 
is the vet·y thing you are not to do. 

lV'...r. President : Order, order. I have already told· the Honourable 
Member that the principle o! the Bill is not now under diilcussion. The 
principle of the Bill was accepted by the House when it referrl'd the 
Bill to a Select Committee. All that is now being debated i11, ali I have 
repeatedly pointed out, the narrow que~:~tion whether the llill shoultl be 
circulated for opinion or taken into consideration, and I do desire that 
the Honourable Member would confine himself to that narrow point. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Sir, I bo'v to your ruling entirely. 
Mr. President : What is the use of your bowing to the ruling wl1en 

you straightaway begin to disobey it. 
Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : Sir, I do not know 'vhat justification 

Dr. Gour had for saying I was reviewing the principles of the Bill. 
Mr. President: Do not mind Dr. Gour, but address the Chair. 
Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : I was only referring to the fact that 

this Bill seeks to carry out the principles of discriminating protection. 
But Dr. Gour, who very often usurps the functions of the President, 

· interrupted me ...••• 
Dr. H. S. Gour: Corrected y'Ou. . 
Mr. Deva.ki Prasad Sinha : Well I do not need this correction. I 

am much obliged to you, but I can go on without your correction. W f'll, 
Sir, this Bill seeks to embody the principles of discriminating protection. 
I submit that it was for the Select Committee to see how far the principle 
of discrimination which this Bill seeks to perpetuate is exercised in favour 
o.f those who need discrimination. I !!hall, Sir, examine the Report of the 
Select Committee in order to show that in this case discrimination hns 
been shown in favour of those who do not deserve preferential protec
tion, and the heaviest burden has been imposed upon that portion of the 
community which is tht> least able to bear the burden thrust upon the 
cr)untry by this Bill. Sir, there are three classes of consumers in India 
i! I may divide them .....• 

Mr. President : The Ilonourable Member is again going into the 
merits of the Bill and its principles which I have tol!l him not to do. . 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Sir, I am not going into the prin'ciples. 
I am referring to the. . . . . . · 

Mr. President : Oruer, order. I trust you will obey the ruling of 
.the Chair. 
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Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha: Well, Sir, I am obeying the ruling of the 
('hair. I am trying my best to obey· the ruling of the Chair. Sir, the 
Honourable .Mr. Jinnah has gaid that this Bill involves a burden of one 
anna per head on the population of the country. Well, if we take into 
consideration the fact that at the present time the total production in 
the country is barely one-third of the entire consumption of iron and 
steel in the country, we shall not fail tp be impressed by the fact that 
this Bill as it has emerged from the Select Committee imposes an unduly 
heavy burden upon two-thirds .of the total consumers of iron and steel 
in the country• who would not at all have the opportm;tity of purchas· 
ing things that are made in India. Sir, it is admitted by the framers 
of the Report of· the Tari:tf Board that the production from Indian 
factories would not be able to meet the entire demand for iron and 
steel in the country. Well, Sir, however much Tata 's may try to in
crease their total output, that· output would hardly come up to one
third of the total demand in the country. I ask, Sir, what is the justifi• 
cation for imposing this heavy burden upon the entire body of consumers 
of iron and steel in this country when the products of the country can 
supply only· to the extent of one-third of the demand ? Jn this Bill 
it ha~ been sought to balance bounties and tari:tf duties. Well, Sir, I 
hope I Nhall be in order in referring to those articles of the Schedule 
in which tariff duties have been increased and those provisions of the 
llill where only bounty is recommended for certain articles. Well, Sir, 
about 60 per cent. of the total ...... 

Mr. President : I do not think the Ilonourable Member .will be in 
ordl•r in rt>ferring to the.;e duties and bounties. I have repe::ttedly warne'' 
him that the only question before the House is whether the Bill should 
he conHidered now or whether it should be circulated for opinion, and 
I do aslt him not to go into the merits of the question at all. The 
Honourable Member should bear in mind that I have given him sufficient 
warning, and if he will still persist in disobeying my ruling I will ha;·e 
to take action. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha: I assure you, Sir, that I am doing my: 
b{'st to obey the ruling of the Chair. ' 

Mr. President : The Honourable Member is not doing so. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha.: But, Sir, my• only argument is this 
that certain provisions in this Bill are so objectionable that it is neces
sary that those who are affected by the provisions of the Bill should be 
consulted before we finally enact this-Bill into law. Sir, it is in order 
to support my argument that I am giving some instances. But, if I 
am not in order in giving these instances, then I shall give up doing 
that. 'l,aking the Bill generally as it is, my first objection to it is 
that ..• , •. 

Mr. President : The Honourable Member cannot now go into the 
objections to the Bill. All that he has to show is that the Bill should 
not be considered now. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : I have only to submit that these point.s 
require consideration. . .· 

Mr. President : If the Ilonourable Member will not perceive what 
I am saying, I will have to ask him to resume his seat. 

Mr. Deyaki Prasad Sinha.: Then I am prepared to resume. my seat. 
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Mr. 0. S. Ranga Iyer (Rohilkund and Kumaon Divisions : Non· . 
Muhammadan Rural) : ~ir, I rise to oppose the proposition of my 

··Honourable friend from Bengal, and in doing so I shall try to plal!;) 
before the House a few consitlerations. The Honourable Member hn~ 
placed before us the hardships which the agricultural population will 
baYe to undergo if this Bill is accepted. ~ir, if he goes through tho 
report of the Tarit! Board he will find the expert opinion on the ques
tion. The report, I believe, has made it clear that tho agriculturist 
bas not to suffer more than one anna..... (Interruption by Baba lJjal-('at· 
Singh Bcdi.) I am asked as to why he should sutter at all. If you pnt 
in one balance thi:i one anna suffering and in the other balance the 
great amount of good that comes to the country by encouraging tho 
~ndustries of this country and by solving the question of unemploy
ment by giving opportunities to agricultural people who are unemploytHl 
for half the year, then I do n~t think anyone can say that the impo11i· 
tion of this one anna on agt·iculturisb will be a hardship. 

Sir, this question of encouraging Indian industries has been before 
the country for long years, and when Gonrnment have been holding 
out ..•... 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : May I know if the Honourable Memhel' 
is in order in referrL!!g to the question of unemployment while this 
motion is being discussed 7 

Mr. President : This is not a point of order. Go on, :Mr. Ranga 
lyer. 

Mr. 0. S. Ra.nga Iyer : The que'ltion bas been before the country 
for long years, and at a time when Government comeli forward to help 
the industrial cause,-however feebly and half-heartedly--! am sur
prised that the friends of agriculture, the friends of the mal'lses, should 
in the name of the people of India come forward and say that the Bill 
bas not been adequately circulated I Whose fault is it f Has it not 
been before Honourable Members for some time T Has not the Report 
been before Honourable Members for over a month 1 I would ask 
Honourable .Members who ·have spoken in favour of circulating the 
Bill, that is to say, in favour of postponing the introduction of this 
Bill on the Statute-book, I would ask them if they have gone to their 
constituencies, to the agricultural people and told them what it means 
to them. It is all well and good, not haYin!! done their duty in the 

·matter, to come here and say, " Circulate the Bill ; give us opportunity 
to procrastinate." I, Sir, vehemently oppose this as being not only 
" mischievous " but dangerous, because we are fruitlessly postponing 
a thing of vital consequence to the masses as well as to the classes. 
Suppose, for instance, Jamshedpur becomes a jungle to-morrow on 
account of the Bill being thrown out, what becom~s of those :numerous 
labourers there f Sir, the question that has been before this country 
is this : are we to be merely an agricultural people Y Are we not to 
be an industrially advanced people, so that the question of unemploy
ment may be once for all solved 1 In the face of increasing unemploy. 
ment, I am surprised that Members of this House should say, " Postpone 
the measure." My friend from Bengal was talking of Indian State.;'j, 
Wh~t is good enough for British India should be good enough for 
Indian States. Ile was al<;O talking of his own communitv. I believe 
what is good for other communities is equally good for his own com· 
munity. The previous speaker, in his unusuallY' interrupted speech, 
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took his stand on the principle, but I should say the principle of prote'.l· 
twn 1s in my favour. If he takes his stand on this policy, I say that 
the protectionist policy is also· in my favour, because it has been the 
policy of every accredited political and non-political party in this 
country. It has been the policy• of ~olitical leaders of any importa!lce 
in this country-Moderates, Extremists, all have been for protection. 
Government having met us though not generously, is it fit that we should 
pause and postpone and end by letting things alone f The danger of 
procrat~tination lies not so much in India as in England. In England 
we have a Free Trade Party of Socialists-in-Power. India is ruled 
from England. .At any time a message may come from England stop. 
ping the new move altogether. I am anxious to commit the Govern· 
ment to the policy of full-blooded protection. We do not know the 
mentality of the Socialit~ts. They talk a different language every third 
da~. (Laughter.) At such a time I am anxious to commit the Govern· 
tnent of India to a policy of protection, so that the Government of 
India, backed by the Indian people, may stand in opposition to the 
~ocialists and Liberals .••.•. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi: }fay I ask the Honourable Member whether 
his Cl•nstituency bas sent him here to support the Government t 

Mr. President: Order, order. Don't interrupt the Honourable 
Member.· · 

:r.tr. 0. S. Ranga Iyer : I thank the Honourable Member for the sug· 
geNtion. I have consulted my constituents well enough. I know their 
mind on protection. If I had not consulted my constituents, if I. did 
not know their mind, I would not have stood up in support of this 
Bill. Well, then, Sir, for these considerations I think Honourable Mem· 
hers here should not at all give any kind of sympathy. to the motio.Q. 
before this Iloilse. ' 

Dr. H. S. Gour : I should like to make my position perfectly clear 
in eonnection with this Bill (Laughter.) On the last occasion, on' the 
2ith, when the question arose whether this Bill should be taken into con· 
J.Ci.Jeration or referred to a Select Committee under the existing Standing 
OrclE>rs, it was open to any Member of this House to propose that it should 
lle t~irculated for the purpose of eliciting public opinion thereon. The 
Honourable Dr. Datta was in the House, but he did not then move that 
th(l Bill be recirculated for eliciting public opinion thereon, and my 
Honourable friends who now support him for a recirculation of the Bill 
ucdte1· tabled an amendment to that effect nor moved in the open House 
for its recirculation. Now, Sir, in accordance with the established practice 
of this House, when the Bill is committed to a Select Committee, this 
Ilouse Htanlh committed to its principle ..•.. 

:r.tr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Is Dr. Gour giving· a ruling from the 
Chair! • 

Mr. President : Order, order. 

Dr. H. S. Gour: NOlv, Sir, that is the established principle. What 
is the principle then to which this House stood committed when it acceded 
to the motion to refer the Bill to the Select Committee r The principle of 
}ll'otcction ..... 

Mr. Ohaman Lal (West Punjab: Non-Muhammadan) : May I rise 
to a point of order and a~k whether ·Dr. Gour is in order in discussing the 
llrinciJllc of the Bill f 
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Mr. President. : Go on, Dr. Gour. 
Dr. H. S. Gour : Now, Sir, this Select Committee ha~ made a report. 

A number of amendments upon certain details of the Bill have been st>t 
down for consideration of this House. At thiH stage, Sir, we are not here 
CQnc:-rned with the details of the various provision:o.~ of the 13ill. Wo have 
bN'n told by the Honourable Dr. Datta that he wants to consult public 
opinion, but he has been beautifully vague because he bas not informed 
thi~ Honse upon what particular provisions of this Dill he wants to con· 
suit public opinion. We are told that public opinion would be consulted 
upon the general question of protection, which is the underlying policy 
of this Dill. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha: Who said that 7 

Dr. H. S. Gour : The Honourable Dr. Datta said so. W rll, Sir, if 
this js the intention of the mover of this amendment, I beg to point out 
to him that he is not only too late, but he is guilty of a derelietion of his 
duty as a representative of his people in this House, for I claim, Sir, that 
this House is the forum of public opinion and my friend Dr. Datta i8 a 
plenipotentiary of the people to speak for them on the floor of thi8 House. 
For him to say, 11 I wish to consult public opinion ; I wish to commit illY 
constituents " is, I submit, a dereliction of duty of which I submit, Sir, 
no ~Jected representative of this House should take advantage (Laughter.) 
J\::i my friend .Mr. Ranga Iyer has rightly pointed out, he is here with the 
consent of his constituents to support the principle and the policy under· 
lying i.his Bill, and I stand here, Sir, with similar powers to support the 
prmciple and policy of this Bill. If there are any objections to these 

1 ,__,, detailed clauses we shall consider them later on ; 
but here I submit there is no reason whatever to 

necede to the blocking motion of my Honourable friend Dr. Datta and 
tho:-;e who ha•;e supported his motion. .My Honourable frien<ls here in 
supporting this motion say 11 What of the agriculturists 7 The burden 
that will be placed upon the agriculturist-which will amount to one anna 
per head-is not justified by this Bill." 

Baha Ujaear Singh Bedi : What is the average income of the agri
culturist per head 7 

Dr. H. S. Gour : My Honourable friend Baha Ujagar Singh Belli 
queriPs me as to what is the income of the agriculturist .•.• 

Baba Ujagar Singh Bedi : Per head 7 

'Dr. H. S. Gour : A question which he is most competent to answer for 
l1imself, al'ld it has already been answered for him by my llonouraule 
friend on the back benches. · 

Baba Ujagar Singh Bedi: It· is a mere postulation. 

Dr. H. S. Gour: I ask those who .are concerned for the protection 
of agriculturists clearly to state as to how far the agricultural community 
is prejudicially affected by the provisions of this Bill. Conceive the case 
of free trade and the free influx of foreign steel manufactures into this 
country. We know that to-day steel is cheap, but if our indu:-.~try dies, 
·who can predicate that in three years or six years the agriculturists will 
not 1laYe to .pay six, nay twelve, times the price which they have to pay 
to-day for their kodalies and powrahs in the name of which the Honour
able mover of the amendment has appealed to this House 7 Can he get 
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up and sn.y that the price of steel for koilalies and powraks will continue 
fll4 it ia f . I submit that . between the low prices to-day and the higher 
prir.rll to come, there stands this protective Bill, and if this is passed it 
will be the surest safeguard against the dumping of foreign goods 
upon this country. I therefore ask, Sir, the Honourable Members of this 
Jinuse to take long vi~ws not only of the persons who are employed in this 
industry, but of the great industry which we are striving to protect to
day. My Honourable friend Dr. Datta says that this new liberty granted 
to the people of this country of fiscal autonomy should be used with 
caution and due deliberation. As a student of history Dr. Datta cannot 
te unaware of the fact that, when the emancipation of the slaves of the 
WeJt Indies was decided upon, those unfortunate wretches went to their 
tlilslers and said 11 Masters, move slowly ; free us slowly ; we are not 
~-,.t ready for our liberation". Shall this be the attitude of this House f 
E\ha.ll this be the attitude of those who are crying for greater freedom, 
fur gr~Jater independence, politica~ social and economic f Surely, Sir, 
when I think that and when I think of the vehement and violent protests 
maJe from all sides of the How;;e at the slow progress of reforms, I 
ahudder to think of the consequences when Honourable ~i~mbers stand 
up and say .. You have offered this fiscal independence to the peopJe pf 
thiR country ; please let us panRe and wait ; we are not at present ready 
to accept it." Surely, Sir, those are not the people who can stand up and 
a~k for political independence. Surely, Sir, those are not the people who 
ean say, 11 We .are not only ready to-day but we were always read_y !9!' 
po:itical, economic. and social independence." ~urely, Sir.... .. . , . _;: 

!,fl. Pre!lident : I am afraid the Honourable Men1ber is trav~lling ·a 
little too far beyond the motion before the House. ' · · .'~· ' • 

Dr. H. S. Gour: Very well, Sir .. But I wa~t to ask those Hon~~r
ahle Members who are adopting a policy of" strangling" this:mea..c;ure by 
reLnmmitting it to the country to pause for a moment at the dangers that 
loom ahead. If this measure is recommitted to the country for the pur
po~e of eliciting public opinion thereon, you might jlLc;t as well, Sir, throw 
1t out to-day. Remember, that, so far as the rates and duties are con
l!~med, this measure has a short life of three year.~. Foreign importers 
arc watching its progress through this House, and if you were to send it 
h tht> country for the purpose of eliciting public opinions, can you pre
,.,.nt who~esale dumping of steel products into this country which in three 
(lr six months' time would render the passage of this Bill entirely nugatory. 
Thllt is the position with which this House is confronted, and I ask, Sir, 
ruther than send it back to the country, let us throw it out if we feel 
&trongly against it. Rather than throw it back to the country, straight
l"'llY Fay that " We are not prepared to assist you " in rehabilitating an 
'industry which the Fiscal Commission regards as a basic industry in this 
country. On these grounds, Sir, I oppose the motion of my Honourable 
friend who says that it should be recirculated for the purpose of eliciting 
public opinion thereon. . 

la.i Bahadur Raj Nar&in (Delhi : Nominated Non-official) : I move, 
air, that the question be now put. 

Several Honourable Members : 11 No, no." 

Baba l1jagar Singh Bedi : Sir, before I proceed with my observa,.. 
tions, I wish to thank the Honourable Chair for allotting me time to 
erprP~ my Yiews. Sir, I will not enter into tha details of the nmt because ... L711I.A... . . ... . ' . ' . . . .. . . . ' .H ..... 
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it has been alre:tdy ruled out by the Tion"urnbJe Chair, hut I will only 
answa on~ or tw:> c;uestlcns '\":hich .have bcf'n rni:~cLl while proposing thnt 
the Bill should be reeircnlated for rlil'itin;: public opilli,,n thereon. rn. 
fortunately, Sir. not beiz1g an economi~o~t1 bnt as a layman. I will only 
1ook at the matter from a practical point of view. As I have already said 
I will not enter into the details of thE> Bill. Bnt, Sir, I am reminded lH•ro 
of the story of a great mathl'matician who was once along with his 
family standing on the side of a river, and by the virtue of his great 
mathematicH, he took the averag-e depth of the riv!'r and 11dvise<l his fnrril;i' 
to Wilde throu:rh the river. But. unfortunately, before the family f!Ollld 
reach the other side of it tlH'y were all drowned .. ·I will not say that 1hu 
policy enuneiatt><l' in the .Bill ifl lil\f'ly to prove hPm•fieial or otherwisE' tn 
the t'onntry at lar!!t', hecause, as 1 han• ~aid, I will be ruled out of order, 
but I will just reply to one or two questions. 

It has hN'n ~aid. Sir, that it is too lnte now to a.sk for the recirculn· 
tion of this Bill. I do not know whether there is any time-limit, s11y 
three months, six months or a year. I think the Honournhle Member who 
has moved this motion is quite in order to a"k for the reeirculation of thii 
Bill. It h&s been said that the Bill was publish~·d in the Gnzett••, hl:t 
as Honourable Member'! are well 1mare. there are millionR of peopl" whom 
this Bill affects who do not study the Government Gazettes. Only 8 small 
portion of the people of India are artieulate, like some of o11r great lawyet' 
friends in this House, but the great bullt of the pe1ople of this country 
~H uneducated and is mute. Therefore they deserve some "!ort of latittHl'!. 
It is also said : Why did not they apply before the Tariff Board 1 Sir, 
ill there any impediment in the way if they make an appeal now that their 
(·ase may be recomlider1ld T Have they got no right to ask this 7 I 
cannot vnderstand why all these Honoura.ble Membtrs try to rush this 
Bill in such a hurry. With these remarks, Sir, I would strongly sup· 
port the motion befor~ the House and would ask and implore the House 
to reject the argum!'nts of those who oppose this motion. 

Rai Bahadur Raj Narain : I move, s:r, that the question be now put. 

!IJ.r. Jamnadas :rtt rJ!ehta (Bombay Northern Division : Non-l\1ubam· 
m!tdan Rural) : wm you, Sir, protect us ag11.inst the tyranny of the 
majority in this ca'le. There is a clear indication that the majority want 
to tyrannise over the minority. It is a little more than ~n hour only 
Bince the discussion on this important matter began, and it would be a Nheer 
act of tyranny on the part of the majority to carry the cloilure unlesil yon, 
-8ir, protect us by uisallowing it. . 

IYir. President : As I have pointed out, the question of the principle 
.of the Bill is not now before the House. The only qnesti•,n is whether 
.the Bill should be considered now or further circulated for opinion-a 
very narrow point which does not involve the merits of the Bill at all 
.I am prepared to put the question, that the question be now put. 

P1Ddit Madan IY!oha.n I,!alavija. (Allahabad and Jhansi Divisions : 
· Non-1\Iuhammadan Rural)·: Will you be pleased, Sir, to allow me to l'iay 
a few word~ before you put the closure. It is true that the ljUCstion befl)re 
the Honse is in one sense a narrow one, namely, whether the Bill shall 
be recirculated for opinion, but that involves the whole case, Sir, and upon 
the decision o! thii Hoili!e :!rb.ether the Bill shall be recirculated or not 1viU 
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dPpend the attitude of many Ml'mberR of this .Assembly, as '( unrlerRtan(l 
it, as to the manner in which they will vote. I submit that it invclY<.'il a 
\·ery important principle-not the principle of protection alone lmt the 
principle whether, on a motion of thi!r va."t importl!Jlce, the closure should 
be mored at this early stage. I think, Sir, you will find that there are 
m;my :Member~ who wish to put. their points of view before the Members 

, of this A*embly, and I appeal to you to.allow the discussion to continuil 
for 11ome time further. 

Sir Purshotamdas Thakurdas (Indian Merchants' Chamber : Indian 
Commerce} : If I may say a word in support of. what the Honourable· 
Pandit has appealed for, I also feel that it would be in accordance with 
tl1e wi!i!hes of many Membels of this House that this amendment be allowed 
to be discussed for a few minutes more and the closure be not ac.cepted at 
this stage. 

Mr. President : If that is the general desire, I will allow the dis· 
~Us.'iion to proceed further. . 

Rai Bahadur Raj Narain : :May I say a word, Sir 1 It iE~ this ..... 

Mr. K. Ahmed (Rajshahi Division : ~Iuhammndan Rural) : Sir, my 
friend having moved the closure, how can he himself rise to spC;a1t i I 
submit, Sir, he is not in order. · 

Rai Baha.dur Raj Narain : I only wish to say, Sir, that we have had 
If repetition of ar~uments both in support of the motion and. in oppp:;;jtion 
to it and I ask, if thh1 discussion is to be permitted, that the proccC'ding-s 
mi~ht be carefully watched and a repetition of arguments Hhould not be 
allowed. 

Mr. Ja.mnadas M. Mehta : Sir, I am one of those who have been 
protP!'tionist by political conviction. I am in favour of the principle of 
this Bill, and I would ask the count1·y tl'l make as large a sacrifice as may 
be n~!'cssary in order that the stet>l ir:dustry of this country may be pro-' 
tPrted. But, Sir. befl'lrt> I support this Bill, I mu.st feel convinced that it 
dol's r-l'lllly protPrt the indig'enous steel industry. 'l'hat is the one thing 
which has con!'erned lUI all these davs : and my object in supporting the 
motion or my friend. Dr. Datta, ii'l thiR. that I am not yet satisfied that in 
the Rill before the liom;e we have g'Ot a genuine article,--eomin,g &s it 
does from a source which ha!l for 150 years done everything in its power 
to crush and ruin the industries of this country. It makes llle all the more 
suspicious that this nill comes from Government which have never yet 
been in favour of fostering the industries of this country, and therefore I 
would like to wateh it on all fours to see whether itis a gP.nuine article 
or a bogus one. You will remember, Sir, the history of th~ industries of 
this country ; for 150 years, as I have said in my Minute of Dissent~ the 
Government of this country, first the Ea.<;t India Company, and now this 
Government from 1858, have done everything in their power either to kill 
or to be ne~rligent of the induRtries of this country. Mir Jaffer ancl Mir 
Kasim, the Nawabs of Bengal, lost their lives on their thrones in protectin;; 
the industries of their country agai.n:lt the attacks of the East India Com• 
~any, 

Mr. ·President ; The· Honourable Member is travelling far ~.ut~i~~ 
~e scope of the present di:>cus.sion. . . . . 

Mr. J'am.nadas !1. Mehta : 'fhis history I submit, Sir, is not far 
outsid~ t4.¥ ~~ope of the pre~ent Bill, and theref<•rc I am \'t•ry ~uspicious ; 
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[~.tr .• TamnMhll )f. ltclltn.] 
it ~~ems almost, ~ir: 8!1 if tht> Tariff noard 's Rl'port WllS (lrartPd hy Sir 
Ch~trles Innes and stgned by the !lCntlemen of the Donrd. It is really so 
vt>ry suspicions. They· are agreed with each othrr. This i~ for the flrst 
time ~hat a Committee's Rt•port has hcE'n so mn<'h hug·ged to the Rhoulders 
b.v the Govt>rnment of this cmmtrr and thPrefore I am most susririo'lS 
of this Bill. For that reason, Sir, I woulJ like more time to examine this 
Bill and that i::~ my fir~St reason for supporting my fl'iend Dr. Datta '1 
motion. · 

1\f:v st>cond reason il'l. s:r. that WI' cln not w11nt to ~tire more prote1•tion 
to the Tatas than mar he necrssary, and !'lOme o~ us aro not yet quite eatis. 
fied on that point. Perhaps the Bill mig-ht be giving them Jt>:-,j)j 

than necessary ; but we are not yet quite satisfied that it docs not ~ive 
them more1 I am part:cularly keen because. Sir, the 'ratas l•1we inherited 
a great name ; those however ·who ha,·e followed the late Mr. 'rata while 
tht~y occupy his place--1 regret to say-do not fill it. They have turned 
anti-nationalh;t. They have thrown overboard the nationalist sentiment 
by the employment of foreigners on their works. 

Mr. President : Order, oder. ThP Jlonomahlt> Member is now' 
travelling far beyond the scope of the islll.!e before the IIous~: in discussing 
how the Tatas are managing their affairs. 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta : All I can s:ty is that that is my seconct 
rea'!on, the unpopularity of the 'fatas, my own suspicion of their intention;, 
for the future, is my reason for not allowing this Bill to be C(msidere<l with 
so much hurry. I will stop at that if you, Sir, think that I am tra\'clUtJ;r 
too far. 

.. . The other thing-the main ground-is that we are being hustled in 
considering this Bill. We are told that, if we do not consider thi'J Bill 
to-day, the Tata industry will collapse. That is the ground on which, 
during the last week, a huge propaganda has been going on, and here I 
V.·ill pause to congratulate the Tatas on the remarkably resourceful p1·o~ 
paganda they have been carrying on. Many gentlemen on "irbose support 
we bad counted are already in the pockets of Sir Charlea Innes, and it i.'! 
becoming impossible fully to consider this Bill because the question of 
principle comes in the way and we are being confined by yen-very pro· 
perly I admit, Sir,-to the strict limits of this measure. Moreover, I want 
to assure the House that this bogey thlt the T.:1.ta3 will collapse unless 
·we consider this Bill here and now is absolutelv unfounded. llerc I am 
to prove, on the statement made by the Tariff Board itself, that this is a 
bogey which has frightened well-meaning people and which has macle 
them hustle and hurry far beyond what the circumstances of the case 
require. I have noticed that some people are more anxious than even 
Sir Charles Innes to proceed with this Bill, and yet I find no justification 
for their assumption throughout that the Tatas will otherwise collapse. 
If they were to collapse, as is being suggested, I will certainly pass the 
Bill to-day. But from the Report of the Tariff Board itself I fin(l that 
there is ,no justification for this assumP.tion. The Tariff Board Report 
says on page 53 : 

"We have not overlooked. the fact that part of the fixed capital expenditure h:tr 
teen financed by the issue of debentures, and that interest on these debenture• i~ :' 
primary eharge on the Con1pany 'e resonrces. The production in 1924·25 we have 
faken as 250,000 tons of finisht>d steel and, ev('n if t~e werks coste amount to Rs. 13~ 
J'Cl ton, a selling price of Rs. 180 per ton means a surplua of Ra. 12J lakhs,' 1 4 
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• ."To this eum at le~At Rs. 20 lakhs must be added .on account of ~he surp1us 
J~i~·lroll. The debenture mterest (Rs. 48 lakhs) and the mterest on working eapital 
( &!. 26.25 lakbs) are therefore amply covered." 

This is 11·hat the Tariff Board themselves say, and all ~that the amend
ment before us asks for is, let us wait for two months or a little more 

. during which time the Bill will circulate for the opinion of the country, 
Messrs. Tata.'J will J>rotlure nnrinl? 1924-25 !'olteel amounting to 250.000 toni!, · 
and, according to the Tariff Board, they will make on it a profit of Rs. 125 
lakhs plus Rs. 20 lakhs of profit on pig-iron ; that is, they will make 
Rs. 145 lakhs. Debenture interest is Rs. 48 lakhs and working capital 

· jnterest is Rs. 26 lakhs. So that even on the showing of the Tariff Board 
they will make P..a. 145 lakhs, and for creditors, that is, the debenture 
holders and those who give them working capital, they br:ve merely to 
spend Rs. 7 4: lakhs. The reillaining Rs. 71 lakhs would be available for 
the shareholders en the baRis of the proposed tariff. That is what tho 
Tariff Board says. If we wait for two months the utmost that will happen 
ill that the 71lakhs for the shareholders will be reduced by ~2 lakhs. 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra (Industries Member) : 
What about overhead charges 1 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta : You can ask the Tariff Board. They 
clearly say-! myself have wondered, they have made bewildering state
ments, but here they are themselves. saying that,-that it will leave to 
the shareholders 71lakhs after giving Rs. 4'8lakhs to the debenture holders 
and Rs. 26 lakhs to the people who sup_ply the working capital. 'rhat 
Leing so, the matter is not at all urgent and it does not seem at all prob· 
able, in view of the Board's aforesaid statement, that the Tatas will collapi-ie 
if we wait two months. The sole justification for rushing this Bill in thi~ 
indecent way, namely, that the Tatas will otherwise collapse, is thus taken 
away. On the statement of the Tariff Board it is clear that they are to-day 
in a position. to go on with the payment of the debenture holders' interest 
and the working capital interest and save some Rs. 71 lakhs for their 
shareholders. So that by waiting for two months, the ouly thing that 
is likely to happen is the reduction of the 71 lakhs by about Rs. 12 lakhs 
but certainly not the risk of a collapse ; they might feel an amount of 
11uspense for those two months, but not the danger of collapse. Therefore, 
I say, on the showing of the Tariff Board themselves, we need have no fear 
of the industry collapsing. It is quite proper that the House should give 
the country more breathing time and allow it to consider whether this Bill 
is a genuine article or will let in foreign competitors who will r<·ally strangle 
the indigenous industries and then become monopolists. That it~ what 
we are anxious about, and I hope people will not be frightened by thi!'! 
insidious propaganda that has been carried on on behalf of the 'ratas 
that they are collapsing and have to be saved here and now. That is 
taking advantage of the fears of this House. That is taking advantage o:f 
the ignorance of this House. That is taking advantage of tl1e patriotism 
of this House. The apprehensions of this House have been taken ad
nntage of, and we are being rushed in the consideration of the Bill which 
can easily wait for two months even on the showing of the Tariff Boar4 
themselves. 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao (Godavari cum Kistna: Non~ 
Muhammadan Rural) : Sir, I should like to address the House on the 
narrow issue to which some reference was made at the beginning of our 
proc~l'dings. Jt seems to p1e, afte~ Jlearing !J!e speeches of Hollourabl!l 
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· . rmwan Bahadur M. namnchanura Rno.j 
Members in this llonl'le, M if we are at the first roading stage ol this 
Bill. May I asldlonourahle Members whether there is one single argu• 
ment which bas been placeJ before n:t which they could not have urged 
em the first reading of thi~ Bill f Therrfore, I would invite your ntten. 
tion to the rules and to one paragraph in the Report of the St·lect Com. 
mittee. I concede that it i~ open to my Honourable fi'Ienu to make a 
motwn for recirculation or recommittal eYen after the Select Com· 
mittce stage. In the first pla<.'e, Standing Order 39 says that when the 
prin<:iple of the Bill is under discussion it is open to any Honourable 
.Member to moYe that the Dill be circulated for the purpose of eliciting 
6pinil)n thereon by a date to be specified in the motion. Then at the 
a;ubsequent stage, after the Bill has been committed to the Select Com· 
mittee, it is certainly open to an Honourable Member to again move 
that the Bill be re·circulated for the purpose of obtaining further 
opinion thereon. Sir, so far as I know the practice in regard to Bills, 
l feel certain that, if the Bill has been so altered, so rnd1eally alterP· I, 
either in detail or by the introduction of principles which were not in 
the original Bill, certainly my Honourable friends would be m pcrtcd 
order in ascertaining further opinion. 
· Baba Ujagar Slngh Bcdi : Is it in tl1e provision 1 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao: Yes, I am w1tl~ng the rule. 
'l'hen again I would invite your attention to paragraph 15 of the Report 
c,f thfl Select Committee that the Bill has not been so altered as to re. 
quire republication. I believe. that that recommendation is in aecord. 
ance with the usual practice that where a Bill has not h<'en so altered, 
either in detail or by the introdu~tion of a further principle which wns 
not m the original Bill, it is usual [or the l:lelect Committee to report 
,.hat the Bill be passed without republication. I do not know whether 
I am l'ight in regard to procedure in this House. I am new to this House. 
This has been the practice in the :\!auras Legislative Council and \he 
Provincial Councils and, so far as I am able to ::.ee, that is the prnccJure 
in thl~ House. 

T~tking that view; may I ask my Honourable friend, who has men· 
Honed the case of the consumer, whether this Bill has increased the 
burden of the consumer more than what it was when the Bill was 
originally introduced ! I contend that 1t ha:". not. 

Then my Honourable friend mentioned the case of Indian Stat~<;. 
May 1 a.sk whether there is anything in this Bill out of place and different 
!rom what was proposed in the original Bill 1 The question in regard 
to customs in their relation to IndJan State1 is e:ne of great complexity 
and I do not wish on this motion to raise it or answer it, but I contend 
that this Bill has not said a single word different from the original Bill. 
.There is absolutely no change in regard to the Indian ~tates. 

Then agriculturists have been mentioned. May I ask whether there 
is anythjng in this Bill diffeTent from the original Bill to make the 
burden on the agriculturist more onerous than it was under the 
original Bill 1 I think there must be some conformity to our own rules 
of procedure and I contend that everything that has been said to-day 
11oulrl have been said on the last occasion. It is not open to my 
Honnurable friends who have spoken on this matter and who feel that 
they sh()u}d not commit themselves to this rrincipl~ o! protectin~ tq 
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Lrinf.l' forward a dilatory motion of thiFi character. ·If we· are· commit. 
'ed to the principle of pntection, then let 1LS face it, and certainly the 
only way open to those Honourable gent.lE>men who differ in regard to 
the vriJ1ciple of protecticn was to have voted against the first motion 
on tb~ d~:~y on which the principle: was discussed. The fact is that there 
are s~veral Honourable Members who cannot, I see, agree to the principle 
f.Ji vrolectwn. ~ut the opportumty for them was when the. principle 
was diseussed, and to repeat the same argum0nts and reintroduce the 
flame matter at a stage when it ought not to be discussed is certainly 
not in conflonance with the procedure of this. Ilouse. I may conclude 
Ly snying that se\'eral Honourable l\lembel'S have appended notes of 
!11ss~:nt. Exct'pt ruy frietlll Dr. ·Datta there is not a word in the;;e 
minutes objectil1g to the Dill being passed . 

. P.'..r. Chaman Lal : May I allk whether the Honourable Member 
has t•ead my minute o! di:;sent and whether it says that the Bill ought 
to b .. passed ! 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramlchandra Rao : It· is unnecessary to ~sk 
F>uch a question. I did not suggest that. Let us face. this question as 
we Oc!gltt to. If we are fot tl11! )"·mciplc of protecticn, it i'l certainly open. 
to any llot:ountble Membet· to amend the Bill in detail. The HonourablG 
~·entleman who hal:> spoken to-d1y is rather incl;ned to oppose the princip!e 
ot thr .Dill and I contend h1! is fra11kly against protection. 

. s:r Purs!lotamdas Thakurdas : I must admit, Sir,· that whllst I 
f!reatly sympathit;e with the point of Yiew that has been put befo:~.·e this 
House by my frientl D1·. Datta, ['\as r::.thcr taken aback to hear my fi'ieud 
:Mr. Jamnatlas Mehta supporting this amendment that the Bill be recircu
lated and that the Jlllssillg of the Dill be similarly put off for· six months. 
Ji'o!· altl:oug-h in the Select Committre's Report I see several minutes by 
n1y Ilot:ourable friend there i~ r.ot a single minute of his which recom
mtud~ that the Bill be recirculated ~nd he has duly signed the main body 
of the Report, which ·says that the Bill doe3 not require to be recirculated. 
1 feel thm·fot·.c, Bir, that-when be signed his minutes of dissent, and when 
l.e s'gued the Select Committee'~ Rq:ort, my friend from Bombay did 
J.ot think that the Bill requirerl recirculation. I propose therefore only 
to ilay 11 few wordl!l in regard to the various points raised by Dr. Datta. 

I must admit, Sir, that I should have been rather. surprised if 
~oentiro~ents, ideas and appeals of the nature made by my Honourable 
frienJ from Bengal had not been made in this House on the considera
tion or this measure. And when 1, Sir, supported the Honourable Pandit 
Madan .:Mohan Malaviya in his appeal to you not to accept the closure 
a littll:· while ago, it was because I felt convinced that in the considera
tion (,f an important measure like this, which from one quarter of th~ 
House is styled as mischievous and from another quarter of the HouseJ 
perhaps wrongly, but certainly with great sincerity, is looked upon as 
an epoch-making measure in the . Government of India, full latitude 
llhould be given for the reflection of opinions on both sides. (Hear; 
bear.) But, may I submit, Sir, that the ease put before the House by 
Dr. Datta is a case which does not do justice to the Tariff Board or· to 
their report. The very same grounds on which Dr. Datta ·bases his 
<'ase l,ave been examined by the Tariff Board in paragraph 124 of their 
Report, where they say that- · 

" The principal objections to protection for steel have been placc4 
before us and may be briefly stated as follows i · 
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[Sir Purshotamdas Thakurdas.] 
First, that the Indian agriculturist is very poor-repeating all the 
appeals that Dr. Datta has so eloquently made to this llott~e . 
. · Secondly, that protection for the steel industry is contrary to the 
interests of agriculture because it will involve a considerable reduction 
of imports into India and consequently of exports from India ; a point 
which has not bee.n touched on by Dr. Datta but which carries the 
argumt'nt one step further and will, I am sure, be approved as having 
been ~one into by the Board . 

.. And thirdly and lastly, that the cost of every industry in India will 
'be raised if the price of steel rises and that the effect of a duty on steel 
is therefore cumulative and far-reaching." 

Sir, the Tariff Board themselves have examined these thoroughly 
1md I cannot believe that Dr. Datta could not have read that part, or 
has forgotten that part of the Report, fr:r I know how deep and thorough~ 
11\'0in~ a student he is of every detail when he speaks on a subject, 
Dr. Datta • . . • • . • • . . • .• · 

!t1r. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : May I., Sir, point out 
Mr. President : Order, order. 
Mr. Devaki Prnsad Sinha. : I have not been heard. 
Mr. President : Are you raising a point of order t 
Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : I am only interrupting 
Mr. :President, : Are you raising a point of order f 
Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : No, Sit·. 

......... 

Mr. President : If not, then Sir Purshotamdas Thakurdas is in po!l· 
session of the House. 

Si!' Purshotamdas Thakurdas : Sir, if I may have your permission 
J should certainly like to give way to my Honourable friend. 

Mr. President : It is very irregular that Members should be inter
rupted while they are in possession of the House. I cannot yield to 
your predilection for being interrupted. 

Sir Purshotamdas Thak11rdas : Sir, the Honourable Dr. Datta said 
that the Bill should be recirculated and recirculated not to Chambers 
of Commerce, which represent capital and therefore are prejudiced in 
this matter, but should be rec.ircn1ated to municipal bodies, local boards, 
co-operative societies and various other bodies which I do not remember. 
(..4. Voice : " Association.") Associations I have mentioned, a~ I 
remember them, the various bodies to which the Bill was suggested to be 
recirculated. 

Sir, may I ask why it is that not a single individual from these varimt'i 
bodies went before the Tariff Board to put forward the point of view tk1t 
Dr. Datta has to-day put forward before this House. The Tariff Board 
in their Report say : 

" We are indebted to Mr. Pilcher o! Calcutta !or a very !ull and able d.i~euesion 
of the points that have been referred to." 

What is the guarantee, may I as]{ Dr. Datta, that these various 
bodi.es wh9m h~ expects to u:press opinions on this question wilt cio 
flO ; an~ further, how can Y?U ·carry on legislation if, in spite of havin;-
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been given opportunities, you find that ncne of these bodies, as' far as 
the Report goes,-very few of them indeed-said anything at all about 
it and it was left to 1\lr, Pilcher to express hefore J he 'I' a riff Board the 
views which Dr. Datta has so eloquently expressed on behalf of the 
Indian agriculturists, the lo.wer middle elm;.-. and the small industries. 
I feel, Sir, that to a certain extent it NL'l be said that the Tariff Board 
have examined every one of the points of vir\\' which Dr. Datta has tried 
fl) put before this House. Chapter IX deals with this very aspect 
thoroughly, and in that Chapter the Tariff Board come to the conclusion 
that the burden on the consumer is likely to be very small-in fact 
such as not to make one go against the adoption of this measure. I saw 
my Honourable friend Baba Ujagar Singh Dedi interrupting one 
Honourable Member who Rpoke in about the same· strain as I do anli 
askin~I have taken down practically the· very words that he said-
11 Why should the agriculturist even pay one anna per head., That, I 
think, is a very pertinent point to raise. And on this question, if the 
House to-day has any difference of opinion, I am inclined to support the 
Honourable the Comme1·ce ~Iember when he said that the House must 
make up its mind definitely to-day whether it wants protection at all or 
whether jt wants to be free 1raders. After all, if agriculttlrists 
comprise 75 per cent. of the total population of this country, and .if the 
policy of protection means the policy of a certain burden on the present 
generation in order that the future generations may derive the fullest 
benefit of that policy, may ·I aslc my Honourable friend from the Punjab 
whether he thinks that 7j pt•r cent. of the people c:m. po:-;sibly be excluded 
from that burden ? I fully agree with him and, in fact, I will be one of 
the loudest to oppose fillY mcasm~ which threw· on the agriculturists a 
burden out of proportion either. to their capacity or out of proportion 
to what they, in the opiniol). of this House, can safely be .asked to pay. 
But to Ray that the agriculturists should not be taxed even to the extent 
of less than one anna per head, as said in paragraph 125 of the Tariff 
Board Report, is not what I believe my. Honourable f6end from the 
Punjab really wishes this House to accept. I think the whole discussion 
on this subject should be crystallized in a few words. Do we want the 
policy of protection, protection meaning burden on the present genera~ 
tion in the hope that the benefit thereof will come with compound 
interest, to the future generations as has been the ease in other countries, 
provided the correct policy is carried through ? Do we want that policy 
to 'be enunciated and accE'pted from to-day or do we "·ant to follow what 
my Honourable· friend from. Bengal, Dr. Datta, said that we .cannot 
afford a single pie more than 'Hat we can hrlp f · · · 

Baba Ujagar Singh Bedi : .Am I entitled to f,!ive the answer 'to the 
Honourable Member on a point of personal explanation ? 

Mr. President : There is no personal e;planation here. 

Sir Purshotamdas Thakurda.s : Ther~ is just one more point that 
I should like to ·refer to beforr I sit down. I abo feel that on this one 
question the amendment )H'Ilctica lly means t lHlt the IIouse .fllJOuld accept 
protection for the steel inriustry now or (?ire it up, practically indefi
nitely, as the llonout·aule Connneree )feml~t•t· !'>Hid. On this que~tion, let 
this House make up its mind definitely and let it make up its mind 
"·ithout hesitation. The agorieultmists and the middle classes will all 
have to pay something. That in fact is the· underlying principle of 
protection. · 

L79LA 
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.An Honourable Member : I beg to move that the question be now 
put. 

Mr. President : I think the qestion should now be put. I have no 
desire to stop discussion, but Honourable Members will remember that 
on the first day \vhen the motion for reference to Aclect Committee was 
m11de, we had a full day's discussion, and strictly speaking, lillY motion 
for circulation for opinion should have bt'en made then. Althougl1 not 
made then it can under the Standing Orders be made now, but obviously it 
must be based on something that has happened since the reference to 
the Select Committee. I am ready to accept the motion for closure. The 
question is : 

" That the question be now put." 

The Assembly divided : 

AYES-46. 

.Ahmad .Ali Khan, ~r. 

.Aiyer, Sir P. S. Sivaswamy. 
Bell, Mr. R. D. 
Bhore, Mr. J. W. 
Bray, Mr. Denys. 
Cochran, Mr . .A. 
Cocke, Mr. H. G. 
Dalal, Sardar B • .A. 
Das, Mr. Bhubanananda. 
Davies, Mr. G. H. W. 
Faridoonji, Mr. R. 
Ghulam Bari, Khan Sahib. 
Hour, Dr. H. S. 
llt>zlett, Mr. J. 
Hindley, Mr. 0. D. M. 
Holme, Mr. 11. E. 
l!url:;on, Mr. W. F. 
Hussanally, Mr. W. M. 

\ · Hyder, Dr. L. K. . 
Innes, The Honourable Su Charles. 
• I innah, Mr. M. A. 
Littlehailcs, Mr. R. 
).[:}1ttviya, Pandit Madan Mohan. 

Mitra, The Honourable Sir Bhupenllr!\ 
Nath . 

.Monnieff Smith, Sir Henry. 
Mu•ldiman, The Honourable Sir AlexandoP, 
Muhammad Ismail, Khan Bahadur Saiyi,J. 
Nag, Mr. G. C. 
Neogy, Mr. K. C. 
Pate, Mr. n. R. 
Purshotamdas Thakurdas, Sir. 
Ramachandra Rao, Diwan Bahadur M. 
Rajan Bakhsh Shah, Mukhdum Sycd. 
oiiaj Narain, Rai llahaclur. 
Rushbrook·Williams, Prof. L. F. 
Hams, Mr. H. A. 
Sarda, Rai Sahib M. Harbilaa. 
f;astri, Rao Bahadur C. V. Visvanatha. 
Singh, Mr. Gaya Prasad. 
Hingn; Rai Bahadur S. N. 
Nykt~s, Mr. E. }'. 
Tonkin~on, Mr. II. 
Tottcnham, Mr. A. R. L . 
Townsend, Mr. C. A. H. 
rcnkatar•atimjn, Mr. B. 
Wright, Mr. W. 'f. ~I. 

NQES-34. 

Abdul Karim, Khwaja. 
Abdul Qaiyum, Nawab Sir Sahibzada.. 
Abu! Kasem, Maulvi. 

- Ahmed, Mr. K. 
Aiyangar, Mr. 0. Duraiswami. 
Aiyangar, Mr. K. Rama. 
Akram Hussain, Prince A. M. M. 
Alimuzzaman Chowdhry, Mr. 
Chaman Lal, Mr. 
l>atta, Dr. 8. K. 
lhnna~ia, Mr. N. ~[. 
1'11Pi C'hanrl, Lala. 
DaLt, ).Jr. Amar Knth. 
'· i.•udn2, ).Ir. E. f:. 
llari PraRad Lal, Rai. 
Hira Singh, Sardar Bahadur Captain. 
I~mail Khan, Mr. 
Joshi, Mr. N. :M. 

Tlle motion was adopted. 

Kartar Singh, Sardar. 
Kazim Ali, Shaikh-e-Chatgam Maulvi 

lruhammad. 
Lohokare, Mr. K. G. 
~fakan, Mr. M. E. 
~!ulaviya, Pandit Krishna Kant. 
:;,·hta, :.rr. Jamnadas M. 
\";1rain Da8s, Mr. 
Heflrli, Mr. K. Venkataramana. 
Sarfaraz Hussain Khan, Khan Bahad11r. 
Shams·uz-Zoha, Khan Bahadur M. 
Rinha, Mr. Devaki Prasad. 
Rinha, Kumar Ganganand. 
rjagar Singh Bedi, Baba. 
Willson,Mr. W. S. J. 
Yakub, Maulvi Muhammad. 
Yusuf Imnm, Mr. M, 
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Mr. President : The original question waa : 
• • That the Bill be taken into consideration." 

2 u. Slnce which an amendment has been moved : 
11 That the Bill be circulated for further opinion." 

The question is that that amendment be made.· 
The Assembly divided : 

AYES-21. 

•Abdul Karim, Khwaja. 
Abdul Qaiyum, Nawab Sir Sahibzada. 

• Abul Kasern, Maulvi, . 
•Ahmed, Mr. K. 
Akram Hussain, Prinee. A. M. M. 
Datta, Dr. 8. K. 
Jlutt, .Mr. Amar Nath. 
f'lt•ming, Mr. E. G. 
Hari Prasad Lal, Rui. 
llim Singh, Sardar Bahadur Captain. 
1\artar l'illlgh, Sardar. 

• Kazim Ali, Shaikh·e·Chatgam Maulvi 
Muhammad. 

r,ohokare, Mr. K. G. 
Mehta, Mr. Jamnadas M. 
jfisra, Pandit Shambhu Dayal . 

• Rajan Bakhsh Shah, Mukhdum Syed. 
• Sarfaraz Hussain Khan, Khan Bahadnr. 
• Shafee, Maulvi Mohammad. 
• Shams-uz-Zoha., Khan Ba.hadur M. 

Sinha, Mr. Devaki Prasad. 
Ujagar Sit,gh Bedi, Baba. 

NOES-5L 

Aiyangar, Mr. K. Rama. 
Aiyer, Sir P. B. Sivaswamy. 

•Alimuzzaman Chowdhry1 Mr. 
• Bt•ll, Mr. R. D. 

Bhore, Mr. J. W, . 
Blackett, The Honourable Sir Basil. 
Bray, Mr. D!'nys. 
C'oehranl. Mr. A. 
('o(•ke, Mr. n. G. 
P:dal, Sardar B. A. 
llaa, Mr. Bhubanannnda. 
Davies, Mr. G. H. W. 
!lnmallia, Mr. N. M. 
ft:ridoonji, Mr. R. 

• ~' 111lam Bari, Khan Sahib. 
l ;,lllr, Dr. II. s, 
IIezlett, Mr. J. 
Hindley, Mr. C. D. M. 
Holme, 'Mr. H: E. 
Hudson, Mr. W. F. 

Jlussanally, Mr. W. M. 
• Hyder, Dr. L. K. 

Innes, The Honourable Sir Charles. 
'Jinnah, Mr. M. A. 
Littlehail<'s, Mr. R • 

• Maknn, Mr. M. E. 

The motion was negatived. 

.\fitra., • The Honourable Sir Bhupsr..dra 
Nath. 

. Moncrielf Smith, Sir Henry. 
:!uudiman, The Honourable Sir Alexandi•. 

, :d:uhammad Ismail, Khan Bahadur Sai;yiil 
{ag, Mr. G. C. 
Teogy, Mr. K. C. 

Pate, Mr. H. R. 
t'urshotamdas Tha.kurdas, Sir. 
tamachandra Rao, Diwan Bahadur M. 
:aj Narain, Rai Bahadur. 
·~deli, Mr. K. Venkataramana. 

Rushbrook·Williams, Prof. L. F. 
>-lams, Mr. H. A. · 
·~arda, Rai Sahib M. Harbilas • 
:3astri1 Rao Bahadur C. V. Visvanatha. 
'.iingh, Rai Bahadur S. N. · 
:3inha, Mr. Ambika Prasad. 
:.lykes, Mr. E. F. 
Tonkinson, Mr. H. 
Tottenbam, Mr. A. R. L. 
Townsend, Mr. C. A. H. 
Venkatapatiraju, Mr. B. 
Willson, Mr, W. S. J. 
Wright, Mr. W. T. M. 

• Yakub1 Maulvi Muhammad. 

The Assembly then adjourned for Lunch till Three of the Clock. 

The Assembly re-assembled after Lunch at Three or the Clock, 
~Ir. President in the Chair. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha: On a point of order, Sir, may I a:sk.your 
ruling if I am entitled to move in accordance with the procedure of the 

House of Commons which is embodied in Ridliegh 's Parliamentary Prac
tice and also in May's Parliamentary Practice the following proposition. 
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:r.~i. President : Order, order. I have yrt to put the oriqinal ques· 
tion. We dlspmwd.of the .umendmrnt an<l I now put the ori~inal ques
tion, namely : 

•• Thnt tho Hill, ns umt•ntlt•ll by tho Adt•t•t Committe!.', be now takl'n into en• .. 
•i•lt•J':otion. '' 

The motion was adopted. 
Mr. President : What is your point or order 1 
Mr. Devaki Prasad Sihna : 1\Iy point of onler is this. I find {rom 

Ridliegh 's book on l'a rlianH'ntary Practice and also from May's Book 
on Parliamentat-y l'ntctiee t:wt a motion like this-

" That the 8penkt'r tlo now l•·avc the Chair " 
is consitlerrd to he in order an<i is the only proper motion for considllr· 
ing the rulingt~ of the ('hair. ~lay I ask your ruling whether I shaa be 
m order if I propose : 

11 That the llonourablo the Presi<1ent do now leave tho Chnir f " 
My object in proposing tl1is motion is that we want to discuss the 

ruling which you ~ave thi:-; morning- at the time when the debate on 
Dr. Datta's motion was going on. Tl1at ruling, Sir, is considered by 
many Members to be not a correct ruling. 

Mr. President: Whnt particnlar rulin~ are ynu referring toY 
:ft'Ir. Devakl Prasad Sinha: 'rhe rnling that while discussing tht 

motion of Dr. Datta for recirculating the Uill, no Honourable :Member 
was entitled to go into the qw:>stion of the principle of the Bill even though 
it may be ..... 

Mr. President : You will not be in order in moving the motion that 
you want to move that the President do leave the Chair. We have no 
such procedure at alL llt·re the decision of all points of order is en
tirely and finally ye:;ted in the Chair and the House cannot discuss the 
ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : .Am [ to understand that I am not in 
order in moviug that motion ? 

Mr. President : 1\ o, thL• lir•noma ble Member is not in order. 
Mr. Devaki Prasad Einha.: On another point of order, Sir. I find 

from May's book at page 339 ....... . 
Mr. President : Please state your point of order without referring 

to May. 
Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : l\Iy point is this that, since we are dis

cussing here a Bill relating to a matter of public policy which directly 
affects one parti9ular industry in the country, I propose that any Honour
a.ble Member, whether in the capacity of a Member of this House or in the 
capacity of its President, who is at all interested in the Tata Company, 
should be allowed to take no part in the debate. Sir, I have authority 
for this if you choose to follo·w the authority of the British Parliament. 
May I, Sir, draw the attention of this House to a paragraph on pages 338 
and 339 of 1\Iay 's book 1 The decision of this question rests entirely with 
the House. On more than one occasion in the British House of Commons 
this procedure has been followed and the ·votes of several Members who 
were deemed to be interested in the ~o,uecess or a policy have been nulli
fied. This decision, Sir, rests entirely with the House. Following the 
procedure of the llom;e of Commons which has been so far very much 
respected by this .As:sembl.r, I asl~ your permission to move this. I refer 
to pages 338 and 339 of May's book. 
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Mr. President : To move what ! 
Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : To mGve that any Honourable Member 

of this House who ma'' be interested in the Tata Iron an.t Steel Com
pany either as a share~older or as a director should not be allowed to take 
part in the proceedings of this meeting of the Assembly and should not be 
allowed to guide its deliberations iii the capacity of the President of thia 
Assembly. 

Mr. K. Ahmed: From that point of view, Sir; what will be the result 
of the voting on the subject this morning and before to-day ~ Will there 
be a. revoting, because I understand that some of the Honourable Members 
who took part were either shareholders or directors or were interested 
in the Tata Company. That is what I hear and that is 'll'hat I believe 
to be the fact. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : May I read ......... . 

Mr. President : You are much too late. Considerable discussion on 
the Bill has taken place for the last two days and you .are much too late 
to raise this point. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : I have to make a submission. I submit 
that since the most important part of the passage of a Bill iR the voting 
on amendments, this is the only proper time when I could bring this point 
to your notice. The amendments on the paper are very important because 
one amendment may concern the life of the company. That is the reason 
why I submit that this is the proper time for making a motion of this 
kind. I am entirely in your hands, but I submit that for the sake of 
justice and fairness and for the sake of the success of a public policy it is 
necessary that a debate on this question, 'rhich involves the interest.-; of 
110 many millions of our countrymen, shonlcl he carried on in a most 
disinterested way. I may ag-ain refer to the practice of the- House of 
Commons ami there are not one but several instances quotnd on pages 
378-379 of the book I have just referred to. 

Pandit Kirshna Kant Mala.viya. (Benares and Gorakhpur Divi
liions : Non-l\luhammadan Hural) : May I know if it i;; too late to 
amend 1 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman (Home Member) : The 
point of personal interest is one that has been taken in the House of Com
mons undoubtedly. There the extent to which a Member with a personal 
interest is jnsiificd in voting is a matter that in the first instance :Members 
should decide for thl'mselves. 'J'he. vote (;an only be rhallenged after it 
has been recorded. 

Mr. President : I think we had better proceed to the consideration 
of the Bill. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : 1\Iay I know what your ruling is, whether 
I am entitled to.. .. .. .. · 

The Honourable SJr Charles Innes : ~fay I point out that several 
Members of this House on Tuesday last definitely announced that they 
were shareholders m the Tata Iron and Steel Conmpany, and in spite of 
that declaration on the part of those 1\Iembers, the House as a whole decid
ed to put them on the Select Committee, a Select Committee which was 
charged with very responsible functions in the shaping of this Bill. It 
seems to me therefore that the House has already given its opinion on this 
point. . , 
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Mr. X. Ahmed : I submit, Sir, that we have to follow the pt·nctirc 
and precedent of the Ilo.use of CQmmons. When thi~ House was O(ll'tH'd, 

llis Royalllighness the Duke of Connaught came hrre and matle a !<ipt.•(•ch 
in which he paid us the compliment of !-!ayin~ that thi:o~ House is rt.•nlly tlw 
House of Commons ~f this country. If that is so, since your arrival hrre on 
the 27th May when I saw you het·e I thought that !<it.•lf-J.!oYl'rtl!llrnt in this 
country had started. You being the first Indian Presitlent in the Chair, 
we expect that you will keep up the dignity of the Chair and the dignity o[ 
the Parliament of this country, and I ask yon to give a rulin~ on thito~ 
matter. 

Sardar V. N. Mutalik (Ouzarat and Deccan ~ardarl'l and Inamdarlil : 
Landholders) : May I suggest one thing in reply to what has fallt•n from 
the Honourable Sir Charles Junes ? l think that whl·n this Honse dt·cided 
to put on the~ Select Committee Members interestNl in the 'fata Company 
it did the most proper thing. The Iloww offered an opportunity to them 
to haYt> their say Jwfore the Select Committee on hdwlf of the Tuta Com
pany as well as on the occa~ion when the Bill was flt·~t tliscussed. l ~uhmit 
that, when we are considering the Bill clause l)y dansr, tllis iH the proper 
time when they should not be allowed to take any part in the voting. 

Mr. V. J. Patel (Bombay City : Non-MuhammnJan Urban) : There 
art> in the various Acts of the Indian Leg-islature a11d the Provinl'ial };rgi.-1· 
latlll'es provisions which l'rt>clud~~ H M'lliber of u municipality or any othPr 
local body from taking pmt in tl1e proctedings if tlw question tmdPt' dis
cussion is one in which he is inte~·csted either a11 slwrd10l!let· or in any other 
capacity. 'fhere are express provisions to that rtfert. Fnfortunatrly, in 
the Government of India Act, we have got no such provision and we must 
therefore be guided by the prnetice in the House of ('ommous. It is, I 
submit, not at all a question for this Honse to dedJ.e. It iH entirely a 
question for the President to drcide on the interpretation of the Act or 
on the practice in the House of Commons. It is not for this House to say 
whether a particular Member shall or shall not take part. It iH entirely a 
matter for your ruling. If you rhoose to follow the practice of the House 
of Commons you are bound to rnle that Members who have a pccuruary 
interest in the Tata concern shall not be entitlt•d to yotr. If, however, 
you do not choose to follow the practice of the House of Commons and 
say that the Government of India Act makes no provision in the Act, you 
art bound to rule to the contrary. Because certain l\Iembers holding 
shares in the Tata Company were elected to the Select Committee, that does 
not in the slightest degree alter the situation. The question is whether the 
persons who have got personal interests in the subject-matter of the dh
cussion should be allowed to take part in the proceedings or not, and that 
is a question entirely for you to decide. 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta.: I want the House and you, Sir, to consi
der whether a person may not vote against his own interests. A measure 
may be favourable tO" his own interests, and therefore by voting against 
it he would really vote against hi<~ own interests. Surely he can do that. 
In giving your ruling, Sir, you will take note that whate-rer may be my 
interests, as my attitude shows, I am not voting for the Tata Company. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi: I want to say one word on this point. It is neces
sary for Honourable Members of this Hoose who have got personal in
terests in the subject of the discussion not to take part in the discussion 
and the voting. If there is no legal obligation upon them not to take part~ 
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still it is open to us to, establish good traditions and thereby enhance the 
dignity and prestige of thil'> Hom;e. 1\Iy friend Mr. Patc·i has nlr~ady 
pointed out that there are certai11 municipal corporations in which the 
people inte1·ested in the subject-matter of the discussion are not allowed 
to take pal't. In thl' Bombay Corr;oraliou itself several members are iu
terestfd iu matters like the tramwayN and they are not allowed. to tak<' 
part wherl' their pl'rsonal intere~ts are involved. We should therefore 
establish a tradition here and people who are personally interested in the 
subject of the debate should not be c1.llo"·Nl to take part in it. 

Mr. M. A. Jinna.h : If the House remembers it, I was the first 
Member wLo pointed out to thiFl House that 1 happen to be a shareholder. 

Mr. K. Ahmed : I never heard it. 

Mr. M. A. Jinna.h : The Honourable Member is perhaps hard of 
hearing. 

Mr. K. Ahmed : Sometimes. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : I made it quite clear that I am a shareholder of 
thi~:~ company and I ;u;ked the House to consider that point before it elected 
me to the Select Committee. I "lha1l be the last person to exercise m.Y vote 
in my own interests, but it is not a matter for you to give a ruling. The 
object with which thill point. has been now mooted is not quite on that high 
level on which the Honourable Member~~ are now trying to put it. The 
Hoawurable l\IeiilbertoJ of thls House were all a·ware of it and yet they did 
not grasp the fJlll'fition aml clecid~ it Ht 1 he time. Now that the voting has 
gone against tlwm on two mattet'H, the~· come forward Rnd they say that 
those who at·e in tereskd ~hmtlcl not he allowed to vote. (Cries of " No, 
uo. ") 1 waut to ill<tuir~~ why was it not present to the Honourable Member 
here who has he\'ll fling-ing- into the face of this House the Parliamentary 
practice .. , . ( :111·. J{. A II 111 ed. " Did I not interject '! ") 

Mr. President : Ordeir, order. 

:rilr. M. A Jinnah : I entirely agree with the Honourable the Home 
l\Iembcr that if the House desires I am not gohtg to take up the plea that 
this is too late. It is never too late mend and I ~:~hall be the last person 
to athocate any principle \\het·eby any man who, is interested should vote 
in his mm fayour. And if there is the slightest feeling ht this House, 
whether this House decides or not, whether you give a ruling, Sir, or 
whether yon do not, I personally shall refrain from Yoting-. (Hear, hear.) 
But I doubt whether those who are now moving this matter are doing it 
on those high principles for which they profess to stand to-day. 

Mr. K. Ahmed: Sir, since reference has been made by my Honour· 
able friend Mr. Jimwh tn the fact that this matter was not pointed out 
before the voting took plnce, I may say that I did interject to Sir Purshot
a.mdas Thakurdas that direetors and shareholders should not vote and 
expres-; a free opiuioll 011 thi:i r;ub,iect because this House would not accept 
that. Apart ~·rom that, Sit·, after what has fallen from the Honourable 
Mr. Jinnah it will probably do him and the Assembly good if I cite ccr·taiu 
rulings of the High Court, for I suppose my friend Mr. Jinnah, being him· 
~'<'If a lawyer, has a g-reat l'Pspect for snell rulings. He ha." taken two poin~ 
imn consideration. One of the Chief Justices of the Calcutta High C(}urt, 
t::!ir Lawrence Jenkins, :;aid only (, few years ago1 when he waS to hear a 
;~ase brought by a prh·ate company against the Calcutta Tramways 
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[Mr. K. Ahmed.) 
Company that he could not hear tht case because he heltl .-hares in the 
Tramways Company, and so he refused to hear the appPHl which wns 
against the judgment of one of the Jud~es of the Mig-innl 11ide. Ami the 
two Judges who used to sit along with the Honourable the Chit'f .Justice 
both declined to hear the case hecam~e his Lord~hip the Chit'f ,Justice was 
interested. That is exactly the position of my IIntlfHirahlt> rl'i,•ncl 
Mr. J]nnah to-day. And the fact that he did not tt>ll us of 
his intHest before and we ther!.'fore chose him to ~o~it on the 
Select Committee, does not constitute e-;toppel. lie ~.houltl hll\'1•' 
taken the House into his confidence and told us. We havr talu•n 
his disinterestedness for granted. I never IH'nrd him. (fJanghter.) 
No gentleman having himself an interest in a matter like th;:-~ shoul<t h!m• 
been elected and, furthermot·r, prrsidNI over the Committee ml•eting, when 
there were so many diss<'nting Yotc~11 and notes. And as 1 t't•ad the matter, 
others also who hold shares or are. directors ought not to have taken 1)art. 
When my Honourable 1r'riend Sir Purshotamdas 'fbakurdas :ipoke on thi8 
measure I interjected by saying·" You are a dit•ectol' ; you !ihonltl not 
have taken part and yon are making a speech that hn11 JJO sense.'' 
(Laughter.) Disinterestedness is a thing of which this euuntry is proud. 
Sir, it "is a thing to which the grt>atest regard is paid even whPn the juries 
for a case are selected and when they are taken in a panel. 1 think that 
things have gone very far and I 8uppose the fact that some people have 
the honour to represent interc~ts in this matter has now been disposed of. 
Apart from the fact that my Honourable friend Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha 
has said regarding the practice and procedure of the House of Commons 
which this Assembly has to follow, there is a law, a custom and a tradition 
of this country also. Besides all th(' Hpeeches that were dPlivereJ after the 
speech of Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha go to indicate that there should be a 
distinct ruling 1from the Chair, otherwise we lose our status and our self
respect is lowered. 'fhat being the case, I requt•st you, Sir, to give your 
ruling. 

The Honourable Dr. Mian Sir Muhamlna.d Shaft (Law Member) : 
Sir, in view of the difficulty of the I.J'lestion which has been rai:-~etl by my 
Honourable friend over there, I trust you will permit me to make a few 
observations and to invite your attf'Htion to certain impo1·tant considera
tions in connection with this matter. I may at the very out-;('t be per
mitted to declare that personally, 1 have no intere:;t of any r-;ort or kind in 
the Tata industry (Mr. ](. Ahmed : " Nor have I ".) (1Jaughter) and 
therefore the obse.rvations which I am about to submit to you, Sir, a~ the 
President and to the House are enti1·ely disinterested. In the House of 
Commons a distinction has always l~·~en made between private Bills and 
public Bills. In the case of private Bills it is a settled rule that any person 
directly and personally interested in the promotion of the Rcheme which 
is the subject-matter of the private Bill is not allowed to votr. But the 
case of public Bills stands on an entire!~· differPnt footin~. With refer
ence to public Bills the proposition which wns ennnC'iatPd on 17th July 
1811 by 1\Ir. Speaker Abbott in the Honse of Commons rnns as follows : 

11 This interest must be a direct peeuniary intcrrst anrl srpnratelv b••longing l•1 the 
P''r~nn whose votes were ftttE>stioned nncl not in eommon with the rl'st of Hi~ :\[ajf.'~ty '11 
aubjcets or on a matter of State policy.' 1 

Now, the Bill before the House is not a Bill dealing with the Tata Iron and 
Steel Company direct (liir. AI. A .. Tinnah : " Not only ") nur is it, I "11!1 



TlDil !TEEL INDlTSTBY (PROTECTION) BILL. 2475 

going to add a Bill dealing with that company alone. This iii a Bill which 
embodies a ~ery important principle of State policy which the Government 
of India have for the first time adopted in this piece of legislation
protection of Indian industries in generaL It is a mere accident-no doubt 
very important in its nature-that the Tata Iron and Steel Company is 
directly and very materially affected by the results of the measure which 
you are about to enact. 

But it seems w me that the principle embodied in the Bill is one of 
general applicability. The intention of the measure which is now before 
you is to protect a vital industry, the steel industry of the country as a 
whole, including the Tata 's. It seems to me, therefore, that a distinction 
ought to be drawn in a case like this where the Bill before the House is not 
a private Bill. It is a Bill of a public nature introduced not by a private 
Member, but by·the Government of the country for the protection of one 
of the indq.o;;tries of the country and in the. interests of not any particular 
company but of the country as a whole. It is a mere accident that a 
private company will benefit. 

Pandit Motilal Nehru (Cities of the United Provinces : Non-Muham· 
madan Urban) : Sir, I am in the same happy position as my friend, Sir 
1\fuhammad Shafi, with regard to any connection or want of connection 
with the Tatas. I have no interest in the Tata Company, or for the matter 
of that in any other industry. The only interest I had at one time was 
that Mr. R. D. Tata had kindly put one of his motor cars at my disposal and 
I took good care of it while it was in my use, that was the only interest 
I ever had in the Tatas. I had no other but do not despair of having 
some interest in. future. 

Now, so far as the general rule that Members who are interested in any 
subject-and the interest, as has been pointed out must be a. direct pecuniary 
one-are precluded from voting is concerned, I have no hesitation in saying 
that it is a most salutary rule. But that rule has been enforced and 
adopted, not only in the interests of the general public, but also in the 
interests of the Members themselves, because, as the House can very easily 
imagine, a 1\femher who is personally interested in the subject-matter of 
a debate, feels himself in a somewhat difficult position when he has to 
give an opinion either for or against his own interest. So I say that the 
rule is in the interests of .both, I am sorry, however, . that objection 
Rhould have been raised on an occasion like this and in relation to a 
matter of national importance. I do not think that the gentlemen who 
have raised the question have the slightest doubt as to the honesty, the 
integrity and the high charact~r of Members of the House who are 
interested in the Tata concern. I do not endorse the opinion 
of my friend Mr. Jinnah when he says that there was some ulterior motive 
behind it. But, at the same time, I think I am voicing the opinion of a 
large number of the Members when I say that they have no fear whatever 
on the score of some Members havin~ an interest in the Tata concern not 
Yoting according to the best of their lights. So far as I am concerned, I 
lihall attach a special value to their votes~ for this reason that I know that 
they are all Honourable gentlemen who would think twice, even a hundred 
times, before they give an opinion iii their own favour. 

Mr. W. 8. J. Winson (Associated Chambers of Commerce : Nomin11t· 
ed Non-Official) : Sir, while we are on this subject and before you give 
J.llY ruling-if you do-! w~J!lq ~e to ask the Hous& to r~alise that it is 

L19LA J 
• 
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impossible for a Member of this House a11sociated with eertain eoncern8 
to refrain from voting. If you take my own case, Sir, 1 b~lieve my invest· 
ments in companies in this country would probl\bly excee~ 150, in number. 

It is probable also that a great maey of tho~ concerM wiD come before 
this House in the general clamour for protection which has now started. 
For myself, Sir, I should be quite willing to refrain from voting on these 
occasions, but what is my position f .. I belong in this II~use to an exact 
party of o.ne. There is no one who ean take my place. I rrpresent the 
Chambers of Commerce, some of thP largest interest!:! in India, and they 
have been pleased, to send me to this IIouse to represent them: If, Sir, I am 
to remain in my seat and take no part either in votin·g or in the discus'ii~m. 
it follows that the interest!i that I specially coin~ to Simla to .represent, go 
absolutely 'unrepresented ! When this debate' started in Delhi; Sil.' PUl:· 
shotamdas Thakurdas was the first to speak on the subject and say be held 
an interest in Tata'~r, though it was a very small one. I immediately follow
ed that excellent example and declared myself. ·In opening the d,ebate in 
this House I again declared my intertst : so Mr. Jinnah was the third, and 
I ~ubmit, Sir, that when· we put before'the House exactly what our position 
is no' llonourable .gentleman can do more,' or can be expecttd to do more, 
and ought certainly to do no le~s; · 

Sir Purshotamdas. Thakur~as : I did not expect to take any part in 
this debate, and· I certainly al'l:mre the House that I 'vouJd not have 
wasted a single minute of their time but for the fact that M 1;. Kabeerud
Di.n Ahmed has been dragging in my name in causing that merriment in 
this House which is generally connected with hili remarks It i:i quite 
true that, when I addressed the House earlier in the day, :Mr. Kabeerud
Din Ahmed did say $Omething about my being interested in the 1,ata 
Steel Company. I halted then so that he might repeat it louder nnd 
1 might reply to it then and· there ; but, as usually happens to 1.1r. 

· Kabeerud-Din Ahmed, he sat back and said nothing. (Mr. K. Ahmed made 
a· remark which was inaudible). I am in possession of the House anu I 
do not propose to give way to him now. When I sat down, I went U£1 to 
1\Ir: Kabeerud-Din .Ahmed and told him in the presence of his neighbours 
o:tt the benches that he had best know how to behav~ himself, becan11e 1r 
he intended to level a charge against me, it wa,s for him to ~:~tund up erect 
and say so instead of interrupting me, in spite of the fact, as the lloncur
able :Mr; Willson has told the House, that I was the first to flay last March 
in 'Delhi that I was a director and consequently interested in the Tat a 
Steel Company.· l therefore greatly welcome this opportunity and thi!i 
debate 'that has been raised by l\Ir. Sinha. If the House wishes that no
body who has any share or any. interest in steel companies in India shouH 
vote, I will be the first to bow to that decision and welcome it. ~lr. Willfion 
has pointed out that he himself ·is, and so would any merchant of ;my 
standing be, interested in several companies. But may I ask Mr. Kabcer 
(Mr. K. Ahmed : " 1\ly name is· not Kabeer, but"Kabeerud-Din Ahmed "), 
one question. Why· does he take it for granted that a man cannot, even 
when he addresses the House, put before this Assembly the various aspech 
of a question which is not merely a question of the Tata steel industry t 
And I .have all· along· spoken· before this l!ouse, only on the question of 
protection generally and ·to the steel industry as· a whole in particular. 
A good deal of merriment, Sir, is usually due to Mr. Kabeet·ud-Din i~ this 
House, but I certainly, think he is not justified in causin& .~~t pJ.er_runent 
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at the expense. of anybody wrongly. I think the House should: show .it.i 
~trong, disapproval of the. manner . in which Mr. Kabeer chooses. to butt 
in and sar whttever he likes irrespective of whethe~ it is merited or.not. 
I strongly object to the way in which .Mr. Kabeer has tried to put things 
before _the House in a manner which can carry all sorts of insinuations. 

Now: .Sir, as tq the matter. before .the House, on p~ge 112 of the Tariff 
Board's.,Report, wh~re they speak of the engineering industry,. they say. 
that there are engineering concerns all over India, the capital of which is 
12 crores, etc. Beflides the Tata Iron and Steel Company, there are other 
mdustries that the second. and third reports of , the Tariff Board cover; 
and I do no.~ think .that any .shareholder in any of these concerns would 
object if the House laid down the principle that they. should. not vote; 
But I would like to say this regarding the question of taking part hi. this 
di~cussion. As the Honourable the Law . Member has pointed oufi: so 
dearly an<llucidl~, thi11 question is, besides being a question of jnimediate 
interests in a p~rt!cular copccrn, a question of State policy, tmd. a questiOn 
of publie pohcy, and. I venture to think that the House would not rule 
that a Member of this UOtv;e, ,even ~hough interested as a shareholder or a 
iirector, woulq be. deprh:~d of his privilege of putting befo:~;c the House his 
opinion on the ~road question before the House. He may not givl.' .e:~• 
planations ; ~~ m~Y .. l!ot,,if you so) ike it, give aey. soi't of facts or ,figures 
in reply to any.cntiClsm,that may be made regarding any particular con· 
cern, but in NO far 8Si the point raised may affect the relativP. State Tlolicy; 
I think the lloulie should. not cut out any Membert whether thns interested 
or not, from expressing his opinion upon it. Sir, I am not very anxious 
as Mr. Kabeerud-Din Ahmed may think, to give my vote on this qucstimr. 
Ai a matter of fact, I do not think that this is a question which could ba 
carried or lost by one vote or a few more !Votes here·or there: I there~ 
fore gladly refrain from voting if that is all that would satisfy the party 
that has raised this question. But I certainly· think,· Sir, '·that every 
Member here is entitled to ask if there is to be an attack, that. it should 
be an attack from the front lmd not an attack from the baek· or the side. 
A question raised boldly on the floor of the House can alone ,permit . a 
Member to meet it in a straightforward manner and respect the wishes of 
e.\'en a few Members of this lloust'. . . 

' . • " I ~f ~ ' , ' , 1'1 

Mr .. Chaman Lal : Sir; I am ve~y· sorry tha~ tlie. heated, atmospher~ 
in which this question has been raised has led one Honourable gentleman 
to east some aspersions on the motives 0~ those who ;raised this question. 
I did not raise this question; I had no inkling of this question until 
I came into the House and heard my Honourable friend Mr. Devaki 
Prasad Sinha put. this motion be for~. you. But, Sir, may r be allowed I to 
point out to the Honourable Mian Sir Muhammad Shafi that the quota· 
tion he ba..11 given us is a quotation directly against any suggestion which 
Mys that those who have a direct pecuniary interest in any particular 
eL11~ern should be allowed to vote. Under section 141 of the House of 
Commons .Manual of Procedure you will find that a member tnay not vote 
on any question in which he has a direct pecuniary interest. It he vote!! 
on such a question his vote may be disallowed. And, Sir, I take up :May, 
page 338, and read as follows : 

'' Ill the c~mm~u it ia a rule that no member who has a direct· pecuniary iateres1 
ba a quNtlon •hall be allowed. to fOte upon it ; but in order to operate as a disqualifi· 
1ntioa tbia intereet IIIUit be immediate and persoD&l and not merely of a general 01 
NIUOW lllarMkr.'' 
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It would be of a general or remote character, Sir, applying to people liktJ 
myself and Pandit Motilal Nehru who do not hold any shares in the Tata 
coneern ; but it is a matter of direct pecuniary interest to those who do 
hold shares : 

· '' On the 17th July 1811 "-I proceed further-" the rule waa thua expluintl\l Lv 
;\[r, Speaker Abbott ''--1 0111 quoting from th., tery enme passage that the llonourr.bJ;. 
Sir Mian Muhammad Shaft referred to-11 This interest must be a direct pecuninrr 
wtoTlBt and separately belonging to the persona whose votea were questioned llntl 
not in eommon with the rest of His Majesty 'a subjects or on a matter of State policy.'' 
Now further on May gives an explanation as to what sort of interest it 
must be and he says-" This opinion was given "-he gives an example : 

'' Thia opinion was given upon a motion for disallowing the votea of bunk 
tlirectors upon the Gold Coin Bill.'' 
Now, I assert, Sir, that the statement is perfectly clear that those who have 
a direct pecuniary interest in any particular question brought before the 
House should not be allowed to vote ; and I think as a matter of State 
policy, as Mr. Joshi has pointed out, we should make it a ru1e, we should 
make it a convention of this House, that those who are directly interest· 
ed in a pecuniary sense should not be allowed to vote. 

There is just one point I should like to bring to your notice. An
other example which May gives on page 339 is as follows : 

"On the 1st June 17971 however, Mr. Manning aubmitted to the S,Peaker whctlwr 
he might vote consistently w1th the rules of the House upon the propositton ot Mr. Pitt 
tor granting compensation to the subscribers of the Loyalty Loan, he himself Loh•g 
a subscriber. The Speaker e:tplained generally the rule of the House and Mr. Manr.in~: 
declined to vote. " 
I as.;ert, Sir, if you do not apply the rule strictly-and there is no reason 
why you should not apply the rule strictly-it is up to the llonourable 
Members who are themselves directly concerned, pecuniarily eoncerned, 
in the 'rata Company to refuse and refrain from voting upon thi!! que1o1· 
tion. I am perfectly certain that those who are agaiMt this Bill have 
not raised this point because they want to side-track the issue by not 
making a frontal attack but a flank attack or an attack from behind. 
They want to assert a certain principle. That principle ought to be 
th'l accepted rule. I do not care whether my friend Mr. Willson, as he 
has pointed out, is interested in 150 conMrns or not, but what I do care . 
for is that public policy should not be left in the hands of those who have 
any pecuniary int,erest in those concerns. 

The Bo:nourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: Sir, I just want to make 
one point clear to the House, and I hope the House will consider it. In 
the House of Commons, it il:l not possible to raise questions like these on 
a point of order. It is only possible to raise such questions on motions to 
disallow a vote -after the vote has been given. That is an important point. 

The second point is this. There is no suggestion in the House of Com
mons procedu:re that a Member interested in a Bill should not take part 
in· the debate. That is an entirely different proposition, and though I havo 
heard it put forward here there is no basis for it in the English procedure. 
The proposition that I wish to put to the House is that, if a Member vote~ 
in a division, then there can be, under the House of Commons procedure, a 
motion to disallow that vote, but you cannot under that procedure do so 
before the vote has been given, and the point cannot be raised, as it has 
been raised in this House, on a point of order. That is my lilubmiwiion, 
%ir. 
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Dr. H. S. Gour : Sir, Honourable l\lembers have referred very fre
quently to llay's Parliamentary Procedu_re, an~ they have _pointed out 
that in the seventeenth century certam rulmgs were g1ven by tht" 
speakers of the then House of Commons to the effect that Members 
of Parliament having a direct pecuniary interest in a Bill should not 
vote tbreupon. Now, Sir, my Honourable fritmds have cited the 
l'arlier portionll of }fay's Parliamentary Practice from pages H38 and· 
:l:l9 ; but what is the latest Parliamentacy practice t It is set out by 
the author at pages 340 and 341. Let me now cite to the House two 
I'Xtracts which will settle the point so far as that question is concerned. 
May says, page 340 : • · · 

41 The extent to which the rule of pl'rsonal interest in a vote givt>n by'a mcmb~~ 
a;;:~in•t a private Bill which· would create a project intended to compete in an un·l~r· 
taking in which he baa a ·pecuniary inter«>st, is as yet undecided. As the Speaker: 
1taW, on the 12th May, 18851 there. ia no rule of the House on the subject.'' 

This question, Sir, came up, as May poi:r;tts out, on four occasions •.. 
and on every one of those occasion~; the vote of the shareholders iri the 
project with which the private Bill was concerned, was held by the 
Jloul'le as good. Let me give you two of the latest cases. I omit the 
earlier caKei'l for the same reaHon that I dd not wish to go into the ancient 
history of thiN 11ubject. I give you the latest cases from page 341 ~ 

11 On the 16th Jun.'. 1841i, ubjeetiou was t.1ken to the vote of a member ;1' 1ll' 

h:l'l voted with the not>s, bet>auae as directllr and shareholder in the Caledonian Railway 
Com puny, he bad a direet pl'euniary interest in the rejection of the Glasgow, Dumfries· 
Pn•l CarliBle Railway Bill. Whereupon he state•l that the sole dired interest that 
hll hn1l in the Cal('donian Railway was UR holder of twenty shares to qualify him to 
be a dirfftor in that unrl!'rtaking ; and that he votl'd against the Bill rouceiving 
the proposl'd railw11v to bl' in dirert eompctition with the Caledonian Railway, as 
C.•><·idcd by the legiNiature in the lust session. A question for disallowing his vote on 
th~ ground of •lirt•1•t pe1·uniary iuterost was negatived. On the 9th Marrh, 1~86, 
(lhj"t·tion wns taken to the votl'& of .two Rll'mbers, given in favour of committing the 
~!anchrRtrr l:lhip Cunni Bill to a 1-lt'lt'rt Committee on the groun(l that, ns director11 
t•f t!u• London und North·Wrsll'I'D Railway, the reel.'ipts and dividends of which might 
'"' td!eeterl by the ronstnwtion of thl' runal, thry were {l£'runiurily interested in the 
r•nttl'r. The motion for rlisnllowing tlu•ir votes '1''118 negatived.'' · . 

Now, Sir, that iii with refert'nce to private Bills. On all the occa
~;ions mentioned by .May on pages 340 and 341, when the vote of a 
l\lt'mber wa11 challenged on the ground that he was a shareholder in· 
a company- competin~ with another company which was the subject , 
of discussion in the House of Commons and in whie.h he was directly 
concerned, it was decided by the House that his vote was a good vote. 

Well, Sir, so much I submit as to the question of law. My Honour
able fril.'nd appealed to you and said that you should follow the practice.· 
of the House of Commons. I have given to you, Sir, from the very · 
book which my friend cited the practice of the House of Commons in 
~eneral terms and 8!1 applied to specific cases in which that question 
came up for adjudication. (Mr. K. Ahmed : " That does not apply 
in this case.") Now, Sir, that is the first point. . 

The srcond question, Sir, is the question of propriety and expediency. 
Art mr frirnd the Honourable Mr. Willson has pointed out, if .Members 
of this Honse interested merely as shareholders in a company are 
dt>barred from dischar~ing their duty to their constituents who have 
fit>nt them herr, then I do not think, Sir, that there will be many :Mem
bers of thifl House who will not be directly or indirectly interested 
in many of the questions that come up for adjudication before thiR 
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House. And, further, I beg to say that, if my Honourable friPnd Mr. 
Sinha had raised this objection on the last ocrasion, wht>n the Bill 
was discussed and committed to Select Commitee, Member~<~ interPsted 
in the Tata Iron and Steel Company or any of its auxiliary• compunit>s 
would have abstained from giving notice of amen1lml•nt!1 which they 
have given and which they are now in honour bound to press. If my 
friend had Raid that Members interested in the Company 11hould take 
no part in the debate and Mhould not record their votes, they wouhl 
have got other people to give notice of the amendments which they 
have done in the discharge of their ordinary public dutie!-1, Now, what 
answer has my friend to give to the fact that, after thPse amendments 
have been tabled, be wants to muzzle those Membt>rs by say·inj!, 11 Yon 
are interested in these concerns and therefore disqualific(l from taking 
part in the discussions of this House." I Hay, 8ir, with 8ir Purshotam
das, that Members of this House have not only a duty to tht•mselve!il 
but to their constituents ; and what is the quantum of interest which 
debars them from taking part in the discussion of thiN subject in this 
House t The other day, the queMtion of income-tax came np before 
this House. I have no doubt the question of income-tax, the reduc
tion of income-tax or the increase of income-tax, would have atiectetl 
-and directly affected-a large body of :Memberlil of this House. 
Would it be said by the Honourable Mr. Sinha : "You stand aside 
because this question will directly and ,·itally affect your income-tax 
whether it is decided one way· or the other Y '' 

'My friend has been speaking of direct personal interest. What 
is the meaning of 11 direct personal interest in the concern " ? lie has 
not vouchsafed any reply or any explanation of the meaning of those 
terms, and I submit (llfr. K. Ahmerl : '' Income-tax has no analn!.{y to 
this T ") that, guided by the procedure and precedents of the House 
of Commons, we stand on safe ground in urging that a Member of thi8 
House, merely because he happens to be a shareholder, shoul1l not be 
disqualified from taking part in the discussion before this House. I 
have already said, Sir, on the last occasion, anrl I repeat it, that like 
Mr. Jinnah, I also made a declaration that I am a shareholder in the 
Tata Iron and Steel Company, and that, in spite of that declaration, 
the House appointed me as a member of the Select Comm:rtee, and aM 
a member of the Select Committee I have taken part in the delibera· 
tions of that body. For the rest, Sir, I am entirely in the hands of the 
House and of yl()urself. If a ruling is given, I, as a shareholder, will 
certainly abstain not only from voting but also from further taking 
part in the discussions in this House. 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett (Finance Member) : Sir, this 
discussion professes to arise out of an attempt to apply the rules of 
the House of Commons in this Assembly. The rules of the House of 
Commons on this matter have already been repeated more than once. 
I cannot share the natural advantage of Mr. Kabeeru<l-Din Ahmed in 
being deaf. I have already heard them read out several times. But 
it is perhaps worth while repeating the important pasiiage. It is on 
page 338 of Erskine May's Parliamentary Practice ·. 

' ' ,Tbil interest muet be a direct precuniary interests • * * and not em a 
·tl'llllttr of Stat• policy.'' 
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Nearly a~ the cases that have been .quoted are priyate Bi~ls. It 
hu already been explained that the ru1es m regard to pr1vate Bills are 
different. ..... (Jlr. N. M. Joshi : " Gold coinage.") ...... that the rules 
in regard to private Bills are different from those in regard to public 
Bill~:~. The rule is that 41 the interest must be a direct pecuniary interest 
and not on a matter of State policY'." I think this is a very important 
matter and although, possibly, the moment at which it has come up iii 
not quite the mo~>t regular one, I do not think that it is at all unfortunate 
that the matter should have been discussed. But I do think it will be 
very unfortunate if we were to rush into a decision or the establish
ment of a convention which is. not suitable to a case of this sort . 
.Mr. Willson has pointed out very clearly the difficulty in which an 
llonourable :Member will get. in relation to his constituents if the' rule 
is presHed that nothing which directly or indirectly interests him in 
a pecuniary way can be spoken on or voted on by such a Member. 
After all what we have before us is not a private Bill to give money to 
the Tata Iron and l:lteel Company•. It is a Blll to protect the steel 
industry in pursuance of a policy of discriminating protection. If it 
were llr. Patel 'H Bill to purchase the Iron and Steel Company for the 
l:ltate, then there might be objection to l:lir Purshotamdas Thakurdas 
voting on the subject. But it is not such a BilL The position of the 
Tata Iron and Steel Company is accidental to this Bill. The same 
IJUestion might have been rai:;ed on every Budget that has been before 
thi11 AK:;embly. In the year 1921, and again in the year 1922, Custom!i 
duties were raiNed all round. I believe that the Customs duty on steel 
wa~<~ raised in 192~. There is no difference in essence between the deci
sion of 1922 to raise the Customs duty from whatever it was to 10 or 
15 per cent. on particular classes of steel and the decision which we 
are now dil!cUNsing. If a rule is introduced that .Members may not 
11pcak or vote on a matter in which they• are pecunia~ily interested when 
it iH a question of public policy, we shall, Sir, I submit, deprive this 
Assembly of the valuable advice and assistance· and judgment of a, 
large numiJI't' of Jlt'rsons whom we particularly want to listen to in this 
Assembly. 

Maulvi Muhammad Yakub (Rohilkund and Kumaon Divisions : 
Muhammadan Uural) : I am unable to agree with the Honourable 
Mr. Joshi ami my Honourable friend Mr. Ahmed when they say 'tha~ 
the Membet•s of thil! House who have got any interest in the Tata Iron 
and Steel Company ~>hould not vote or take part in the discussion' on 

, this subject. I fully agree with the Honourable Pandit Motilal Nehru 
when he says that we have full confidence in the honesty• and ·inte~rity 
of the llembers, and I would strongly object to any aspersions being 
cast on the integrity and honesty of any Member of this House · 
(So111e llonour~ble ,lJembe_rs: "Nobod.Y did that.") I. am sure thn~ 
~lembers of th1s House wtll not be guided by any motive of per&onaL 
interest. It ~.;eems to me, Sir, at the same time that the position of'1 he 
President of the House is quit~ different from the position of an otdinary· 
llember. The President of the House guides the destinies or the deba't~.: 
He can !Jtop any ~fember from ~>peaking. His eye niay• and 'may' ~ot 
l'atch any ~1~mber. He can ~ive rulings in any way he like;; 'ilnrl t'her.e
fore I submtt that, although llembers win have got an interest in tho 
Tat.a Com pan~ sh~uld. be allowed to take part. in the. di:scus~ion and 
vohng on this Bill, 1t would be for the President hunself to judge 
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whether on a Bill like this he shouhl ~ui1le the destinirl'l of thil'l House 
or nnt. I leaYe that point to the self-respt>ct or the Ilonouruble the 
Prcsi1lent him~elf. 

Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya : I am ,·ery sorry that there has 
bt•t•n n t'Teat deal of hPat importe<l into thi:o~ discussion. I tlo not ,louht 
rhnt th; propos:·~ wa!-1 started purely from the point of view of what prac
tice shonld be estnblishe1l in this House. I !lo uot think that the Honour
able Memhl't' who moved the I'roposal had the smnlll'i!t idea of sug~t>sting 
that any Member of tJlis Assembly who happened to own 11hares in the 
Tata Company WO'lld allow his judgm!'nt to be aft'cct!'tl by that circnm
shmct' in urm·;n~ :11 :1 (~<'l:si<lll on a mattt•r of momentous national impot·t
aw~e. I think r may ~wfely say that 1\k Devaki Prasad Hinha had not 
the faintest ith•a of making any insinuation, nor do I think that any other 
l\Iembrr of this llon-;c who has supported his proposal had that idea. 

Kow, Sir, it is important t11at a· matt~r of this nature ~;hould be lJecitled 
upon on(•e for all, hut tlt:tt it ~·hon!tl he 1lec:1h•d upon nftE>r tlue ronsith•rn.tion, 
1'herc is a great dtal it1 support of the view that person!! who are directly 
interestt>tl in a matter which come!-1 befor·e the Honse Nhould abstain from 
votiug. I do uot ti1ink that there can he any law detH·ivin~ any prrson 
of his vote in &·nch a math•r, but tht>re may he a convention esta.blished, 
m; the llonom·able the Home Member was plN1sed t.o observe at the com· 
menct•mcnt. of this debate, fm· the Membrr him~wlf to decitle whether he 
would ''ote or not, and J think that the matt(•r should be left a.t that at 
the pre:.;ent moment. I thi.nk that there is no rule yet of thi!! ASRembly 
that any person who is directly intem:tf>d in any mattl'r which is affected 
by ,a measure bef')re this House 1-~honld abstain from votin~. 1t i~ one 
thing to trust t.o t~e good sense of the 1\Iember who may be dit·ectly interest
ed in a concern an1 quite another thing to lay down a rule at this stage 
whereby he shall he deprived of the right which he enjoys as a Member of 
this As."'embly of ·voting upon every measure that may come up before 
this House. If sueh a. rule is to be laid down it should be laid down after 
much greater, fuller, and if I ma~' say ~o without any disrespect, calmer 
e(lnsideration that has been given to it a.t the present time. I submit, 
therefore, that this i~ not the occasion on which a rule should be laid 
down on this que'ltion. Th~ matt€r having- been discussed, it has been 
sufficiently ventilated, and it should be left to the good sense of the Members 
themselves, those "ho have any direct interest in the Tata Iron and Steel 
Company, whether they ·will or will not vott' on qnrstions t·t>lating til it 
that will come before the House. 

But there is one more reason why I put forward this view before 
4 :r.M. this House. It is a matter for satisfaction that 

. . a point of principle has been brought to the 
nottee of the House on an occasion like this. That is entirely· a matter 
for thankfulness, and I think 1\Ir. Devaki Prasad Sinha deserve.; thP 
!h~nks of the House for having raised the question but at the same time 
1t IS ~ot the proper time, if I may say so, at which it has been. raised. 
The B~l has. now been before the House for several days and it is a matter 
for satisfaction to me, as I am sure it must be to every Member of thi~ 
Asse~bly, that. the Assembly ha~ sho'\1.11 its entire confidence both in the 
~res1den~ and m those Members who had declared that they had a direct 
mterest m the Ta.ta Iron and Steel Company. We have known it, the 
House ha:-.~ !mown it, «4!1 thi:; time anu not a breath of ~:~uspic10n wa~:~ tais,~d. 
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~ither against the !'resident or against auy Honourable Member of this 
!louse that he would allow the fact of his holding a few shares in the 
'"'-ompany to afl'ect his judccYfllent on this momentous matter. That is a 
t:omplin1ent to thP Members themselves. The President has presided over 
our deliberations. I am certain that the thought that he had any share 
in the Tata concern wa~:~ absolutely abseut from the mind of the President. 
At least I take it :.o, as I have bad the privilege of knowing him for a 
lo11g period of public lif\•, So also we )wow, and I appeal to every 
Honourable ll~mber to th:nk for himself, that during all these discussions 
Sir Purshotamdas 1'hakurdas or ~Ir. Jinnah would not allow their judg· 
ments to be affected by the circumstance that they had either at the 
request of shareholders or of their own will, takeu some shares in this 
concern. We JJlUst remember that sometimes people are sought· after 
by companies. ThLy do not alway~ :oeek the shares of these companies. 
1 know iru;tan~es in which businessmen of established reputation were. 
rPquested by the }H'omotors of companies to give the prestige Qf their names 
to the company by accepting a seat on the board. of directors. Lawyers of 
reputation have ueen ISO reque~;ted in order that the fact of their having 
taken shares may Le published, as it is oftentimes an inducement to others 
to tab shares in t!Jt: company. It creates confidence in the general public. 
Now we have to di11criminate between cases and cases, and I am certain 
that the House has 1-ihown tiuring the l~U~t few days that it had not the 
remotest suspici01: that any of these llonourable Members whose publie. 
life has been aii O}tcn chapter for years pW:it, would allow the fact of their. 
holding a fe\V shares m the companies to affect their judgment on a matter 
in which the intet:ests' of the people aa a whole throughout the country is 
concerned, in which an important question of national policy is involved, 
on which independent public opinion has been practically unanimous for 
eeveral decades past. 'J'hat being 1:10, I would suggest, Sir, that this debate 
might stop here, that you may .not lay down any rule for the purposes of 
the present Bill, and th11t the matter may be left to the Members concerned 
who may have a direct interest in the concern either to vote or not to vote 
aa they please. ~'ht.re being no rule of the House at this moment, it would 
not be desirable to us~ 111:y ruling to be laid down at this st~e, much less 
to lay dowu the ruliJ l•y a votl! of the llouse at this stage. The matter should 
be taken up at the proper time, independently of any particular measure 
or motion and should be considered from all the aRpects which have been 
put before this House, not merely from the points of view which have 
been urged by the mover of the proposal, but also from the points of view 
which have been put forward by Mr. Willson, Sir Purshotamdas Thakur· 
das and others. I therefore suggest that the House may now proceed 
with the discllllSion of the amendments. We should certainly welcome 
and be thankful for .the light that any Member concerned in the Tata 
Iron and Steel Company may throw upon the discussion which will now 
take place in the Assembly. 

As for the matter of voting, that :should be left to the l\Iembe1·s them
selvea. They will decide whether the occa.o,;ion justifies their abstaining 
from voting wheu I am sure they will abstain from voting. If they feel 
that the occasion does not call for it we should leave it to them. . And the 
nry last thing that might happen is that if the voting is so close that two 
or three or five votes would turn the scale, attention may. be drawn to the 
fact and the matter may be considered by the House then. But at any 
rate at thia s~e I thiuk the matter tihould stop here. 

wu ~ 
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Mr. K. Ahmed : Unlells tht! ruling i:; given now, lt~uhmit, 8ir, that 
further consideration in regard to the Dill cannot be proceeded with, 
becau.;;e that depends upon your ruling. You have two points in your 
ruling to give. 'l'h first point i~ that, if your ruling uphold:; thL• oh· 
jection raised, what has been passed should not have been passed and 
is therefore still to be decided. And the second point is that if there 
is no application of the procedurej read from May's 11 Parliamentary 
11ractice," page 342 by my Honourable friend from Nagpu.r, Dr. Gour, 
I say that the Honourable .Members who Yoted should not vote again, 
and the practice of the House of Commons should be e~tahlished in this 
AsseJJbly. 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru : 8ir, I am surprised that the gentleman who 
has moved this proposal lu1~ only included the shareholders of Tata '1:1. 
There are other firms in India excluding Tata's who are doing the same 
business. The Kityanand Iron Work! in Calcutta h1 a very big firm. 
Like Tata 's they are sending their apprentices to England to be 
trained. I believe the capital is many lakhs i! not crores. (A Voice : 
"50 lakhs.") Then they must have taken a loan of another two n1' 
three crores. Then there are many smaller works in the country. Why 
Rhould not the directors and shareholders of all these firms be also 
:}sked not to vote Y If they are asked, I have not the least doubt that 
some of the 1\Iembers will turn out to be shareholcleri'! of other companic~:~ 
as well. (.ti Vo·ice : 11 Not the Bihar 1\Iembers.") Well, I for one can
not say offhand that nobody in Allahabad or the United Provinces iM a 
shareholder of Tata's. There must be. .Any way, ~\r, I d{) not see how . 
the shareholderi'l of joint stock companies benefit directly and personally. 
They certainly do benefit personally in the long run if there i:o~ any money • 
left from the Managing Agents, etc. (Laughter.) Bnt it iM certainly 
not a direct benefit. In thii'! view, 8ir, I think the Government have 
agreed with me ; as in the United Province!'! 1\Iunicipalities Act there 
is a section 

1 
which says that a Municipal Commissioner who ii'l directly 

interested in a firm whol'le tender is before the Board is not to vote on 
that question. but it is made distinctly clear there that if he i:; a ~hHre· 
holder of a j;Jint litock company he can vote. Sir, I think in India this 
question has already been decided that a shareholder of a joint stoek 
company does not b~netit directly. llmler these circumstance!'!, ~ir, I 
hope that your ruling will not be 1-lnch as to debar the t~hareholders of the 
Ta.ta Steel Company. 

{Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha rose to speak.) 

Mr. President : I have heard your point of order. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : Sir, personally .•......• 

(Cries of" Order, order.") 

Mr. X. Ahmed : Since he has opened it, Sir, I think he i~ ........ . 

(Crir$ of" Order, order.") 

lru. President : 1 have sufficiently heard Members on this point. 
It has been raised rather in an irregular manner. Still I am not sorry 
that it has hePn I'Hised aml we have had the expression of opinion from 
nrious Members of the House. In the House of Commons objection has 
been raised to membtm.l having a direct personal interest voting-- not 
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taking part in thP dPhatP!'!-()nly in ease of private Rill!! 1md even then 
1he oljPetion bas on a good many occasions not bePn upheld. My 
concl~l!lion is that in this case I cannot uphold the objection raised by 
Mr. Vevaki Prasad Sinha. This is not a private Bill defligned to pro
mote the interests of the Tata Iron and Steel Company. It is a Bill 
hrou;rht in by Government involving a question of public policy to give 
protet'tion to the steel industry. , · 

Further, we have to bear in• mind the action that the House has 
already taken during the two days' debate when we appointed as 
meml.erR of the Select Committee of this House various 'Membl'·'rS who 
declared that they were shareholders of the Tata Company. I must 
therefore overrule the objection. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : 1\lay I take it that you would have ruled other-
wise if ............ . 

Itfr. President : I have given my ruling. 
Mr. Chaman Lal : Sir, as definitely pointed out by Dr. Gour, · the 

rule n11 far as private Bills are concerned is different. But as far as 
public Bills are concerned it is another matter. It is Rule 141 of the 
llanna1 of the Honse of Commons which directly goYerns thf' point at 
iRme. 

Mr. President : Order, order. I have given my ruling. 
Sir Purshotamdas Tbakurdas : May I have your permission· to 

make a statement. I should just like to say, in deft>rence to those 
Membe!'ll who have raised this question, that I do not wish to take part 
in the voting on tl:.is Bill. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : May I raise another point' of ordt:'r ? 
In thr last dt>bate it has been brought out by two Honourahle Mi!mbers 
at any rate that the llonourable the President also may be said to be 
inter€'F.ted in this Bill. 

Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya : I rise to a point of order. I think 
the Prl'sident 's ruling- covers every aspect of the question that has bee21 
discu:-sed. I think we should now proceed to the discussion of the next. 
point on the Agenda. 

Mr. President : We will now proceed to the consideration or the 
Bill clause by clause. We will take clause 2 first, the Preamble and 
rlausr 1 will bP taken np latPr. 

Mr. Rangaswami Iyengar : Sir, the motion that the Bill be taken 
into consideration bas not yet be~n put. 

Mr. President : It was put to thP vote and carried. The Honourable 
lfeml,er was not here. 

We will take clause 2 first. 

The qut>stion is : 
14 That tlnuse 2 do stand part of the Bill." 

Tbm-e are various amendments to that clause. The first one is, 
I think, No. 23. 

f.'.r. Cbaman Lal : On a point of order, Sir. There is an amendment 
1tanding in my name in connPcti(,n with the Preamble. 
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Mr. President ~ I luwt' alrt'ndy said that the Preamble is alwa1s 
bken la~t, becan~l' tht> Prt>amblt~ dot>!'! not ~-towrn the Act hnt tiw 
clauses as puNst>d rt-nlly go\'ern the Pt•amhh•. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : Tht•re i~ n l~o an amt>ndrnent to t•lau~t> 1 agninst 
.my name. ' 

Mr. President : Clam~P I will also hi.' tnk{'n later, bccanst> it (leals 
with the title of the Bill. The title may dPpend on what the clauses 
11re. 

The first. amenclmPnt i~ No. 23• standin~ a~rainst the namt> of 
1\Ir. Duraiswami Aiyangar. A11 I intimatf'd on the first day, in my view 
that amendment is out of order. It raisf'R the initiation nnd ul1-o 
the imposition Of an IHlg'ffif'ntefl duty in the eommittre (lf the IIOUSt', 

an authority other than Government, and such a propo:o~~tl cannot be 
made except on the recommendation of the Crown. I would however 
like to hear Mr. Dnrcti::rwami Aiyangar if he has anything to sny on 
this matter. 

Mr. 0. Dura.iswami Aiyangar (:Madras ceded district" and Chittoor : 
Non-Muhammadan Rural) : I would like first to say just a few words on 
the ruling which the Honourable President has announced both to-day 
and the other day. I wish to point out that in the propoRal which I 
have made there is absolutely no initiation of taxation which is raised 
by that proposal. I quite see, Sir, that the initiation in the ~o~ense of 
the levying of the tax which haR been sanctioned by this Legislature 
restR with the Executive Government of the country. But the initiation, 
properly speaking, of auth•lri11ing the levy of any taxation iloes not rest 
l'ither with the Executive or with any othf'r body, but with the Legislatnrt>. 
Therefore, Sir, when once the Legislature authoriRes the levy of any 
particular tax, it is competent for the Leg-islature to prescribe the method 
hy which that taxation has to be enforced. 

So far aR the question of moving in this Assembly any motion to enahle 
the Government to levy any taxation is concerned, I quite admit that the 
initiation must start from the Crown, and in tbiR country, undrr the Gov. 

• For sub·clause (1) of clause 2 substitute the following : 
11 In the Indian Tariff Act, 1894, the following sections shall be inst>rted, namely : 

1 (i) A standing Tariff Board ronsisting of five rot~mbers l"lccterl by the 
Legislative ASH(Im},Jy shall ht• I'Onstitntf~ at the rommeurement of evt·ry 
Assembly anrl continue till tho l"nd of that Assembly and the 'rarill' 
Board of the prPsent Assemblv shall be in like manner eonHtitnted furth· 
with.· • 

(vi) If the Tariff Board is satiBfierl, aftl.'r stwh inquiry as ft thinks necessary, 
that articlr•s of any class liable to duty under Part VII ot the Aecon•l 
S~hedule are being imported into British India at such a price as is 
likely to ren<ler in~~ffertivt' the protection intended to be afforded by sudt 
duty to similar arti•·Jps manufacturer} in India, the said Boarfl shall recom· 
mend to thf' Governor Gt>nerul in Counr·il to issue a notification in the 
Gazette of India ana !ntrl'UAt' ~urh •luty or levy 8U(•h arlditional or off· 
eetting <l~ties to such extent and for aurh articles as may be reeommende<l 
by the salfl Board, onil thereupon such duty shall be levied when imported 
or subsequently as may be specified in the notJfieation. 

(iii) The Tari~ Board shall also have powE"r to recommend 'to the Govcmor 
Gent>ral m Counril snrh ronreRRion in Rnilway freight~ or PX<'mption from 

, taxe11 :ts they may think tit in tht' Nl~f' of all or anv of the Iron un•l 
Stcd DUinufacturing firms in Inrlia 1," ' 
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ernmrnt of Jni!ia Act, such motion.c; are made, whether it be by private 
pPrsonM or a Gov('rnment Member, with the previous Ranction of the Gov
r·rnor GPneral. If the Gowrnor General has once !~auctioned the introduc
tion of Hnch measmre, it il'l open to the As:.;embly to paRs the measure or not. 
That initiati<ln bali been tak('n in this ease ; that measure has been intro
rl utt•tl by Government with the sanction of the Governor General, and now 
it is open to this Assembly to prescribe in what manner that duty shall 
he levied. The Bill as it ~tands says : 

" It the Governor Gt!nPral in Council is satisfied, after such inquiry ns hr thinks 
l'l'f'<'fitary, •......... he may, by notification levy such taxation.'' . 

The amendment which I have proposed is to the ef!ect that : 
'; A •tanding Tariff Board consisting of five members elected by the LPgislntivo 

.l,h~<·mbly ehall be constituted at the commencement of every Assembly and eontinue 
till the end ot that Assembly.'' ' . 

and that thi11 Board shall go into the question whether the circumstances 
which are prescribed by the Legislature und~r the present Bill have 
aril-4en or not, and if such circumstances have arisen, it is as much com
petent for the Le!l'ildature to prescribe that a Committee appointed by 
thP Le~rislature shall take the initiative or that the Executive Government 
itself should take the initiative. It all depends upon the provision which 
ill now made in the Bill which is now placed before the House as to 
wh11t form the taxation should take. That taxation itself is sanctioned 
hy this Bill, authori'led by this Bill. The only question is whether the 
ExPeutivP Government shall ta](e the initiative directly of making an 
inquiry and satisfying itself that such circumstances have· arisen, or 
wh .. thPr it is competent for this Legislature to say that some other body 
rll'<'ted by this Assembly, or any bocly which has been preRcribed by 
I hP t~r~islatnre onder thr provi~ions of this Bill should take the initiative 
of a preliminary inquiry and then recommend to the Governor General 
in Council that the Executive Government should enforce that taxation. 
I submit that it may be a committee elected by this House or some other 
('ommittt>e anthoriRed by this Bill which is now on the anvil of this 
LI'A'islature. If any provision is made as to the particular body which is 
to takP the initiative, it i11 always left to the Executive Government to 
carry out the order by levying the taxes. I submit that my amendment 
is perfectly in order according to law, and if the Bill is passed into law 
it iK open to thi11 Legislature to introduce any provision which it thinks 
proper, leaving it to the Executive Government to levy the taxes. 

In rPply to the ruling of the Ilonourable President I may add that 
if, in spite of what I have stated, the Honourable President is not 
llati,·fled with my contention, I will ask him to give a ruling whether 
hy c·hanging 11 shall " into " may " my amendment will be in order, that 
ifil: 

• · It the Taril! Boarcl is satisfied, aftf!r auch inquiry na it thinks neee~M<lr,l', 
th1,t nrtirlPs of nny class liable to duty, etc., are b~ing imported into British In.Ii-.1, 
rh•., the Hnid Board shall rf.'eommcnd, ete., and thereupon su~h duty may be !e,ied 
''"ll'IJ iwported, etc.'' 

By this I mean that the body which ·is elected by this Assembly should 
rP••ommend to the Governor General in Council or the Executive Govern
mrnt, so that if upon that recommendation the Executive Government 
nrf> Rati.,fied that such recommeni!ation is proper, they may levy the 
tax11tion. If they reject the recommendation it will be for the Assembly 
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fJf r. r. Dnrniswami Ai~·an!rar.l 

to jntll!f' how mnch it was .ins1 ifiell in doing !Hl. This iR my nnswer to 
thr ruling whirh is propmwd to be given hy the liononr~hle Preshlt•nt. 
lf the Honourable Presitlrnt is satisfied with my contention, the amentl· 
ment will stan!l 'as it is. I would also rt>qu .. st n ruling aM to whether by 
converting., shall" into 11 rna) " my tllllrtHlnwnt will be in order or 
not. 

Sir Henry Moncrietf Snuth: I think Mr. Durai~wami Aiyantzar's 
rlosing remarks show that he rralisrs that he has sowewhat misl't'prcsentcd 
the etfect of the amendment which he proposes to clau:-~e 2. lie laid grt•at 
stres.'l on the f'act that he was only oro posing to st•t up some authority 
other than the Governor Grneral in Council to initiate proposals. Well, 
Sir, his amendmt>nt aH it !ltands on the pape.r goes very much beyond that. 
It substitutes for the Governor Genernl in Council another taxing authority. 
He is ll!lking the lJt•gislutnre ht>re to pa:-i~ a law whi<~h will actually force the 
Governor General in l'onncil to deleg-ate his po,ver to initiate taxation to a 
Committee of thi~ l101t:o~e. In fact he wonld enable the •rnriff Bolll'fl to 
issue itli commands to the Governor General in Council. It is for thnt 
reason that he has suggested the posfolibility of substituting the word 
11 may "for the word 11 shall," a point which may be considered separately. 
As ltis amendment stands on the paper, I have no donbtwhatt•vrr that it is 
out of ordt'r, that it is asking the Oort•rnor Ot'neral in Council to delegate 
his powers of initiating taxation, to make a dele~ation which is not within 
the powt•r of the Governor General in Council to do. 

Mr. President: Clan:-~e (iii) of Mr. Duraiswami Aiyangar'H amend· 
ment is clearly ont of ordH, being outside the scopt~ of the Bill. 

Mr. C. Duraiswami Aiyangar: I wish to submit that I have anHwrred 
only th£> objection to parts ('i) and ( ii) of my amC'ndment. 

Mr. President : I thought yon were dealing with the whole amend· 
ment. If you wish to speak about elau:,e Uii), l will allo\\' yon to <lo so. 

Mr. C. Duraiswa.mi Aiyangar : With rt>rt•rence to clause (iii), my 
Jlroposal is that the Tariff Board ~hould also havP. pm1w to recomnwnd 
to' the Governor General in Council such conce~sion!4 and rights or 
exemptions from taxes as they may think fit in the case of all or any 
of the iron and 11teel manufacturing- firms in India. I wish it to he stated 
anfl definitely. understood by the Honourable Members of this House 
that we are now dealing, not with any Finance Bill, but with a Bill as 
to the brst form of protecting the iwl ustriNI of India. In proceeding 
to lP.gis]ate as to the lwst form in which the ind ustrir~s should he protected, 
it h competf'nt for thil'! Asst•mhly to su::q.!~'St all tht> various mdhods 
by which indur.;trit>s can he protecte1l, and in this view I refer to the 
utility of a Tariff Board. The Fiscal Commission has also recommended 
that a permanent Tariff Do11rd should be <'reated, whose duties will be 
to. investigate the claims of particular inclustries to protection, watch 
the operation of the tariff generally, and advise the Government and the 
Legislature in carrying out the policy indicated above. Now, Sir, in 
view of that policy, it is, I submit, compP.tent for this Assembly, when 
it is proceeding to legislate 11s to the bt>st manner or the best form in 
which the industries of India ean lJe protected, to make a provision in 
this Bill that there shall be a Tariff Board or Committee,-whatever its 
constitution may be, which may be settlerl later on,-appointed, whose 
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fuuctiona will be not to take the initiC~tive, not to take. the executive 
power into itH own hands, but only to l:itudy the question and to make 
rt·commendations. This third clause of mine is only a modest state
ment that the Tar·itf Board, which may be appointed if this Assembly 
appro·:e~; of it, will Le competent to make some inquiries and make a 
reeomwendation to the Go\·ernor General in Council and nothing else. 
It is OJwn to thl' 'Executive Government to undertake the initiative on 
such recommendation ()r not, but when we are proceeding to legi~Slate 
(•n the general que:stion as it ha:; been liO long Htated, not with reference 
to any particular indUHtry in this country, but as a general question of 
protecting the in1lustrit>s of this country, about wbich we have heard ~;o 
many eloiJUent ,;peeches ju~St now, I submit it is competent and perfectly 
witl1in the lie.ope of the spirit and poliey of this Bill that we should make 
a provision for a Tariff Hoard being authorised to make additional or 
of.ht·r recommendation!! al! to the safer and better manner of protect
in~ our indUHtries ; .and, irw~>much as I have Htated in clause (iii) that 
the 'far·itf .Uoard will have nothir1g more to llo than to make its own inquiry 
r.ntl make a recommendation to lliH Jl~xcellency, I submit it is not out of 
ortler .. 

' Mr. President: I think that clause (iii) is clearly out of order, being 
out:sitle the Hcopc of the llill. 1'he clause deals with protection to be 
giwn hy duty and hy uountics, while the amendment proposes a new 

. ~uhsitly altogetht>r. l'arts (i) ami (ii) as they stand, I think, are also 
out of order for the reasons I have already given. As regards ~IJ.. Durai· 

. Kwami Aiyan~ar's request that he should be allowed to alter hh~ amend
ment by Kubstituting the word " may " for " shall," I think it would 
he im•:!Hiar to allow hill! to tio that at this l:itage because we do not 
know what the effect of that might be and it is not fair to the House to 
1dlow amendmt>nts to be altered at this stage. Nor will there be any 
hardship in the matter, because there are later on other amendments-· 
which I think are in or·der-about the Governor General in Council 
taking hteps in commltation with a Standing l'arlff Doard and those 
am ... ndnwnts will be dPhated upon. 

'fhe next ~ttnrndment it~ N(). 24• by :\lr. A. N. Dutt. I woulJ Jispose 
of it in the santl' wanner as .Mr. Durai:swawi Aiyangar's amendment unless 
)lr. Dutt has anything further to say. · 

• In sub·t•lause (1) of clause 2 for the proposed sub·section (4) substitute the 
following: 

11 (I) A Turiff Board tOU8isting of seven elected members of the· Legislative 
,\1sl'mbly elert~d by the members of the Legislative Assembly and four men1bers 
Jlom.illull·•l by the Go\·crnor Gomcral in Council shall be constituted at once, and 
thtm:aftl•r at the b~ginning of each new Legislative Assl'mbly, who shall; wh~n· 
PWr thry are Batisfi~tl, after sueh inquiry as they may think necessary, that artiel··~ 
of w1y da&R, liahiP to duty unrll'r Part VII of the Second Schedule are being imported 
into BritiHh India from au~ ph1ce outside India at such a price as is likely to reud•Jr 
incffcrtive tho protection mtt•nded to be afforded by such duty to similar artid•JS 
t•:nm:farturcd iu Jnclia, recommend to the Governor General in Council to increase 
IUl·h duty to eueh extent aa they think ne1•essary, whereupon thP Governor General 
in l'oundl Mhnll iHdUe a notification iu the Gazt'ttc of India in tt•ru1s of the re~om· 
N!'ndution of the Tariff floard, incrc:1sing the duty in respPct of ~neh articles imported 
from or runuuf:u·turetl in Nn~· country or countries dpeeified in the reeommendation·l 
ut the TuritT Bou!'IL 

All vuo·:illl'h·~ ;~mou;~st tlw l'lcrlr•l lllt'mht•I'R of the Tariff Boal'll 6hall he filled 
t.1 tll'rthill lor th1• nn·t•xpirt·ll to•rm of the Board and vacancies au1onb'llt the ntilllinatelj 
llll'mbcr¥ 1hall ltu tilled by uon1i.uatiun. 
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Mr. Amar Nath Dutt (Btmlwan Division : Non·Muhammallan Uurul): 
I submit, Sir, that the Turiff n\)llrd whieh I have propoNetl here tlOP~ not 
in any way impair the power~ of the Oonrnor Oent>ral in Coun<'il or tho 
Ext'cutive which has the power of taxation in India. That being so, 
~ir I want only. to give relief to the Governor General in Council and 
~~e~bers of the Executive Council by the constitution of a TaritY lloaru, 
and I think it is perfectly legitimate that it should be provided in a 
Bill like thi~:~. I think the reasons which have already bt•en Nubmittt•d 
before you by .i\Ir. Duraiswaroi Aiy11ngar apply to thil'l case 11lso and I 
think further, Sir, that this provision will not in any way impair the 
powers of the Governor General in Council and muy therefore be 
allowed. 

Mr. President: I think Mr. Dutt'H amendment iH out oi order on the 
same grounds as apply to that of .Mr. Duuiswmni Aiyanger. 

The next amendment to take, I think, is No. 26 of :Mr. Aehurya : 
11 In clause 2 (1) in the :propos{'d sub·etwtiou p) for the wortls 'after Hlll'h 

ilqt;iry as he thinks necessary 'thn words '.in cru~sultation with a Stan•ling Tariff Hnartl 
co!llposed O'f three members of wl10m one at ll'ast will bt• 11 non·oliit•inl ''lt•<'t1;•l bi 
the L.-gislative Assembly ' be substituted.". 

The que11tion is : 
" That in clause 2 {1), tho wor1h1 'aft~r sueh illljllil'y as hll thlu.kH uccl·~~ury ' 

proposed by Mr. Acharya to be dl'letcd stand rart of till' tlauHe." 

Mr. M. K. Acharya. (8outh .Arcot cum Chinglcput : Non-.:\luham· 
madan Rural) : I thank. you, 8ir, for allowing roe to place before the 
House the rea~ons which intluced me to propnse that in plaeo of the words 
" after such inquiry as he think.":: nece~Hary " the wordii " in consultation 
with a Standing Tariff Board composefl of thn•e mt·mber):! of whom one 
at lehst will be a non-official elected by the Legislative .As:-ocmuly '' be 
substituted. · 

I wish to put the argument~ for my amendmc11t vet-y briefly. I a~sut··~ 
you, Sir, I am not one of those who are never tired of listening to the 
mn1>ic of their own voice and therefore I am as anxious as anybody else 
to heo as brief as possible on the subject. I am glad to find that in a way 
in the Select Committee's Report, as also in the introductory sra:ech made 
by the Member ip, charge cf the Bill when he placed the llill before ·•hr. 
Hon~e, it was admitted that the Government would consult the Tarif~ 
Board in all matters of detail. In the Report of the Select Committee also 
we find in paragraph 12 this particular question of a Standing 'ri1rliY 
Board has been adverted to. They say : 

• 
11 We have ea~efully considered all the anu.•nllments of whit·h notice has bCP,II 

g~yen. Our eonclus10n on many of tht>se is set out in the fortgui11g paragraph~ of 
th111. report ............. In regard to a series of amendments suggeHting that vario•IH 
llod11·~ eho~ld be ~onstitutell .for the purpose of advi~ing the Government in the matter 
uf ••tr:settmg dutlt>s, we deme to sn.v that the holly most 1ittPd to adviHc thr Govem· 
ment. many. ~ueb ~atters is the Tariff Board, whi,·h has formulated the present propooaiH 
an•l 111 fam1liar With all aMprcts of the HUbject. '' 

Wha~ I wish to point out is that the present 'fariff Board ha):! hr~en 
Uj)po~nte~ only for a y~ar-1 suppose it wa:; appointed ouiy in July la:.,1.- • 
alld It w11l cease to e:x1st in the course of a few weeks, unles:i of com·~e 

The mcmbrrs of the Ta;i-ff Boarrl~Hl!;li-~~Mtill'ir own -Pr<>Hid~;t- from a11~~; 
tbi:Jn8~Jves, and iu tase of oiffrrcun.• of opinion the opinion of tho lll:tjnrity Kit''dl 
J•re\'lUl The llll'Uihcr~ ~hall gd tiuch allowa.uccll for thcml!dVes a.ud tl1~ir 11taff ~~~ 
ma7 ~e determined by the Lc"i~lative Assembly.'' 
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the Board is reappcinted. Probably, it is in the mind of the Government 
to rt-appoint the Board. If it is so, then an explicit statement and ti~e 
indul.iion of it in the Bill it!!elf will only make matter;; mor~ clear ; •·O 
that what is done by executive activn will become part of the Stamte 
i 4.,elf, th11t a Tariff Board will be appointed from tinie to time ; anrl in 
~~~m~;ultation with it the Government will be issuing proposals from timt• 
t•.• time and varying the rates of offsetting duties. Therefore, I trust the 
~lonCJurable !!!ember in charge of the Bill will be disposed to think that 
1 hit i11 not a propc:;al which seeks to affect any very. radical change. It 
is !\ practic·al proposal, the value of which has been admitted. I move 
it. nnd I desire that it should be made part of the Bill for the simple 
rc:ason that it is better to have matte1 j :mt quite clear than to leave th(.'lll 
·:i:(!uely. I make no insinuation against any particular individual. But 
~o.unt-how or other, there is the feeling in the minds of most of us non
officials that, as far as po~>sible, things should not be left entirely to the 
i-'Ood will and charity of the executive. The past history of India 1lOel) 
nol warrant us to expect a great deal of charity from the Executive Govern
nwnt in matters where Indian industrirs are concerned .• If, therefore, 
IHl are to take a les~;on from the past,-1 dare say we do feel that a chan~e 
for the better has been initiated ju!:>t now after a century and a half : 
that a~ everybody knows, after long last, the Government of India have 
now a desire to foster and .develop Indi~n industries ;. and we are thllnk
fnl to them-but if we are to take 11 lesson fr~m· the past, we feel that tl) 
II'HYe the matter entirely to the ~rood will of the executive, to allow them 
to llppoint a Tariff Bo11rd or not to appoint a Tariff Board, and to consult 
or not consult them is perhaps a little precarious.· I therefore' think that 
it :.lJould be marle part of the Dill that there will be a. Standing Tariff 
Board, and that in consultation with it the Governmet:~t will from time 
to time declare what offsetting duties they consider necessary to impose. 

I ' ' • ' • 

Another point that I would like to emphasise in respect of my amcncl
ment is this,-that one Member of the Board should. be. elected by this 
As.~embly. I hope, Sir, although w~ 11re now in a very unsatisfactory 
~tage of constitutional progress, the time will come when this House will 
huve the power of the purse completely in its hands ; but in the meanti.Ine 
"OIIh' slight effort may be made to as~ociate this House in some measure 
\'.it II the initiation of fin11ncial and taxation matters. To have one member 
CJf this Board elected by this llom:e out of the three members will . .sb.ow 
tlJat the GovernmPnt are in earnest to take this Bouse into their confidence · 
and it will establish harmoniou.'J and healthy relations between the Hous~ 
il!Hl the bureaucracy. It iH for that reason that I suggest. that .one 
m'~mber sh~ulrl be a member elected by this House .. There will not be .al!y 
lery drashe chan:;:e, and I hope GoYerrment will accede to my propo~·· 1 
to have a Standing Tariff Board ; upon that Board one of our memher 
would ~e Plected and made to sit. That is. all that is suggested in this 
~nwndment, and . T would llppeal to thr Mc:>mber in charge of this Bill 
ir he cannot sec h1s way to 1wcede to this "mall amendment,-it will not set 
the .Jamna on fire or bring down the heavens, and therefore I trust that 
J,o will see hili way, if possible, to accede to the request and see that it is 
a \'l'ry reasonable and a very moderate amendment. 

~he;e is only one ?ther small matter: · I find e'ven ·the European 
-~~o:nc1ahon of ~ombay, m· a i'eptesel).tatioii 'that they sent, ·seem to he a 
lutle apprehen:s1ve that the whole'ii!atter' is to be eiitire1y leff hi the' harid«! 
of the Executive. They are a little apprehensive 'of leaving the entire 

L79LA . . · · · • ' iJ 
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[Mr .. M. It Acharya.] 
d;~r·rttion with the Ext'entiw. Jt would bt> wrll, tht•tt>rort•, if tht• 
Exreutin tht'mselvt.>s, and in the Bill itself, provide that they will not 
tnkt." anv action without ronsnlting the Tariff Board. I lwtievt•, ~ir. 
!u:ther that thr Ilonst' will 11grt't' that thi!l iii! desirnhle. I 11111 scmy that 
t~P memht·r~ of the 8t•lt•et ('ommittee thon~ht that all these nmentlnwnts 
''" Mnr should be thrown out. 1 Wll!-1 not on the St.>lect Committt•e ; hn•l 
1 h··t•n thP.re 1 sl1onld l1a\'t' prt•:-~...,rd thi!>! point at once. It is wry dt·to:ir· 
;;hit•. I rrprat. it is most nt'I'Ps~o~m·~·. I think, that this Honse must in ~o~omt· 
·w:1y be assoeiatt'd with thP 'fnritf Board. 'fhe whole thing must not lw 
merely a mattt>r of Oovernmt•nt nominations, and that is the ehil.'f rt•nsnn 
for this amendmt'nt. I thert'fort' appt•al to my Honourable frit•ntls ht•rt• 
to ~upport this amen1lment und I shall bt> very ~rlaJ, as I snid, i! Sir 
Chllrles Innes will himst>lf lH'rt>pt this anwnclment. We wish that tht> 
C:ow:'rnment should not rion-co-opt•rate with us. The rharge gt'nt>rally i~ 
that we non-co-operate with them. Tint whPn Governml.'nt <lo not nr~et•pt. 
1't'll:;onable and modt'rate: suggPstionH from our side then Oovernml•nt 
ha,·~ not got• that real changr of heart with rt>speet to national mattr•t''l 
1110 rt>presented by us ; which change of ht>art is ab1-1olutely necrssat·~· if 
Wt' 1•re to progress at all. I thert>fore appeal to the Member in char~r, t.> 
ltcet>pt the very reasonable aml moderate measure that I have sHg-g-estrd. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : Sir, if the GovernmPnt are com
pelletl to non-co-operate with the Honourable 1\iem~t>r in thi~ particular 
matter I hope that I shall succeed in convincing him that wr have g-ood 
r~asons for doing so. The eff.ect of Mr. Acharya's' amendment, if it Wl're 
accepted by the House, would be that the Government of India could 
not put on an offsetting duty without consultation with this 'rariff Boaril. 
:Mr. Acharya makes a special point of that. He mentioned, I think, that 
the Bombay Chamber of Commerce felt rather doubtful about entrusting' 
these wide powers to the Executive Government, and he suggests that thfl 
Bombay Chamber of Commerce might be comforted if Government's power!! 
were limited in the manner sug!rested by him. But I desire..to point out. 
to my Honourable friend, Mr. Acharya, that in giving these complete and 
unrestricted powers to the Executive Government we were definitely 
carrying out the recommendations of the Tariff Board themselvefl. The 
Tariff Board said that, if you are going to give these power!'! to the Hov
ernment at all, you must make the powers complete and not hedged ahont 
with restrictions. Now, the reason for that is that this offsettin:.; duty 
clause is a clause intended partly to meet drops in prices which would 
destrov one of the bases on which the Tariff Board worked. These drop~ 
might· occur very suddenly and you mi~ht have to act in an l"mergency, 
and that i!ll the reason why the Tariff Board suggested that the Govf'rn
ment's powPrs should be complt>tl' and that they should not be comp('llcd 
to consult anybody. Supposin).'! you had this body. Well, yon :vonld 
have to assemble them to).'!ether. They wonld have to make a compll(•ated 
investi~ation into the question whethl.'r an offsetting dnt:v woulcl be 
required, and there mi~ht ht> rlPlay. That is the :firs:t point, an1l that 
explains why we have not made <lrfinite provision in the Bill for consulting 
any outside body at all. But, as I explained in my opening speech. the 
Government do not like these powers at all. They do recogni~>e that they 
are pmrers upon which commercial opinion might reasonably look with 
some suspicion. and OJ•dinArih•, the Honourable Member may take it from 
me that we shall not t>xercbe thost> powers withont reference to the exhtin!l 
Tariff Board. The Honourahlt' )frmber asks why we do not put in thi;.; 
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J•rovision in the Bill. The only reason for that is that the Tariff BoarO., 
all it exi~;tll at prt>sent, baH no 11tatutory existence. It was appointed in 
the firHt inHtance for one year and that appointment has been carried on 
for another year hy a vote of the Assembly last March. I have no doubt 
that the f'Xistenee of the Tariff Board will be continued beyond that. Nov.·, 
I woul•i ask thP llonsf' to cnn~;idf'r thi~. We have got a Tariff Board 
alreadv in existrnce, a Tariff Board which has just completed a very care· 
fnl an'd l'lahorate and impartial investigation into the steel industry and 
which is now engaged in an inve~o;tigation into the claims of other industries 
for prot Pet ion. A case arises whether or not we should impose· an offsetting 
duty. Would it not be reasonable, would it not be right, that we should 
ccm!iult, in deciding whether we should put on the offsetting duty, the exist
ing Tariff Board I I lll8Y point out that it will be ab:solutely essential 
that we should do so. The sort of Board that the Honourable Member 
1mggests would not bf' in a position to give us any m;eful advice. If the 
Honourable Member will look at paragraph 45 of the Tariti Board's' Report, 
be will find that in fixing their basic import prices, they took on weighted 
prices. They took into account not only the price at which British engi· 
n~>ering standard Hteel was coming in but al!io the price at which con
tinental stm>l was coming in. Supposing the price of continental steel 
dropH. Nobody would be in a position to advise us whether that drop 
necessitates the imposition of an offsetting duty except the existing Tariff· 
Board, becauHe it iH only the existing Tariff Board who know exactly ho'\'\· 
they have arrived 11t their wei~rht<>d basic price. I suggest, therefore, that 
the lloiL'Ie will be well advi~:~ed not to accept Mr. Acharya's amendment. 
In fact, I hope that in view of the explanation I have given him, he will 
not him:self press that amendment. After all we have got to remember 
that the people most interested in the way in which we exercise and utilise 
these offsetting duty powers are the commercial community and I am 
quite sure that the commercial community, and indeed the community 
at large, will have more confidence in this independent Board which h~U~ 
already done one IL'ieful piece of work and, which has already made a very 
careful study of the conditions of the steel trade, than in a body appointed 
ad hoc merely for the purpose of this offsetting clause and- composed 
partly of people elected by the Legislature. The experiences of the United 
States of America and of Australia are both against the Honourable Mem· 
ber. In both countries they have refrained from making Tariff Board':; 
political bodies. They have tried to keep them quite independent bodies. 
On the whole, I am perfectly sure that the advantage lies in not accepting 
the Ilonourable :\Iember'!! amendment and in leavin~ the claUJ~e as it 
stands. 

Mr. C. Duraiswa.mi Aiyangar (Madras ceded districts and Chittoor : 
Non-Muhammadan Rural1 : Sir, as I have not had an opporunity of ,.ay· 
ing anything about the merits of the amendment which I had sought to 
place before this Assembly and which has been disallowed on techniMl 
grounds, I wish to say briefly what my point was in bringing forward 
that amendment. · 

Mr. President : The Honourable Member cannot deal now with. lt!l 
ltiJit'ndnwnt that has bt·en ruled out of order. 

Mr. C. Duraiswami Aiyangar : I beg the pardon of the Chair. I 
am now !oipraking in l'iupport of the amendment brought forward by 
Mr. :M. K. Aeharya. . · · . · · · 

Mr. President: That was not what the· Honourable Membe~ ~aid. 
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Mr. 0. Duraiswami Aiya.nga.r : I only submitted that having boon 
disallowed, upon the merits of my amendment which involved the same 
principle as that of .Mr . .M. K. Acbarya's amendment, I took this early 
opportunity of saying why I brought in an amendment for the purpose 
of the appointment of a Taritf Boar1l,. the present nmendmt>nt also being 
for the appointment of a Tariff eoat·ll and the rea!<lons being the same. 
The Honourable Sir Charle:-~ lnnl's ha:o~ referred to paragraph 45 o! the 
l~eport of the Tariti Bonrd and pointl'd out how it will be neces.11ary to 
consult only the present rrariti Bourtl always upon the question of the 
imposition of offsetting dut ics anti t hi' circumstances which, propcl'ly 
arise for levying such duties. But will he also r{'fer to paragraph :.!6 of 
the report in which the Board have stated : 

11 The power which we propose 8houlrl he ronfl:'rrt>d on the enrutivo OovPrnm~nt 
in any leg~slation undertaken to· &rivu t~l't't>~t to our propoeaht may be detlntJd na 
fe~Uowa.'' 

Then they have stated that the Governor G!'neral in Council should bl.l 
eiven that power. · They. prflceed ~o ~o;uy : 

11 It will be seen that the only point to be clett>rmined by inquiry would be th& 
r·ri~cR at which steel was ~tctually f.'ntering Imlia, and these woul<l be compared with 
tb11 nssumed prices taken us the basis of the protective tluties determined by the A"'t 
it~d1 (t1ide paragraphs 45 and 97 below). Arrangement~ would be Mc1:1ssnry nt the 
eu~toms Houses in the prindpal ports to record from the invoiC£'1 the actual priced 
at which protected goods we1·e being imported, and if this werr done it ahoul•l be 
possible to complete the necessary inquiries promptly.'' 

So, according to the Report of the rrar·itf Boartl, and according to their 
opinion, it is not absolutely indispensahte that that Tariff Board which 
recommended this report should 1)('\~ome immortalised and that tht>y 
alone should be consulted in tl!i~ ma!L~r. In fact, the provision that 
has been made in the draft Bill iK nc.t to commit that Board either but 
that the Governor General in Council should make indepenclent inquirJCa 
and on· being satisfied that there is ground for levying offsetting clutio1 
it is competent fo:r the Governot· Oenrral in Council to do so. It was 
only in the Select Committee that this question about the present Tnriit 
Board arose·, but it was hardly the itlt•a of the Honourable Member who 
introduced this Bill that there should he consultation with the preseut 
Tariff Board.. .. .. · 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : l\lay I rise on a point of expla· 
n~ti<;>n, Sir Y I definitely stated in my opening Fipeech that it was our 
intention ordinarily to consult the existing Tariff Board. The only 
reason why we did not put it in the Dill was partly because the Board 
had no statutory existence and partly because the Tariff Board the:n· 
selves had said that our power sl:ould br complete and not hedged in 
with conditions. What the Ilononrahle l\Iember has just said i:o~ ahRo
lutely incorrect. (The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : "Withdraw".) 

Mr. C. Duraiswami Aiyangar : Even after hearing the Honourable 
Sfr Charles Innes I feel th'it I was thoroughly justified in having stated 

. that it was not in the contemplation of this Bill, inasmuch as it haH not 
made any specific provision ; it Wll" competent for me to say that the· 
Honourable the Commerce Member who introduced this Bill dicl not 
make it a specific provision in this Bill thereby goin~ to 8how that what
ever consultation he might have hatl in contemplation it was not to be 
obligatory on anybody in .future. Tht>refore, I say that in the framing 
of this Bill . tha.t was not intPndecl (Jt' contemplated. No\V, Sir, tht 
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Honourable Sir Charles Innes has referred to other countries ss paraHels. 
But it is equally clear to anybody that in the other countries which he 
has quoted as parallels the Executive Government is responsible to the 
Legislature, the Executive Government is responsible to the people. 
In this country the Executive Government is in no way responsible eithc1• 
to thiY Le~islature or to the people at large. In this state of things, 
unless we get Swaraj, unless we get an Executive Government which is 
rt-~ponsible to the people of this country, it is impossible for us, what
ever respect we may have for particular :Members on the qovernment 

, Bench,-it is impo~>sible for us to commit ourselves to a polity of placing 
our fa!th in the executive Government in a matter of so important ll 
nature. The provision that has been made in the Report of the Tariff 
Board and the method that they havE' suggested for finding out the cir
cumstances when offsetting duties shall be levied are very peculiar and 
to my mind to some extent conflicting. They suggest in their :report 
that : 

11 Arrangements would be neeessary at the Customs Houses in the prineipal port• 
lu t'!tord from the invoices the aetual prices at whieh proteeted goods were boin~r 
i:•tportPfl.'' 

And iu their 1·ecommendations and in the Bill as it is placed before us 
it is nd up::m an ad valorem or valuation system that customs duties 
ought to be impo~:ed hereafter, but as specific duties of so much per ton. 
In that state I fail to see how it will be competent for the customs officers 
to find out what the Yalue will be in any invoice which the merchants 
will not be bound to show or will not be able to place before them. So 
long as we are not going to value the articles ad valorem, so long as we 
are going to impose only specific duties as per ton, it is competent for 
the importer and for the merchant who sends and the merchant who 
reeeiYes to Mhow to the customs officer only how many tons he has im
ported and not what valuation it bears. And still it is said that arrange
mE'nts must be made with the customs house to find out from the invoice 
what the \'aluation will be, at what price it is being imported and upon 
that basis the exrcutive Government is going to act. Next, I may also 
point out in this connE'ction that so far as clause 4 of the Bill stands, 
I am personally unable to understand the meaning of the last sentenee 
in that clause : 

•• Whton imported from or mo.nufaetured in any eountry or countries specified iJ! 
lht• notifiration. ' 

1 am unable to understand the meaning as to how these duties are levied 
whE'n the goods are manufactured in any country or countries which are 
specified in the notification. I can very well understand the articles 
being charg-ed when they are imported here, when the price is known or 
when th('y are sold her(', when subsequently the prices are known and 
are brou{lht to the notice of the Government. But taking this aspect 
of the matt('r, that the executive Government will take steps to mak\J 
inquirh•s as to how th('sE' articles are sold here subsequent to their irn· 
portation, whE'n alone, it is possible for them to know the price unner 
thE' existing system, the remedy will come after the mischief has been 
donP. ThE'r('fore, my object in supporting Mr. Acharya 's amendment 
i-. to seP a Tariff Board which is r('spon.r~ible to this Legislature, whose 
duty will be constantly to study this question, receive reports, make 
inquiries and make a recommendation to His Excellency the Governor 
General in Council and His E1cellency in consultation with that body 
may take the necessary steps. In this 'View of the mattt>l' I entirely 
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[Mr. C. Dnraiswami Aiy~tngar.J 
'IUPJ>Ort the ame~dment brought. by .Mr. M. K . .Acharya, however un
satisfactory it is in my ,·iew, seE>ing that my amE>ndmf'nt hao:: ht>E>n lo:~t. 

Mr. Deva.ki Prasad Sinha: I ask you, Sit•, if lmuy movt.' tny next 
amendment at this stage as an amendment to Mr. Acharya '8 amendment 
or separately. It is generally the pruclil!e het·e tlult llllll'tH1m£>nt~ lik!' 
this are moved as amendmt>nts to an amen(lment. 

Mr. President : What is yonr amPndment 'I 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : It is No. 27 on the list. Sir Charlt~s 
Innes also said that this could be mort>d U'4 an nmendment to this amrml
ment. 

Mr. President: We are not .discussing your amendment. WP ar11 
diseussing Mr. Acharya'·s amendment. 

Mr. Devakai Prasad Sinha : 'fben I 11hall move it nf'Xt. 
Mr. President : I will tell you then what the Kituation iR. 

Mr. K. Rama Aiya.nga.r: (Madura and namna!l rum Timwr,.!l." : 
No11-l\Iuhammad.an Rural) : On a point of order. I should likf1 to hn,·e 
your ruling as to whether amendments Nos. 18 and 2:'i may hf' takt•n 11Jl 
now or may be taken up sepnrately. 

Mr. President : What amendment T 

Mr. K. Rama. Aiyangar : Nos. 18 and 25. They bear on the C'on~ti· 
tution of ~he Board and go together. 

Mr. President : We are discussing Mr. Acharya 's amendment. 
Mr. K. Rama. Aiyangar : I am only raising the matter now, 110 that 

it may not be ruled that these are out of order as having been covrrNI Ol' 

practically covered by Mr. Acharya's amendment. 
: . Mr. President: I can not say that now. 

Mr. K. Rama. Aiyangar : I only want to know whether they will be 
ruleq out of order later on. I want to clear up that matter now. 

Mr. President : I will deal with the matter when the time coml's, 
after disposing of 1\Ir. Acharya 's amendment. 

Mr. rn:. A. Jinnah : Sir, I rise to spealt but I do not know whethl'r 
I am speaking in the interest11 of the Tata Co., the steel industry or the 
State policy. I take it that the movrr 11ntl supporters of thlll amendment 
are trying to help the steel inrlustry ancl are trying to 11afegnaru the 
national interests that are involved in the steel industry. If that is to 
be taken as correct, that they are !-iafeguarding the national intf'rrsts 
and thereby indirectly saft>g-nar11ing Tat a\;, ana if I oppose this amenll
ment, I think I shonld be opposin~ my own interest ; and I rise to O(IJiiH•' 

this amendment. I think that Hrn my llononrahlf' frienrl 1\lr. Devaki 
Prasad will not have any objection to that. 

Now, Sir, I oppose thi~o~ amendment because it seems to me. f~t•.il!!, 
meaningless and wry bacl draftsmanship to begin with. You will !:lllC 

tllat if the power that is given to the Governor General in Council i" 
to run as follows, namely, ..... . 

' 1 If the Governor General in Council is satiefierl in ron8ultation with the 'l'a~ill' 
Board, one of the members of which shall be elected by thia A1sembly." 
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. . . . . . 11·hat is the lll!e of that Tariff Board f After all, if the Govern
ml'ut are 11atisfied in consultation with that Board that they should 
Pnbauee the protection afforded by increasing certain duties how are 
you in the leal!t advancing your position, how are you tying down the 
I lo\·erumeut by having an elected ~I ember of this Assembly on that 
Board t What will he be doing there f (A r oice : " What are we 
doing here f ") That is exactly why I say it. I say to the Honourable 
~lembt>rll who have moved and seconded this amendment that they 
cannot gain the object that they have at heart. It is a futile ameuJ. 
ment altogether and therefore I strongly object to it. · 

Mr. Narain Dass (Agra Division : Non-Muhammadan Rural) : Sir, 
I ri11e to support Mr. Acharya's motion. The question before us is to 
(MerminP the be ;t way in which protection can be given to the <:~Leel 
indU!;try, and in doing so we give the executi,·e Government a very 
great pow1•r. But the question in wbat manner it is to le-ry the duties, 
anrl when and to what extent to revise them, is not to be determined P.ntiro
ly by the executive authorities. I can well imagine a case in which hy 
le\·ying duties without consultation of the Legislature the Government 
cofferH might be replenished to any extent. I can imagine a circum
,tance in which even a protectionist, who recognizes the necessity of 
~iYing the greatest possible measure of protection to the steel industry, 
would like to provide 11afeguards against the free taxing tendency of 
the executive. And I cannot imagine how you can leave the Government 
an entirely free band to determine what duties to levy, what protection 
tu J!rant. After all, when we are going to extend protection to an 'indus
try, the question in what way to extend it is legitimately connected with. 
it. Are we going to ll'an the Government entirely to determine the seono 
of the measure of that protection T I think the amendment of Mr. 
Aeharya im·olves the whole of the qu~stion, and in giving ~·our ruling-. 
Sir, whether it is consistent with the spirit of the Bill, the helplcsilne:ss 
of the Legislature should be fully kept in view. It is not that we are going 

5 to adopt the obstructionist policy. It is no! our 
ut. · intention to put an obstacle in the way of the 

proposed measure. But the question is to provide a suitable agency to 
determinf" the measure of protection and the best way of giving that 
protection. Therefore, Sir, I think that the crucial point and the mo:;t 
important point is involved in ~Ir. Acharya's motion, and I support it. 

T~e Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : If the last speaker had l·een 
speakmg on an amendment to oppose this clause or to include in it 
thl.' words" after consultation with or by Resolution of the Assembly" 
I 11hould have understood what he was talking about. But I am afraid 
that in the circumstanel.'s in which he got up in order to support an 
amenrlment move•l b~· llr. Acharya, I could not follow his argument. 
!'he. position is th,at under this clause, as drafted, a very great power 
111 ~1\'en to the Pxecntin• Government. It is the sort of power that any 
LP:,!islature dislikes (!'ivinll to any executive. I do not think that the ques· 
tion of this t>XPcutive 's responsibility to the Legislature is really germane. 
It i~ also the sort of power which, on principle, most executives very 
much dislike having. An executive Government normally does not 
like having power to decide for itself without consultation with the 
Legislature whether or not to impose a certain amount of taxation. It 
11tands to bf> shot at any way and it prefers, where it can, to get the 
11upport of its Lellislature before imposing new taxation. But we are 
in a difficulty. The Tariff Board haYe recommended certain, !!pecific 
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duties and certain bounties as being the minimum that are neM!l~tU·y 
during the transition period, betwt>en now nnd some time at least thren 
years ahead during which the steel industry is to be fullv rstablished 
in this country. That is the minimum protection necessat:y. But that 
is on the assumption that certain calculationt!l which they entered intn 
are moderately correct. Now, there are two main variables in their 
figures. "One is the question of the pri<'e at which a steel compau~· in 
India can manufacture and sell steel. That they have aftt>r very cal'e· 
ful examination put at a figure of 180. But that, again, is not fol' all 
classes of steel. So that within that figure there are 1\ r,reat many 
further variables. But taking that figure ti!ey assume that, fts a start, 
it will cost 180 per ton for steel to be prod~:~·.(\ and sold. Bnt, t ' .. : ~ fi~ut'e 
will gradually come down or will vary. 'fhat iii one of the variables. 
The other variable i:; the price nt which steel of the type that will com
pete with Indian steel can be imported into India. There, again, al
though it is one variable, thert! are many individual Yuriabl('~ w!thiu 
ihat big variable. There may be many cla~ses of steel and it may be 
eoming in from different countri~s at different prices and in different. 
qualities. If the protection which we are giving by this Bill is to .':>e 
adequate, there must be ~orne provision which enables the Govermr•etJt 
to ensure the adequacy of that protection by imposing an additiPnul 
duty on occasions when the steel is coming in from elsewht•re nt n fi.~lll'l! 
eonsiderably lower than that assumrd by the 'fariff Board. Now, what 
eort of variations can occur in the co~t of imported ~Steel is shown by 
the history of the last sL"( months. Take the price of the franc. It i~ 
the Belgian franc rather than the French franc which is important, but the 
two vary in proportion and I have the figures of the French franc rathtr 
than the Belgian franc in my head just at the present moment. The 
sterling value of the French franc rose as high as 120 and ha~ fallen 
as low as 63 within .the last three months. Obviously at the moment. 
when the franc is standing at 120, other prices not haYing adjusted 
themselves in France or in Belgium, it iii possible for Belgian manu· 
facturers o! steel to produce steel at a.very small cost in terms of rupees 
or in terms of sterling. That steel could come here at a price for the 
time not much more than half that at which the Tata Iron and Steel 
Company in this country could produce steel. Then the franc fell to 
nearly 60. The price at which steel could be imported from Belgium 
was nearly double, and so far from under-cutting steel produced in 

. this country, the Belgian manufacturers found themselves in such diffi
culties that they were unable for a time to QUote any price for stei:'l at 
all. Those are the sort of difficulties that have got to be dealt with. 
·If you do not have a clause of this sort, you leave protection durin!! a 
considerable period possibly quite useless to the people you are trying 
to protect. You must therefore have some clause giving the Go~·ern
ment power to act quickly in order to pass orders imposing an off. 

· setting duty. Mr. Duraiswami Aiyan~ar said that he f!Upported the 
amendment because he was afraid that the remedy might come utter 
the damaae had been done. I submit to him that the amendment which 
he is supporting is much more· likely to have that ef!ect ?ecause it ,in
volves inquiry by a new Tariff Board not at present m extstence wh1eh 
has not got the experience and prestige of a ~·ear's working, an inqmry 
which would certainly take time and which may .surely be well caleu
lated to have the very effect he fears of bringing the remedy in after the 
· .table door has abut .. 
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The Government, as I said at the beginning, do not themselves fei!l 
particularly desirous to have this power, but if it is to be given to them, 
it must be tlh·en to them in circumstances in which they can use 1t 

· effectively. They mu~;t be able to act very quickly, possibly within a 
few day!l of rt>ceiring particular information. They will of course, 
wherewr they po~siLiy can for their own self-protection, get a report 
from the Tariff Board, whit·h they will be able to quote as justification 
fur their act. in imposing taxation ; but they must be in a position, if 
nei'l':-.sary, to act quickly. That is one reason why we oppose this amend
ment, because this amendm~nt puts a ~>tatutory obligation on the Govern
ment to act in a way which may not be quick enough. 

There is another reason which I think I may put to this House. The 
proposal is that the new Tariff Board should be superimposed upon tne 
existing Taritf Board. The existin~ Tariff Board, though not a statu
tory one, yet i!-1 a Boar<l which has done what t'verybody recognises to 
be an t'xt•rmel~· ,·aluable piece of work in a ver1 valuable way. Its 
composition is one offil'ial ·an<l two non-officials, one of who~ was a 
Memb<'r of this Assembly and one was a :\lembcr of the Cmmcil of State. 
Neither of them was a re~ular 1-1upporter of Government. So that. in 
t'l>"ruce Yf•ll hare a Tat·iff Board not at all unlike the one proposed by 
this amendment. You hare a Turiff Board which has done for you a 
good piere of work. Its composition was in accordance with the decision 
of the As:.embly. That being- so, would it not be a little bit unkind to 
the members of the t>xisting Tariff Board to pass an amendment of this 
l-Ort, whirh to some extent would look like a slap in the face ! It is pos· 
Rible to have a claust> which re!jltirt>s that the Government should eorue 
to the A<~seruhly in advance and obtain the authority of the Assembly 
before imposing offsetting duties. The Government would be extremely 
~lad if tl&e~· could hare had some such clause, but they recognise, and 
the Tariff Board rtcognises, that 1mch a clause would make this pro
vision largely ineffective. It bein~ impossible therefore for the Govern
ment to come for the approral of the Assembly before tnking action, 
we submit that the clause, as it stands, proYides the best means of securing 
that t>t1't•cti\'e pt·otection which is the object of this Bill. 

Mr. K. Venkataramana Reddi (Guntur cum Nellore : Non-Muham
mauan Rural) : Sir, I rise to oppose the amendment. I will state that 
I am in full sympathy with the principle that the executive should congult 
thi~ Le!.!islature in financial matters and that the executive· should be 
l'{~;pon.,ihle to "this Legislature in every matter, but in addition to the 
rt>asonll f\'h·en by the Honourable the Commerce Member, I will put an
othPr hypothPtical one before this Rouse. Supposing a Member is el!\ct:,~d 
hy thi11 A!!."!'mbly to the Tariff Board at the beginning of the session, and 
snppo~inA' that the Board has been . entrusted with tht' investigation 
whdh,..r protection 11honld be granted or not to an important indust~· 
wldrh is in ur~Pnt nt.>ed of prott'ction, and supposing that Member is un
!it>atrrl by an t>lection petition; tht>n two contingencies will happen, Pith"r 
a new Si's.,ion ,.;hould be called to fill up the vacancy or the industry would 
1!'1' tt, pi!'('('!!, ht'cause the Board cannot go on with only two member::;. 
But havinl! re::ard to the present financial conditions of our country, 
frequrnt sf'i\~ions of thl' Lt>gislature cannot be held at a hew)· cost and 
I 1ln r..t think it is advisable that the industry should be allowed to !t'O to 
pil'ceo;. In Pitht'r case it m not desirable to bring about this state of affair.; 
by ar:oer t ing this amendment, so I oppose it. 

L79LA ll 
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Mr. President : Before putting thi~ amendment to the vote, [ will 
tell Honourable, Members what the prOl'Nlnre will be with reft•rt•He ~ 
to what fell from Mr. Hama .Aiyangar. The motion will be put in thi-> 
form: 

11 That the words proposed to be lt•ft out do stantl}mrt ot the claus<'.'' 

If that is carried, that i:-~, the words whieh are proposed to be lrft 
out, remain part of the Dill. then Mr. Acharyn '!! amendment will fall. 
Also, in consequence, Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha's amendment No. 27 
will also fall. If, on the contrar)~, the Ilou'se rt•i·wlves that the wordll 
proposed to be left out do not stand part of the clause, then I will 
next put to the House that the word:-~ propose(l to be sub~tituted by 
.Mr. Acharya be substituted in their place. If that is accepted by the 
House, then again Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha's amendment will fall. 
If the House does not agree to· substitute the words proposed by 
lfr. Acharya, then Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha's amendment proposing 
to substitute some other words can be moved. The amendment of 
Mr. Rama Aiyangar will not be· touched by this because it propose!i 
to add certain words at the beginning of the clanse. That will be talwn 
in due course .. The question is : 

11 That the words proposed to be left out by Mr. Acharya 's amendment do stan•1 
part of the clause. " 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : The- motion before the House is for 
substitution, and may I submit that it is usual for the amenrlment to be 
put to the House first. 

Mr. President : This is the recognised form in which the thing is 
done in the Houses of Parliament, and it is fair to all to do it in that 
manner. The question to be put is : 

" That the words proposed to be left out by Mr. Aeharya'• amendment do 8tan 1 
part of the clause." · 

. The amendment wants that for the words " after such ir1quiry M he 
thinks necessary," the words 11 in consultation with a Standing Tariff 
Board, etc.," be substituted. Therefore it involves first the leaving 
out of the words 11 after such inquiry as he thinks necessary." 

Mr. 0. Duraiswami Aiyangar : May I rise to a point of order. 
Ac'cording. to the ruling of the Chair, supposing we omit these worrls 
and do not add anything, the effect will be to pass this amemlment with 
these words omitted and nq others added, and a difficulty will arise. 

Mr. President : No difficulty will arise. If the House is so unreason
able as to achieve th~t result, the whole clause will go. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : But the arguments in favour of the 
amendment will not be heard. 

Mr. President : It is very simple, if the Honourable Member will 
follow it. Su,pposing the House resolves that these words be left out, 
that will serve the Honourable 'Member's purpose. Then when it is 
put to the House that the words proposed by Mr. Acharya be substitute<l, 
Honourable Members who do not want those words to be substituted, 
but some other words substituted, may vote against it. If the IIou~o~e 
then resolves that the words Mr. Acharya wishes to be substitutrd 
should not be substituted, then it will be open to Mr. Devaki Prasad 
Sinha to propose that some other words be substituted. , 
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Dr. H. S. Gour: :May I suggest some simpler form ..... . 
Mr. President : There is nothing simpler. The form that I have 

stated is the proper form and I am going to follow that form. 

Dr. H. S. Gour: If you ..... 
Mr. President : Order, order. The question is : 

" That the words 1 after such inquiry as he thinks necessary, 1 proposed io L• 
!t>1t f•Ut b7 Mr. Acharya, do stand part of the clause.'' 

The motion was adopted. 
Mr. President : So the words " after such inquiry as he thinks 

nece!isary " will stand part of the clause. Therefore Mr. Acharya's 
propo11al to substitute other words for these words goes out, and so 
doNI Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha's amendment. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Am I now entitled to move _my amend
ment f 

Mr. President : The llonourable Member cannot move his amend
ment because the House has resolved that the words he wanted to leave 
out in order to substitute some other words hi. their stead do stand part 
of the clause. If they do stand part of the clause, the Honourable 
:Mt>mber cannot liiUbstitute them by something else. 

Tht·n eome llr. Rama Aiyangar's amendments Nos. 25 and 28 which 
are io the form of additions to the clause. 

l\1r, K. Rama Aiyangar· : Sir, because you did not take clause 1, 
it becomes necessary for me to refer to mY' amendment No. 18. I pro
pose there that the following be added to clause 1 : 

• • It "hall Lt1 lawful for the Governor General in Council to constitute at the 
h··~:innin::t of enrh year, or once in a number of years, a Tariff Board consisting of one 
fof!i•·inl lliL•mher and t11·o non·official members of the Indian Legislature. The Board 
ahaU be kept informed of the condition of the steel trade.'' 

In consequence of that I also wish to move here in clause 2 of the Bill 
that in the proposed sub-clause (4) the words "on the report of the 
Taritl' Board or " be inserted at the beginning of the said sub-clause'; 
and later on in the same sub-clause that the word " otherwise " be 
ir..;t·rted after the word " satisfied." In view of the constitution I 
rt·fl'r to in my amendment No. 18, llonourable :Members will now find 
that all the objections that were raised to the last amendment by the 
Honourable Sir Charles Innes and the Honourable Sir Basil Blackett 
will not stand when this amendment is accepted. I give full power .... , 

Mr. President : Before this amendment proceeds further I may draw 
the Honourable Member's attention to this, that his amendment, as he 
has wordl'd it, is rather clumsy and may be set right by a little verbal 
altt>ration. As he has put it the sub-clause would run like this : 

•' On the rt>port of th(.' Tariff Board if the Gov~rnor Gi'neral in Council is sati~fied 
&otln•rwise, after such inquiry BR he thiuks necl'ssary, etc." 

Tltat is clumsy. ThHt>!nre if I may so suggest it should run : 
•' If the Goremor GenNa I in <'oum·il is satisfied on the report of the Tariff Board 

11t r.~bt•rwisc.'' · 
Mr. K. Rama. Aiyanga.r : Thank you, Sir. As I said, my· amend

m•·nt when taken with amendment No. HI that I have referred to will 
!Wlti:.fy all the conuitions that have been put forward by the Honourable 
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Members on bt>half of Go,·ernml•nt in ronnedion with the last amend
ment. I do not want to interfere with the powt'l' that tht' GoHrnor 
General in Council should have in tliis matter. I leaVl' them pcrft•etly 
free to take action on the information tlwy have rt·ccivcd. I only 
want that there should be a recognised TaritY Board, und 1 leave the 
constitution of it to the Government themselve!-1. Not only so, I want 
the Tariff Board to be constituted, as it has now been constitute(l. I 
want that there should be one official and two non-otlicials on it. Thnt 
is the way they have constituted the present 'l'ariff Board. Dut whut 
I want is that Members of the Indian Legislature shoultl be put on tht> 
Tariff Board. 1 I dare say that some .Members of the Board may bl.' 
treated as past Members, but of course if necessary past and preMent 
.Members of the Legislature may be on the Tariff Board. 

Mr. ·President : We have kept back clause 1. The Honourable 
.Member's amendment No. 18 is an amendment to that clause. Thr..t i:, 
why we have not taken it now. llut the present amendment that il'l 
being· moved really hangs on that substantive provision in No. 18. There
fore, I think it will be more convenient if amendment No. 18 i:; movetl 
first, not as part of clau:o.~e 1, but aH an additional clause after clause 1. 
The Honourable Member will now move that after clause 1 11 new dau.;e 
!1e added as specified in No. 18. 

Mr. K. Rama. Aiyangar: Sir, I now move No. 18 in the form that 
has been suggested by the Honourable the President. 

Mr. President : That the following clause be a<lded after clause 1. 

Mr. K. Rama. Aiyangar : As I said, Sir, this will give them full 
power to continue the present Tariff Board, or, if circumstances RO 

require, to modify the con~titution of that Board. But I beg to place 
before the Government the view that, jf you put it in the Bill itst>lf 
in the form that I suggest, it will be a considerablt~ hdp to Government. 
It will not take any extraordinary• power which iH ~ought to be given 
to it. The Board that was constituted has reported unanimously, the 
Government themselves have agreed to impose protective dutie!-1, ancl 
they are supported by the 'fariff Board's recommenrlations also. 
Similarly, if the Tariff Doard is also allowell tn be cnnsnlte1l-and it 
is conceded on behalf of the Government that they will be eonsulted
then it should be embodied in the nm. If there is a Pl'Ovision in the 
Bill it will give a right to the Tariff Board, anJ in emergt-nt cases it 
will give them an opportunity to make representations to the Govern
ment so that Government will be left absolutely in a safe po~-;ition with
out being attacked even from outside. Th(•re will be a Taritl: Boartl 
with a majority of non-official mPmber:-~ w~o will have made the rrcom· 
mendations to the Government if thert wa~; any neces~ty for such re· 
commendation:; being made after action is taken in emergent rases by 
the Government. Where there is no emerg-ent case, or where thr 
Government themselves have not g-ot the time to get the inf0rmation. 
+he Tariff Board may make the recommendation, antl it shoulfl be cast 
t1pon them as a duty to make the recommentlation. 'fhe whole effect 
will be, the representations to be made on behalf of the public will be 
made by that body, and they may take action indepen(lently of Govern· 
ment when necessary. The Government will be supported by the Tarili 
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Board, if they do not object to it or do not make representations on 
h1~half of those actions taken and the etfect will be a complete system 
which will be quite satisfactory both to the Gov.ernment and to the 
public. And I submit that it will he a better safeguard to the Govern
ment themselves and it wilt be ahs,Jlutely satisfactory. I therefore 
su~gest that the amendment that I have put for~ard Hhould be accepted. 
As I have mentioned I purposely intt·nded to cover the neces~ity to 
continue the present Tariff Board, if i1 was considered necessary. · 

Mr. President : That will not he the case, because you want two 
non-official Members of the Indian Legislature. · 

Mr. K. Jama Aiyangar : I m£•an the past and ~!re~;ent.. 'fhe 
ob,:,!ct with which I worded it KO w.1s that ther need not be taken away 
for the period for which we are now introducing the Bill. I submit it 
will be· very good for the, Government under the circumstances to 
accept it, if neceHRary in any modifi1~d form that they will be plea!led to 
give it. 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao : Sir, I regret that I cannot 
tiupport my friend in regard to the composition of the Tariff Board. 
Honourable .Members are aware that the present Tariff Board consist!:! 
of three Members and they are paid officials. of the GovernmE:nt at 
present. My Honourable friend proposes that two non-officials in the 
1u•nse that they do not receive any salary are to be appointed to this 
Board. I regret, Sir, that the work of this Board will be seriously 
handicapped. You will see that the Tariff Board were engaged on 
work in connection with the steel inrlustry for nine months and they 
have produced an admirable report and had to collect evider.ce in 
variowo~ places and the evidence has been printed in three volumes. 
And now again there are a number of questions in regard to paper, 
eemrnt am~ various other industries which will mean continuous work 
by this Board, and, if my Honourable friend sugge'>ts that two non
officials without any pay should be engaged in the work of inYestigation 
of the various industrit•s from day to day and throughout the year, I 
think that thi!! proposal is impracticable. On this one ground I recom
mt•nrl that this proposal should not be put into this Bill. 

Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya : Hir, I rise to support the amend
ment of Mr. Rama Aiyangar. May I invite the attention of the Honour
able :Memht•r in charge of the Bill to some provisions of the Safeguard
ing of Indu~o~tries Act, of 1921 f There they appointed a committee to 
a1lvise the Board of Trade .on the question as to whether any help 
was to be given to any particular industry. The object of the .Act, 
11M .Member~ l\( this Ilnuse will probably know, was the prevention of 
dumping and the supporting of the indigenous industries against foreign 
competition. In ~;ection 7 of that Act it is provided that : 

" ( 1) A comm~ttt>e for the purposes of this Aet Ahall consist of five pcrnrms 
IK'lr'l'!ed by the Pl'l'wlen~ of the Board from a permanent panel of persons appointee! 
by htm 'll'ho shall be matnly pE-rsons of commercial or industrial experience. 

(2) Any p~l'llonA whose int~rrsts may be materially aft'eeted by any aetion whi<-.!J 
mny be tnkPn on the report of a tomruittee shall not be eligible for selection :1s a 
L1l'mhrr ot the committee.'' 

I think Mr. Rama Aiyangar's proposal is a good one that there should 
~P. .a Tariff' Board appointeil at the commencement of the year. And 
1f mstl'ad of 3, you ha\'e a p<>r<;ons coming out of a permanent panel 
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of persons mainly of commercial or industrial experit'nce, they will 
report 'to the Government, theY' will advise the Oovt>rnment of India, 
who will take the place of the Board of Trade bt>re, as to whether any 
enhancement Gf the duty is desirable. I will draw attention to anothe1· 
important provision of 'the same Act. It proceeds to Hay : 

"If the eommittee ·report tbnt aa respect. gooda of any elnsa or dt'eeription 
111:\llUfaetured in any eountry the tonditiona apeeifted in aub-eel'tion (1) are fullilleol 
tile noard ma7, after taking into eonaideratiou the lt'port, if any, nlatle under aub· 
111ection (2) b7 order appl7 this Part of thia Aet to goo• Ia of that elnsa. or de&~.·rivtion 
if n1anufaetured in that eountry : 

Provided that : 
(o) no order shall be made undet thia section applying this Part of this A~t 

to goods of any elass or description unless the committe!' to whom tt.r 
matter hu been referred under thi11 1eetion have reported thnt in thm 
opinion production in tho industry manufacturing 11milur gooda in tht! 
United Kingdom is being earried on with reasonable t>tli1•iency allCl 
economy;'' 

It is further laid down there that : 
" ( 4) If at the thM when it is proposed to make any aucb ordera the Commnn1l 

House of Parliament is sitting or is aeparated by eucban adjournment or prorogation 
1\11 will expire within one month, the drafta of the proposed ordtJr& ahnll be lni•l 
before that House and the orders shan not be made unlrs11 and until a resolution b 
pnssed by that House approving of the drafb either without modification or eub:it•rt 
to &nfh modifications as may be specified in the resolution, and upon aueh approval 
leing given the o~ders may be made in the form in which the drafts have been ap1Hovrd . 

. In any other ease an order may be made forthwith, but all ordera eo made •hall 
t·c ln.id before the Commons House of Parliament ae soon Ill may be after its Mxt 
ntel}ting, and shall not continue in for.ee for more than one n10nth after &lll'h meetin~ 
tnlees a resolution is passed by tbat :Jiouse declaring that the orderiJ ahall eontin·Je 
in force, either without modification or subject to aueh nwdificationa ne may be 
speciiied in the resolution ; and, if any modifications are eo made all. respects nny 
order, the order shall thenceforth have effect subject to au~h modification, but whhol.t 
prejudice to the validity of anything previously done thereunder." 

I think, Sir, similar cautious provisions might well be considered by the 
:Member in charge and this amendment of Mr. Rama Aiyangar might 
be accepted as a. fair basis of an arrangement which will guarantee 
that the matter will be considered duly by a properly constituted Com· 
mittee and that it is upon the advice of such a Committee that the 
Government of India will take action and also that any orders passed 
will be brought before the Assembly at the earliest opportunity. 

· The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : Sir, if any criticism is needed 
on the Honourable Pandit 's speech it is that his suggestions have 
practically no reference to the amendment moved by Mr. K. Itama 
Aiyangar. lfr. K. Rama Aiyangar's amendment also· was obviously 
made under a misconception. lie thought that if this amendment wert! 
accepted by the Government and the House, it would be possible for 
us immediately to convert our existing Tariff Boarrl into the lltatutory 
Board be contemplates. But that is not so. The amendment Hays that 
the statutory Board must consist of an official Member and two non
official :Members of the Indian Legislature. It is perfectly true th.at two 
of the members of the existing Tariff Board were ori~inally• Members 
of the Indian Legislature. But they are not so now anu therefore it 
is quite impossible for us to convert our exil!lting Tariff Board into the 
new Board suggested by Mr. Rama Aiyangar. Therefore, we should 
have two Boards, one the existing Board and the other the statutory 
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Jloard which-for Mr. Rama Aiyangar's present· amendment must b\l 
~akcn with hia two other amendments Nos. 25 and 28-would be of no 
!use otherwise and whose duties will be confined to working this oft'
"etting duty clause. Moreover, we should even in that case not be 
compelled to consult the Tariff Board suggested by Mr. Rama Aiyangar, 
for he expressly says that we should put on offsetting duties if satisfied 
on the report of this Tariff Board u or otherwise." Well, having had 
experience of the working of the existing Tariff Board I think the Hous\l 
way take it from me that we should always make use of the 11 other
ll'ise " procedure. We should JJave one Board which is reaUy a com
pt>tent Board, and another Boat·d that will not be of mucb nse for our 
purposes. I think that I have shown that :Mr. Rama Aiyangar's pro
posal>~ would not carry us any further. I suggest that he should drop 
the amendment. 

Mr. M. E. Acharya : I believe the real iuea that is now in the 
minds of most of us is that there must be some statutory Board provided 
of some kind or other. There is no idea in our minds that the present 
Tariff Doard should be replaced or that there should be another Tariff 
Board working on the same lines and for the same purpose. Surely 
it could not be beyond the ingenuity of the Government to devise some 
meana of putting the present Tariff Board on a statutory basis. That 
is all we are chiefly• concerned with. It is easy at any rate to have 
1ome statutory provision made for the Tariff Board to be appointed 
from year to year or for a period of yearil. Already. an example has 
been set of having one official, and of course, I myself am ready to 
admit from what [ have heard that the present Report of the Tariff 
Board ill due greatly to the talent and assiduity of the official member. 
Hut, instend of leaving it entirely to official discretion, I wish that it 
were possible for Government to make this Tariff Board a statutory 
bodY' and I dl'sire that some provision should be made for it in the Act 
itself. 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao : May I put to the Honour
able Sir Charles Innes whether he is prepared to put the present Tariff 
Board on a statutory footing. If he is, I :-Jhould think· the amendment 
might be modified so as to bring it into conformity with his wishes. 
Instead of having a Tariff Board as suggested by my Honourable friend 
and a Tariff Board appointed by the Governor General in Council, with 
a slight amendment, the amendment of Mr. Rama .Aiyangar can be 
brought into shape. I suppose in that case it will run thu& : 

·• It shall be lawful for the Governor General in Council to eonstituto at the 
bl·~innin~t of rarh year, or onee in a number of years, n Tarift' Board eonsistin~ of 
tlm'l! mt~mbere." . 

As regards their qualifications, their salaries, and other questions it will 
Cl'rtainly be in the hands of the Governor General in Council. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : I think the Honourable :Member 
D!tked me whethl'r I was prepared to convert the Tariff Board into a 
statutory body, whether it was our intention to convert the Tarilt 
Board into a permanl'nt statutory bodY'. The matter was discussed in 
ronnt>ction with the Resolution on fiscal policy in February last year 
and it"was dl'finitely decided by the Homil that the Tariff Board should 
be appointed at first on a temporary basis in order that we might see 
how many applications for protection were forthcoming and whether 
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there was any neee:;~iiy for m<:;;:;n~~· it a twrmmwut body. 'rhe 'l'aritr 
Board only· exists so long a:; indu:-;trie:~ apply for protection. As fat· 
as I ean see, the Board will go on this year and next year, bnt I can
not say for certain that it will be a permanent bo(ly. 'fhat bei11g' so, 
1 do n;>t think I can commit Govemnwnt to makillg it permanent by eon
\'(~rting it into a statutory body. 

Mr. President : 'l'he anu•wlment :-;ay~ : 
" It shall bP lawful fol' tlH· Uon:mol' Geneml in l'ounril to c·cm~titute at. tb(· 

~~c·ginniug of eath year, or onee in n nuinber of years, .t 'Iariff Board consisting o[ 
three members,'' ...... . 
Jt leaves it to Government. 

Diwa_n Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao : lt may 'be for any perio(l : 
it need noi be permanent. 

!'t1.r. President : It merely empowers Government, ir they choose, 
to ('Onstitnte a Boal'd, not otherwist>. The amendment willnm tim:-; : 

'' It ~hall bt> lnwfnl for tilt• Gowmor Ot•nl'ral in (~ounc:il to eonstitut~ ur the 
I <>gimJiug of earl! }l':tr, or out·(' in a nmuher of year~. a Tariff Board (•.onsic:ti,tg of 
thn•P lliPlll!JI'I'S. '' 

Mr. C. Duraiswami Aiyangar : May I say a few wol'(h; with 
rcferenc(~ to th1· suggP:-Jtion m;ule hy Diwan Bahadnr IVI. lhunachandra 
Hao 'I 

rrhe Honourable Sir Charles Innes : May I know the suggested 
amerHlment ! 

1\IIr. President : It will b(• like this : 
11 1t shall he lawful Jor tlw Gowmor General in ('onnt•il tn l'OllHtitutP at the 

l.:gilluing of eaelt year, or onc·e iu a number uf yearR, a Tariff Bonrd conRisting of 
thi·c·1 members.'' 

That is all. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : I have no objection if it merely 
enabl(~S and does not tie us to any particular proposal. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : Is it. over unlawful for Gover11ment to appoint 
a Board 1 

Mr. President : It is ahvays lawful without Naying it in the Act. 

Mr. C. Duraiswami Aiyangar : With reference h that, since thJ 
Government are willing to accept it, I wiflh to say a fpw words. There 
was an objection that the wonl '' ~:hall '' shall not he COJJYertcd into 
" may " at this stage so far as my anwn<lmPnt was concerned. But 
we are now at a stage when an amendment entirely different in spirit. 
in letter and in effect can be permitted. 'rhis is an amendment which 
converts the entire amendment which was put on the agenda which 
~uggrstcd two non-official members. Thnt is taken awav now. We 
have got three offi0ial members to he app0intNl by the 'Government 
at their pleasure ; and when the Gowrnnwnt under the pn·st>nt. Bill 
are undertaking to make this inq11iry without arl(litional cost why 
shoulrl there hr thrt'C more officials for carrying on the samr inquiry' ? 
If there was any object at all in proposing a Tariff Board. it '~as the 
object which myself nnd 1\h. Arharya hacl. namely. that therP should 
he a body which is independe11t of the Gov<!rnment which will be re
sponsible to the Legislature and in which we may have a thorough con-
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f!dt>nce thl'tt it will takt' thr intPrN;ts of the rommnnity into con~idera
tion. I tht>reforP oppose this fllllE'nrlmrnt on thP llrOl~mls. firstly, that 
WP ha(l no uoticr1, seeonctly, it is oni or orclPr, thi1·rlly, it is objectionable 
and. fourthly, it i:-: not in the interests of thr country. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : I 1>h.iect to the amPmhn<'nt very strongl~· 
IH•c<msr. it seems to me that we give something to tlw Gon~rnmrnt and goe1 
nothirg in return for it. Wr g-ive them full pmrPr to appoint a 'rariff 
Bmll'd in such manner as they may think proper. What will he thr dut.'· 
of that Boarcl and what will he thr> procedure anrl what will lw the eon
seqnencf' of thri1· decisions Y \V e g-iVf' the Government full power) a 
hlank eheqne and say : " You shall appoint a Tariff Board whenever yon 
shall think it lawfnl." Rnrr:>]:y that is not an amendment whieh 're want 
to prPss. I can quite under~tand the Honourablr 1\l!•mbrr saying what 
the Tariff Board is to lw. lww it shall he constitutP<l. that it shall eonsist 
of the following members who will Hatisfy thr qnalifie.a1 ions ClJ' the standarcl 
that the Btatntr lavs down. that thr following- shall lH' th,·i1· rl11tiPs, that 
thr following shall iw thrir proeednre. ~llrPl? 1 his is Hll ahsolutPly nsPif':--s 
~ort of amendmrnt. whieh serYes no pmpos••. On the eontrary, you 
hand oYer the whole thing to <iovernnwnt ancl sa~· '' You shall appoint tlw 
Tariff Board ". 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : I do ask tlw Honse noi to spend 
too mm·h timt> hut to get to work and consider c;mnf'thing- st>riotLs. Wr 
Ill'<' at present. as far a~; I can S<'<'. trying to framE' np a steel fram<• that 
i~ nof of any YaltH' to anybody. The Goy(•rnment hnw alrra(ly tlw power 
1o f''i!ahlish a Tariff Board and it has Pstablished OJW. 'l'bis amendment 
tnl;e . .; nf.\ no further. It attrmpts to create a Tariff Board wl1i1·h might hr 
a statntor~· institution, but, as lVfr. ,Jinnah points out, it <1oes not define 
the rlHtieN of the 11ariff Board or really a<lcl anything to the position as it 
stands at prrsent. On the otlll•r han<L it <loc•s prejndi<'e thr dPcision af.\ 
to whether Wt' do want in the fntnre a p<mnanent Tariff Board and what 
its eom:titution should be. l\Iv Tiononrahh• frit~nd thP l\Irmlwr for Com
merer ha::; stated that the Go\:Prnment arP JWrfP<•.tly prE'parecl to <'onsider 
the qnestion of having a permanent statutory Board in placE' of the prP
sent Board which is experimental and I sn)!p:<•st that we <~an tah' thilt 
que'•tion up quite separately and that IYhat wr arE' discussing now does 
11ot seriouRly takE' ns forward in the discussion df thr Bill now beforr 
us. 

Mr. K. Rama Aiyangar : I think we are lwre in this Assembly to 
earry ont the objects whieh \YP haw• in Yirw. WP are not herP to oppose 
each orher. Simply hecans<l one amendment is lost an<1 anothrt is more 
suital1lc~ ..... 

Mr. President : Will the Honourablr• Mt•mlwr trll Uioi whether he i:, 
pres:-:ing his amendnwnt or not ? He cannot makP a sN~mH1 speech. 

Mr. K. Rama Aiyangar : I han no ohjretion to ;\lr. ,Jinnah or any. 
body eltie putting in the necessar~' language. The ohjed is ' ) eontinne 
the Tariff Board during the period of this Bill ..... 

Mr. President : The Honourable 1\frmber has already made one 
~peech. He cannot make ano1her. Does the Honourable Member want 
me to put the original amendment or tlw amended amendnwnt ! 

Mr. K. Rama Aiyangar : Thr orig-inal amendment. 
L7!lLA N 
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Mr. President : The question illl : 
11 Tha\ the t~Uowing be achlt>d to eluUHtl 1.: 

• It shall be lawful tor the Governor Ot•nt>ral Ia Counril to ron"titutt~1 at tht• 
bt>ginoing of tne.b ;rt•ln, or onre in 11 nnmber of yt~are1 a Tariff .Dour~\ eon"1eting or 
t'lltl llffi\•ial membfr anrl two non·ollil.'inl ruelllbtr" of the Jatlinn Lril•h•hnr. The ~:wl 
1t.AU be kt'pt informt'd of thr eondition of thu stool tr111le '." 

The motion was negatived .. 
Mr. President : This disposes of amendments Nos. 25• and 28t which 

are consequential. Tht>n we come to 1\Ir. Patt>l 's amenument No. !W.: 
This jro~ ont of orJer. Th(ln there is Mr. Amar Nath Dutt's amendment 
No. 30§. 1 should like to hl'ar 1\Ir. Dutt as to why his amendment should 
not be ruled out of order. · 

· Mr. Ama.r Nath Dutt : My reason for introducing these words 11 with 
the approval of the Indian Legislative Assembly " in the proposed sub
stetion (4) of clause 2 (1), i.::1 this.· ·Bl'cause I find that the proposed 

-sub-section gives very wide pow~rs to the Governor General in Council 
to tax the people of India. In fact, Sir, in the present Schedule, Part VII, 
ilS it is in the Bill, the amount that is to be levied upon iron ·and steel 
good!'! is too high, and by tbis sub-section the Governor General in 
Council wants to reserve powers over and above that, and whtnenr it 
seems necessary to them they will be able to levy further duties. I wanl 
to limit the powers of the Governor General in Council so that they may 
have to seek the approval of the elected representatives of the people, 
l1efore the people are further taxed. Now, Sir, the taxable capacity ot 
the people may 'be unlimited in the eyes of the bureaucracy, but we,.who 
know the people, and especiall;y the poor people who are to be taxed by 
this measure ...•• ~ 

. Mr.· }Sresident : I ~m now only asking the Honourable Membtr to 
. tell me if he. has anything to submit why the amendment i!i1 in order. 
· "' Mr. Amar Nath Dutt: It is hi order in this way, Sir, inasmuch IIH 

I submit that the representatives of the people should be consulted before 
any steps are taken. Is the Governor General in Cottncil above the wishes 
e\·cu of the representatives of the people T I submit that this is in order 

. and it may be allowed. 
Mr .. President : I think the amendment is out of order. The next 

amendmel!t is Mr. IInssanally's which asks for the addition of two pro
''1!ID.411. to sub-section ( 4). The Recond proviso, namely : 

" Provided also that Railway fares or freight 8hal1 not be enhanced in eou· 
sequenee of the said enb;met>d prott>etivt' duty ; 11 

is outside the scope of the Bill. I will hear Mr. Hnssanally about it. The 
first proviso can be moved. 

ltlr. W. M. Hussa.nally (Sind : Muhammadan Rural) : I thank yon, 
Sir, for allowing me to move the first proviso and I do ndmit that the 
seeond proviso is outside the scope of the Bill. So far as the first proviso 

* 11 In clause 2 of the Bill, in the proposed eub-sertion ( 4) the words • .on tho 
Report of the Tariff Board or ' be inst>rted at the beginning of the said sub-section.'' 

t" In clanse 21 in the propc~ed sub-seetion (4)1 aftt>r the word 'aatisfled 1 th·J 
word 1 otherwise 1 be inserted. ' ' 

l u I.u eub-elaose ( 1) of clause 2, in tht> proposl'il sub-section ( 4) 1 the word 1 shall ' 
bl' substitntl'it for the woril • JlliiV '.'' 

t" In Pl!n1se 2 (1), in th1; pmpost'cl Muh·IIPr·tion (4), after the words • be mny' 
the WOI'clil 1 with the approval of the Jnclinn T.~~-:iMiativE! AHflf'Dibly ' be lnaerted." 
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it; concerned, I propose that the following proviso be added to sub
!ieetion ( 4) : 

" Provided that wbPn any article il; bulla fide huported from abroad for ship
Luilding, or for the u~~e of any othl'r na!J('cut industry in India, duty thereon shall not 
IJe increaaed. ' 1 

~ir, we are all anxious about our rul!i·cantilP marine and fur that pur
pO!Se a public inquiry has been instituted and we expect shortly to have 
their report. It iR also expected that they will make certain recommenda
tions in order to encourage the ship-building indm;try of thi& country. 

Mr. President : I connot hear you at all. 
Mr. W. M. Hussana.Uy : Sir, it has been admitted that we should 

enr.oarage the ~>hip-building indlliitry in India with a Yiew to monopolh;e 
all the coastal trade of India. ~ow if ship-building i11 to be encouraged, 
11tet>l and iron are the principal things which that industry wonld need 
and i! thhl additional duty is imposed upon all imported steel and iron, 
that industry cannot develop and cannot be encouraged. 

LWit year )Jr. Seshagiri Ayyar in the la:)t Assembly proposed a Bill 
whirh had the object of encouraging ship-building and also mercantile 
marine, but it lap11ed on account of the dissolution of the Assembly. I 
under!ltand that some such Bill will also be brought forward in the near 
future. If that be 1!10, it i11 all the more nece;;sary that a proviso of this 
kind thut I advocate should be in~;erted in the Bill so that the ship-building 
industry can get t>teel and iron as cheaply as possible. Mr. Jadu Nath 
Hoy, who is a member of the 1ndian :Mercantile :Marine Committee, has 
writhm u note on th.iJ subject, which I learn has been circulated to all the 
Members. This is what he says in regard to this matter : 

• 1 The pre-war price of ate~ I was Rs. 5 and 6 p<'r ton and at the present tinte it 
autndA at from Rs. 9 to 10. But we have reason to hope that with the•return of 
nurnml fouditiona the price of st~cl will come down almost to the pre-war rate. Jf 
the duty ia raiaed to 33 ~ per ct•nt., Great Britain and other European countries 
will be able to bnild ships at a cheaper price than India, as they will escape the 
Judiau duty altogether ; and the ehanee of our developing the ship-building industi'J' 
of India 11·ill be lost. At present inland 'V<'~At'la are being built here and we ourseh·ea 
rue l111ilding theom in our dodt. If the duty ou the steel is raiaed it will not be 
po~~ible to build them here, us big inland vessels which c.an eome on their own steam 
''ill be built in Europe and Indian builders will not be able to compete with Europeans. 
Thus instead of eneouraging the ship-building industry here, it will go to put a stop 
to it altogether. The importnnee of the ship-building industry for purposes of national 
tlefcnce c&lllot be ignored. At a time when the lndtan Mercantile Marine Committee 
are ini(Ui.ring into the prospt>cts of nn1l devising means for the development of th11 
ehip·b•tilding induatry in India a spoke shonld not be driven into the wheel of nrogre11 
by raising tbe duty from 10 to 33 i per cent. 11 • 

That, Sir, hi the opinion ol an expert who is engaged in the ship
building indlliitry. There are ship-building yards at Calcutta, Bombay 
Cochin, and we all wish that this industry should be developed as quickly 
as possible. There are large rivers in India and Burma which are suit
able tor navigation. For this reru;on, if this provision is not made this 
tihip-bnilding industry will be killed, and llll the labour available now will 
be dead, and it ~ill be_very difficult to rc\'ive it again. Similarly, in the 
Clll:le of nt'S~"ent mdustrlell. They should get all their steel and iron cheap 
from out.sidJ India. 

In Japnn and America there is this protective policy but similar 
exct•ptiuns llrt• made 11nd I hope this House will provide that the duty 
!Shall not be increasl:'d, in exceptional cases. so that these nascent indlliitries 
ll!tuul~ Le ~nc01.1raged and developed. It may be a1·g~ed that the prori
~10~ w this Bill are only temporary aml that therefore no provision i:s 
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nece-:;~ary at prPsent for the ship-building industry, but I do not think for 
a motuent that the steel industry will he thoroughly established during the 
next three y1~ars to coml·, and once a protective policy is adopted, it will 
haTe to continue for a very mllch longer period. .B-,or these reasons I re
commend to the House the adoption of this proviso. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : Sir, we have had a very eloquent 
~peceh from my Honourable friend :Mr. Hussanally about the harm which 
i;bJ:3 Dill, or rather these offsetting duties are likely to cause to the ship
building in(lu:-;try. If the ship-building industry is likely to suffer all this 
harm, I should have expected my friend to move that iron and steel requir
ed for ship-build in!! should be exempted alto,!.!'ether from the enhancements 
of duty proposed, anrl not merely from the offsetting dutie~;. I put it to 
this House that the proposal to exempt these industries from the offsetting 
dnties would not help ship-building at all. Apart from that. I must point 
out to the House that it is entirely impossible for the House to work a 
clause of this kind suggesteu by Mr. Hu:-~sanally. In the first place, who 
i~ to decide what a nas('<•nt industry is. Is it to be the Collector of 
Customs 1 [n the seeond plae<•, when a man comes to the. Collector of 
Cm;tollls and says, " 'rlwse \\'il'P nails, or this common steel bar is required 
for the ship-building industry, or for another nascent industry," how is 
the Collector of Customs to satisfy himself that this is correct or not 1 
Mr. Hussanally's amendment is eu'tirely useless, because it exempts these 
industries only from the offsetting duties, and also it is impossible for 
our Collectors of Customs to work. I put it to him that if these inrlustries 
want. ]H'Ptection they should go to the Tariff Boar!l and haw their case 
taken up SPparatel~· and indeperHlently ; but this amendment will help no 
one. I therefore oppose it on behalf of Government. 

(At this stagr Mr. Pr<·~ident Yaeated the Chair, which wa:; taken by 
Mr. 1<. C. Neoi!Y·) 

Mr. Chairman : rrhe question is : 
"That in l'lausl' ~ (1), the following proviso Le 1ulded to the propo~eu sub· 

sl·etiou 4 : 

' Provi!led th:1t 1rht•u any article iH 1111111! fide imported from abroacl ior ~hip· 
building, or for tht• US\' of any other ltaSl'PIIt industry in Jurlin, duty ther\'oll "hall 
no'. be increased '. '' 

rrhe motion was neg-Rti \'('ll. 
Mr. W. S. J. Willson : Sir, the amendment which stands in my name 

6 1, M is, as yon rightly observe, wider than Mr. Patel's. 
· · It covers his, and I shall attempt to do a little 

justice to his elaim as well as my own in the process of moving it. This 
amendment, Sir, nwrely seeks to exclude from the operation of this 
Act certain steel whicb is in process of coming out to this country, 
which was ordered from home before the Tariff Board issued their 
Report. I merely wish to quote hro instances. I will quote the instance 
of the Calcutta Corporation, who 11early two years ago, ordered a large 
quantity of pipPs from England. 'J'hc•y <lt>liherately dda~·t!d the arrival 
of these pipes in this eountry, in ol'dCJ' that the money should not be 
locked up in them and the pipes should not arrive he1·e until the road 
Wfls ready for· the111, and tltPy should he paid for by degrees. 1'he case 
of Bombay is slightly differ·r•nt. They had othet· reasons for delaying 
the arrival of their pipes, but the principle is the samt•. All I wish to 
say here, Sir, is that I haYe, in taking into contiidcration thfil cases of 
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Corporations, aLio' in mind the conllideration of private interests. There 
nre also people who have ordered goods out for their own factories, 
their own houses, or whatever it may be, goods ordered out before the 

· t·eport of the Tariff Board was b.sued. I submit that, as the result of the 
Tariff noard's finding, the measure now before the House is one of great 
genero,.,ity to the steel trade, and I say that before being generous to 
nne Met of interestK, we should at least be fair to other interests. I think 
it iK 11ot fair to heap bounties upon some and penalties upon others at 
the Kame time and by the operation of the same Act. My amendment 
goe11 further than Mr. Patel's only in the fact that it also excludes private 
property as well as municipal. · 

(At this 11tage Mr. Pre~.;ident resumed the Chair.) 
~ly submis11ion is that, lf it is fair to omit municipal, it is fair to 

omit private property and make no distinction between one and the 
other. I have only further to add that I have put the 1st November 1924 
a.H a da.te in this Bill because I think it desirable that there should be some 
elate, some reasonable date, which will ju~t give people time to get in a 
realiOnable quantity of their orders, but I hold no brief for the 1st Novem
bct· 1 !J:!!. If any one else has a better date to propose, I shall be quit~ 
ready to consider it. With these remarks, I think I need not read my 
amendment, which is in print upon the paper. 

Mr. President : Amendment moved : 
" To sub·d:msc (2) of elause 2, the following proviso be added : 

1 l'ru,·itlefl thut nothing in the sahl srhrdule shall apply to constructional and 
t•tbt·r ~t~·el urriving at Inrliau porta before 1st November 1924, which can be proved 
10 th1! aati~fattion of the Collt>t•tora of Customs to have been definitely ordered from 
uhron.t an•l 1lrfinitt•ly Parmark1•d for spl'eific eonstructious in India before the puLlit:~.· 
tioo of thl! Tariff Board 'a Rt•port and not for ordinary sale by the importers '." 

Mr. H. G. Cocke (Bombay : European) : Sir, I should like to sup
port this ameuclnwut. l admit that exemption in special cases is bad 
in principle bur these cases are lery exceptional. As regards the Report 
of the Select CommiltPe, it ·was decided by a majority, tha;t unless the 
op!'ration of. the protective scheme is to be indefinitely postponed, it 
would be impo~sihle to make exceptions in particular ca..;es, and further, 
that if any such exceptions were recommended, it would be difficult to 
draw distinctions lJ·~tween the numerous claims which would undoubtedly 
be made. Well, aclmittedly the Collector of Customs will have some 
difficulty in sifting out these claims but I do not think it impossible. .And 
a.'l regards the financial al-lpect, although this Bill is framed on the assump
tion that the extra tariff will me!'t the bounties, that is rather guess-work, 
and it is impossible to say now to what extent the tariff will meet the 
bountil·s. By excluding these particular importations it is quite pro
bable, in fact it must be expected, that the tariff will be less able to meet 
the bountic11. Well, I think that is a situation which ought to be faced. 
I think if the requisite number of lakhs which are required to make 
this particular concession has to come upon the general surplus, the 
situation is one which the Assembly should accept. 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : Bir, I rise to oppo!!e this amend
ment. I 11hject to it on many ~roimcls. In the first place, it introduces 
Rll entirely lll'W priudpl•• iuto our methods of imposing customs duties. 
It bas be!'u the habit in India fur a considerable number of years to 
have a rennue duty on u great many articles and in time of need it 
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has been known th11t thnt n•nnllt' tlutr lia:-~ hct•n inl·r·t~ased. In thP 
yrar 192:!, and ugain in the ye~11· l!l:.!l, 11 ~· .. t·y l'onsitll·nddr inl'rt~ast> Will\ 

made to onr customs taritT. In all those l'llSt•s the usual rult• npplirtl 
that the tariff came into force for all goods to which the tm·il1' ~rpplied 
as from one date-in that ra:se of the introdudion of tho Hill, but HH 
from a specific datt. It has ne\'t'I' bt•.-n the practie1• to introduee a Jrrw 
CUlltOmS tariff and then to proceed to make l'XCt•ptiOilli ft•otn it in respect 
of particular articles. 'fhm~ is tlH' ~rnPt·al provision in th1• law tlu.tt, 
if a new duty comes into force bet\\'t:'t'll tht• time wltrn goo1l:o~ wrre 
ordered and the date when they lll'e ueliverl'd, the duty tnay he pa~oosed 
on to the consumer. \V e cannot go further, I iolllbmit, H ntl inh'IHluce a 
new principle that the duty should not be chaq~rable on good11 because 
they have been ordered bl'fnre the rbte on whid1 a eustoms duty l'Otni'S 

into force. 
Secondly, I oppose it beclmile although, 11~ Mt·. Col·ke sap, it mil!ltt 

not be impossible for our Customs Colleetorl'! to work it, it would be 
extremely difficult, cumbrous and expensive and probahly not at all in 
the interest of the consumer. If we were to t1·y and nwkP a distinction 
between goods said to have been ordered under a contmct before a 
particular date, and goods ordered after that date, it wouhl mean ver'J 
difficult work for every customs officer throughout the country at every 
port, and it would mean that all sorts of goLds would he held up while 
the customs administration was trying to find out whPther or uot a 
claim-of which certainly- many would be made-that the goods were 
ordered before the date proposed was in fact a jnst claim. 

Thirdly, I object to it because it is at least as unfair to tlte Finance 
Member and the tax-payer that he should be saddled witJ1 the cost of 
these exceptions as it is unfair to ~lr. Patd and his friends that they 
should be saddled with the cost. It is impossible to give any accurate 
estimate a:; to what the effect of this amendment will be, bnt from the 
figures that I have been able to obtain, it would cost at leaHt :lO ancl 
probably 40 lakhs. 'fhese are not recurrent but total figures. 'rlwt 
is rather more than the expected cost to the tax-payer of the hountieH 
during the year 192-!-25. If, therefore, thi11 exception is to be madt•, 
in justice to the FinaJlce Member and to the tax-payer, you should follow 
it up with another clause postponing the introduction of bounties until 
say the 1st of April, 1925. I do not know whether the House would care 
to do that, but I do not think that, unl€'ss that is done, you would be 
justified in imposmg on the general tax-payer a bUI·den which 
under this Bill is carcfullv laid on the coHsumPt' of steel. I 
have heard it ~aid more th.an once thnt this is a Bill to protect 
steel, but it is also a Bill to raise the money ·with which to 
protect steel, and, unless you are willing to raise the money, 
I do not think that you shouU c,mtinuc to propose botwtie:; wl1ich will 
cost a large sum this year without making provision for paying for it. 
The objections to excluding all, that is the objections to .Mr. Willson's 
clause as it stands, apply a fol'tiori to the other pr·oposecl clausPs .. liard 
eases make bad law, but the justification for the attitude of Hovernmeut 
in alf cases is the same. If you are. g-oing in for a policy of protection, 
you must be willing" to pay the eost, ancl it i~ not fait· that you shoultl 
make proposals which will he fM the bcncht of inclividual c;orporatiow; 
and others unless at the :oxune time you decide that the date at which 
you can be~i.n 1)ayinli thi Lountie~ i~ po~:~tponed also. 
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Mr. V. J. Patel: Mr. President, I rise to support the amendment of 
my friend .l!r. Willson. The main objection, so far as I have been able 
to gather, taken on behalf of Government to this amendment is on the 
~;core of finance. I Kay the main, I do not say the only objection. The 
main ohjN~tion taken by Government is on the score of finance. The 
llonourable the Finance ~fember Huggests that if this amendment is 
I'IJl'l'il•tl, then necessarily the grant of bounties must be postponed to an 
indefinite elate. May I ask him whether he would be prepared to com
pr•n!iate the:;e particular borli<;ii in case .Government find that they get 
more rPvrnne than they require at the end of the year for the purpose of 
lwuntieK 1 So far as I could !'lee, Government are likely to realif;e more 
than double the estimate they have made. They have estimated 38 lakhs 
IJ{ rnpee11 as excess revenue on account of these duties in the year 1924-
2:i, and they have got to pay 24 lakhs of rupees as bounties. But I 
t~lwuld like to point out that the Tariff Board cannot possibly have taken 
into com;ideration in the estimate of these 38 lakhs, the particular eases 
whieh are likely to bring in lakhs and lakhs of rupees as revenue, and 
my tmspieion iK that the Govemment. propose to raise revenue beyond 
the necessitie!« of the case. 'f!tcy want 24 lakhs for the bounties. Let 
thl'ru realise 24 lakhs from these duties. Why should they have more f 
I want the House to remembE'J.' that this is a Protection Bill and not a 
Ht•v£'nne Bill. My friend ~ars it is also a Revenue Bill. Assuming 
that that is- so, the revenue to be realized should be for the purpose of 
vr·lmtin!r botmty only and no further, and if you grant that principle, 
then may I ask Lim once again, whether the Government are prepared 
to eompensate theHe particular bodies who.now seek relief at their hands! 
)fy friend Hays we shall be making a: departure from the existing practice 
iri the matter of such legislation, if we were to exempt individual 
('(lrporations or individual contracts. That ig not so. What Mr. Willson 
says is that crrtain contracts which were entered into before the date of 
the puhliC'ation of the Tariff Doard's Report should be exempted from 
the op .. rution of this Act. There could not be a more just case than 
thi)4. The claimants never ('ontemplated that the Tariff Board was going 
to be appoi11trd, or was going to consider the question and that Govern
nll'nt were going to introduce a Bill imposing higher duties when these 
contracts were entered into in 1921 and 1922. And now we say that these 
contra!'t~ having been entered into long before the Tariff Board was 
t'\'l'r in contemplation or any such question of protection to the steel 
industry was ever in contemplation, we justly claim that we should be 
nllowl'tl special treatmPnt in this matter. I am not talking here regard
ing the spt·!'ial case of the Bombay :Municipality. But on general grounds 
and in fair·ness to people who haY_e entered into contracts long before the 
Tarilf Board was in contemplation, a case for exemption is clearly made 
out. I thrrl'fore (lladly support the amPndment of my friend. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : Sir, I was amused to hear the Honourable 
)l!·mlwr when he spoke and M the cat out of the bag that he w:.u; not 
lillpportin~ the Bombay .Municipality case at all, but that he was sup
portin~ this amt'ndment on general grounds. But surely the Honour
aid,, ~lemher knows that the greah•r includes the less and he knows per· 
ft•(·tly well that if he succeeds in suppGrting this he will be equally sup
port in~ the other. Tie put one qnrstion to the Honourable the Finance 
)ft•IJIIII'r nntl hi' Kaid that, if there iH any Rnrplus after you have paid 
flit• ht)untiPH out of the rerenue that you realise by this tariff, what 
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will ~·on do with it ? IlaYf' you any hn~int>si'l if yon ha\'1' any halllllf'l' ? 
Wt•ll, f do not know wht'thrr tht're will he nny bnlancP or not, but will 
thf' Honourable Mf'mber ~ive a ~uarantee on behalf of tho Municipalitv 
of Btlmlmy thnt, if thf're il-Ia deficit, thry will mnkf' j!Ood the deficit T Tt 
i:~~ a 1-l}Wculation, anil tht>rt>fore rPally it il'l ht•si<lP the point to 1111y : 
'' I say there will be a balance., What gronn<l have you got !or !laying 
soT The Govt>rnment might turn round and ~my : 11 Wt>ll, as far as our 
calculations go, there might be a rleficit or the two en<li'l mi:;tht mPet and 
that's all." Thl'refort>, that is a speculation. 

Now, I objE.'ct to this amf'n<lment purely on principle. Why are 
the people entitled to come to this House and say : 11 Exempt us because 
we gave our orders before the Tariff Board's Report was published " T 
Why is not a man entitled to come and say : 11 Exempt me also becam~e 
I have already given my order before this Act comes into operation." 
Very well. ThPn where are ycu going- to draw the line t We know 
perfectly well that the principle of tariff lt>gho!lation-and here is a e11so 
which involves both taxation as well as protection-we know perfectly 
well that the principle of legislation of this kind is that it must come into 
operation the moment it becom<;r; an Act and it must apply to every single 
ton o! ~teel or iron that comes into our ports irrespective of any difference 
or di~tinction as to when the contract was ginn ann ~o on. · Unless we 
follow that principle, it will be impos~ible to deal with this cMe. Pro
bably the Collt>ctor will be floorleit with any number of applic11tions and 
he will have to holil inqtiiries. Therefore, I say that ah~olnt~>ly no rase 
has been 111ade out. · 

I will say one word more ann that is this. All these people in 
India knew perfectly well that there was a Tariff Board sitting. Th~>y 
knew perfectly well that there \ras a Tariff.' Board· which was investi
gating the question whether the iron and steel imlnstry should be given 
p~otection or not. Daily reports were publishNl in every newspaper 
and T think he must be a very bad bnsiness man inrlt>Nl who did not 
anticipate that some sort of protection was going to hf> given to this 
industry .. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : In 1921 ? 

. Mr. M. A. Jinnah: Mr. Patel says "in 1921." If the Bombay 
'Municipal Corporation gives a contract in 1!121 thinking that it was going 
to get a good rate, it is an incident of contract. It is a pnre incident of 
contract and either the vendor or the purchaser has got to pay the en
hanced duty. If you are so circumsp!'ct, if you are so very prtHlent as a 
merchant, and if yon choose to give your contracts as far hack as 1921 
for steel which is going to arrive in 1924, then you must take the conse
quences of the inciilent of your contract and either the vendor or the 
purchaser has got to pay thP dnty .. That h; no ar)!nm~>nt at all. The 
only ar..,ument that I can understand is this. " We gave onr contract be
fore th; report of the Tariff Board and therefore give lli'l exemption." 
That is the only argument. (A r oicP : " Why not for those who are 1 ") 
Quite so. Why not for those who are ? 

Maulvi Abul Kasem (Bengal : Nominated Non-Official) : Sir, I rise 
to support the amendment movNl by my friend to my left and in doing 
l'lO I have only a wry frw worcl11 to say. In the fir:;;t plncr the Hononrah!P 
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the Finance :Member said that it would not be fAir to the tu-payer 
.and to the Finance }!ember that tb.e Colleetor of Customs· should hav~ 
tp make all these inquiries, as. it will cost much. My submission ia that 
the tax-payer, if he wanta to gain by x>rotectmg the steel industry in thi.$ 
country. QUght to mak~ wome .sacrifices and suffer h1sses as welL I do 
not !lee any rhyme or rea!lon in 1he fact that all the· burde-It should fall 
on consumers of steel or on thO!Se who use ~;teel or have to use steel in fac~ 
tories or manufactories. · Sir, iu Bengal they huild ships. fOt'. inland tra~ 
and \\"8 have received intimation from the directors of one of those com
panie~ to iay that by this protection the~ are going t~ kill the ship-buildinr 
industry and that they will have to close their shop. As we have already' 
decided tQ give protection to ~teel, I think it is only fair and reasonable 
to give some protection and he just and fair to tho~e wh.o ha¢ e.ntere!J 
iuto C()ntraetJJ long before the Tariff Board made their' U,eport~ 
Mr. Jinnah. a distingut.,hed jurist, b.'l.s laid d()wn the principles, but as a 
man in the litret·t I beg to say this to him. , How· could an ordinary. ma~ 
anticipate tb.is iu tl1e first pJ.ace when man;r of these contracts wer~ 
Jtade long before the Tari.ff. Boar<l itself was created f . And even. after 
it11 creation, bow could a man know that t.he first busine~ of .the T~rifJ' 
Hoard weuld be tO> ask for the protection of steel, and that Government 
would accept it ·and introduce a Bill and that that Bin would be passed 
10 soon f Therefore, Sir, I submit that it is only· reasonable, that it i& 
enl;r fair, that those contracts: which were made- befare the Tariff Board'& 
Report was pre~~ented to th& public ought tO> be exempted. We do not 
aa) before the Bill was presented. :r.Ir. Jinnah or somebody else mar 
eome forward and say that before the Act Comes· into. operatiDn they 
OUflht to give protection. But then, after the Tariff Board Report. was, 
puhlished, people had an idea of what was eoming and what was in store
for them.. .But before their report :was. published, nobQdy, .unless. he wRs. 
1 great prophet,, could have· possibly anticipated that steel w.as going 
to be protected in this way. It has- alS(} been said that, iui.less yoll 
(barge customs duty on these contract goods, IP.oney wilf be short tO. 
pay the bon u.s and bounties which are proposed under th.~ Act. , .. , 

I think that if the income-from these new duties is short, the ordjnarr 
tu-payer who ultimately enjors the benefit, as: \Ve are assured that ht 
wil~ llhoo.ld be made to pay for the llllJle. F do not know whethel' 
Mr. Patel is correet or the Honourable the Finance Member is .(!orrect. 
Mr. Patet Rays that there will be no ~hortage ht that they will hat,& m«>r& 
money. The Honourable: the Finance Member say~ that they :Will be 
short. Whate,·er it i~ if the income is short, the· tax-payer shou1d btt 
made to pay for it. I submit that in protecting: the steer industry w& 
1hould not try to .ki!J a good many others. · . 

The Honoura.ble B'lt Charles Innes : As 1\fr; A bul Kasem 'has refer~ 
red to the· authority ~f Mr: Patd or rather :Mr. Patel's estimates of ~h~ 
ucess customs. rnenue we. are: likely to get irom these enhanced . duties, 
I should like t<t make a few remarks on that particular po.int. . }~. Patel 
says that h&don D:Ot aceept the estimates.ortlie Tariff Board'. lie thinks, 
and his information is, that we shall get very much more· excess revenut:r 
out ot these edanced duties tbaa th.e-.Tariif Board have- estimated and 
that afttr we hare-pa~ Olll" bouDties we are likely to have a large .SUPplU8; 
Now, Sir, I do not think that l'&hall have any .difficulty in showing that 
:Mr. Patel i11 too optimistic in this matter. In the firRt plnce, the 'l'aritr 
Board's ('Ntiru~te- .trere the f&timatu of exct~s reYenue for the whole 

L7~4 o 
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. of the year beg1nning from 1st. April, 1924. Already two months of that 
year have passed, and in these two months we have not got any benefit 
out of these enhanced duties at an. Therefore, it seems lik('ly that we 
shall get very much less excess revenue than the Tariff' Board estimated. 
Apart from that, it seems-in fact we are a~otutely eertnin--tbat onr 
expenditure on bounties is likfly to be greater than the Taritr Boarrl ~ti
mated. The Tariff Board estimated that we should pay Rs. 26.92 lakh~ 
bounties on rails. They calculated on a production o! rails by the Tata 
lron and Steel Company of 83,000 tons. My information i~ that in 1111 
probability we shall have to pay bounties on considerably more than 100.000 
tons of rails this year. Therefore, we are likely to lose in two ways. Our 
excess customs revenue will nat be so great as the Taritt Board estimated 
and our payments !or bounties are 1il;:ely to be grt>atM". In addition tn 
that, there is a fact "hich :Mr: Patel has nat noticoed. We have to pay 
out of the excess revenue bounties on wagons. I think 1 have shown that 
'this year our excess revenue will hardly cover the payment of bounties, 
·and if 'we accept this amendment of Mr. Willson we shan be many lakho 
down. That I think is the real aspect of the question. · 

I should like to put in a word for th Collector of Customs. Does 
Mr. Willson seriously expect that every consignment of iron and stee·I 
coming out to this country is to be held up whilst the Collector of 
Customs makes a summary inquiry whether this particular eonsignmcnt 
·is covered by some particular contract, which contraet was entered into 
before a particular date Y It seems to me that it is quite impossible to 
·work your customs administration in that way and it will dog the 
wheels of the administration. 

Finally, I eome to the third point. I do object on bebair of the 
general tax·payer to these special interests, very weighty interests who 
command great in:ftuence, coming in and saying " We quite agree in thi!J 
policy of protection. We quite agret that India mould pay tne price, 
but we want to be exempt. Let the other people pay." It means that 
you are only shoving the burden on other people who are less able to 
pav, and I say that the House, as a matter of principle, and having 
regard to these Collectors of Customs, and in the interests of proper 
administration of our eustoms houses, should reject this amendment 
which is a most mischievous one. 

Mr. President: The question is : 
" Ti.a.t to sub-clause (2) of clause 2', thl!t !onowing proviao be added : 
1 Provided that nothing in the said 1chedule shan apply to eonstrueticmal nnrt 

other ateel·arriving at IndiaD. po-rta before 1st Novembe1 1924, which can be lrovecl 
to ihe satisfaction of tile coneetors of Customs to have been detinitely ordere from 
ill.b!oacl and definitely earmarked fur speeifie eonetruetion1 in India before the pnb1\e3-" 
tion of the Tarii'f Board's .Report and not ffJl trdill6ry sale Ly the- importen '·" 

'Ihe motion was :Qegatived. 

Mr. President : The next amendment is that of Mr. Patel. 
tala Jrans Raj (Jullnndur Division : . Non-Muhammadan) : . 

:Mr. Neogy told us that the bwiness for the day will conclude after this 
amendment is disposed of. 

Mr. President .. I am not bound: P.Y what :Mr. N eoty uid. 
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Maulvi Abul Xuem : On a point of order. . After havi:ng r&je~ted 
. th !nst amendm~nt, I want a ruling if J.rr. Patel's amendmell.t is '1n 
ord~r. · - -

Mr. President : Jt is a lesser proposal than the other •. 
Mr. V. J. Patel : trke amtnd.ment which I have the honour to move 

runs as follows~ · 
' 1 That to eub·clanae (2) of clauae 2 the fullowing PI'!>viso be adde~: 

. J 

• Provided t'bat !IOtbing ia lhe said aMendments sbaU in any way afeet ot apply 
. to the IJteel to be imported on behalf of the Bombay Mutticipal Corporation by Messrs 

Hroiti11vaite and Colapaay for tMI purpose of eonstruet.i.ng water pipes in ar,ebkdan3tf 
~ith the eontraet made betweea them and the said Corporation in 1922 '·" 

TLis ameAdment is' in respect of one. eontra~t only.· T want. that 
this llou:se should makll! exception ia the ca'Se of a contract for steel 
entered into in 1922 by the Bombay !I[Ullicipal Corporation. Tile 
facta are theKe. In connection with the duplication of the_ Tansa water 
pipeCI th~ Bombay Municipality invited tenders and in doing so they 
fixed thf' 31st ol llay 1922 as the last date for tend-er. Now, we received 
!<etters from Amerie& attd from other parts of the world asking us to 
extend the date of tender in order to enable contractors from those 
oountdes to 11end in their tenders. The Municipality ·refused to do 
ao, but a fe\f day~~ before the final date of tender the Tata Construction 
Company wrote to the Bombay Munieipality asking the latter to. give 
them an opportunity of sending in their tender. which they said they 
eonld do only if th.e time was extended. The Bombay Municipality 
had molved that, a1 far as posible, Swadeshi goods should be encouraged. 
and for that purpose, when the Chief Executive Officer found that there 
wall a company that was wanting to tender for indigenous steel; steel 
manufactured in India,· he naturally, in pursuance of the Corporation's 
Resolution, gave two months to the company and extended the time of the 
tf'nder up to the end -of July. lt was ~ontended in the SelMt Committe6 
and it will be contended here that the Tata Con~truetion. Company haS' 
~ot nothing to do with the Tata Steel Company, and -that they ere 
not the same though in my opinion it is a distin~tion without a difference~ 
Jn thLc; cnnnt<'tion ! will invite the att~ntion of thP. Members to the letter 
of the Construction Company. 1 will read the letter : 

u We bne bet>n for some time communicatitig with the Tata Iron and RtP.C>l 
Company regarding the arl1lngemeB.t under whieh a tender for the above worlt 'Will !10 
sent in, the pipes being made of steel from Jamshedpur and within the la.st few 
lla' 1 w~ have re~eioved an a88nranee from the Steel Company that they will supply 
the rr(1U1red quantity of plates.'' · · · 

It w.ill thus be clear that on the ·assurance of the Tata Steel Co. 
the Tatll ConRtruction Co. which to my mind is not a different body, 
wrote to \111 nsking us to extend the time. We extended .the time for 
two months, in order to encourage the indigenous industry. If we had 
ftot given these two mouths, to-day we would havP. had our full supply.' 

' . .. . . . ' ' 

PtUldit BLam1&1 Nehru: May I inquire what the yalue of. that tender 
is t 

Mr. V. J. P~tel: The ulue of the increased duties will ·be ...... ' 
· PI.Ntit Shamlal Nehru: No, the municipal tender. · 

Mr. V. · J. Patel : Two c~~res o~. thereabouts : bllt the increased 
duty !ll th.e stee~ ~hat has not yet been imported into India will Le 11 t 
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b.kl1s. Wt• wnnted 8i,OOO ton.:J of steel. Out of that 55,000 tons hu• 
already arrived on the existing rate of duty, bnt 32,000 tons have yet 
to arrh·e and they will ariYe m a few days' time. So the llousA will 
see thnt, if we 'had not given two months' timt'! on the application of 
tlJt·.Tnta Construction Co. based on the &!ilsnrance given uy the Tata 
Steel and Iron Co., we would already have had our steel in 'this country. 
This Bill is i!lttnded for the purpose of gh·ing protection to the Tat a Steel 
Co., and that company by the action of this Assemblr i~ pa~sin!J the 
mn as it stands, without including this exemption clause, will be givinJ: 
an a1vantagc to the Tata Ste'el Co. for its own wrong. I therefore 
:hope that the House will support this amendment. 
. . 1 will ntake. :onE.' more observation. ·:My friend Sir Charles Innes 

stated that my e::;t~mate of, excess duty was not correct. May I ask 
Jiim whether the Tnriti Board had in contemplation the ll}lakhs which 
the Government are ~oing to {ret if tld!i exemption is not allowed, whether 
they had in contemplation the 6·lakhs or so from the .Calcutta Corpora· 
·1ion, J7i lakLs from two Corporations 1 And the whole estimate for 
the. whole of. India is 38 lakhs. Do·es it. stand to rea~~on 7 '!~he whole 
estimate is wt·on~, and I fe~l· confident that· the Finance Member will 
realizP. in ore than double :the estimate in· the year 1924. PerhaflJ .it 
may be that G'overnment desire to 11se the execs~ after paying bounties 
in giving effect to 1he recommt'ndations of the Lee Commission. .I ean 
quite understand that ; hut ·you must say 1:10 frankly if that, is ycmr 
•)bject. But this is a protection Bill, why make money out of it t Will 
)"ou kindly tell me '''hether, if you,fincHhat at the end of the year you 
get ntore than 38 lalih!!, you ar~ prepared to do justice to the Bombay 

· (Jorp~ration 7 
· Mr. W. S. J. Willson : ~ir, 1 beg to support the amendment, pro• 
Tided of course that 1\ir. Patel will allow me to add the words " by 
"«>r on behalf of tht? Calcutta Corporation'' between . the word~ 
~-~imported " and " on ". I hope he will 'B.Ccept tlJat. It so, I make 
him a present of onl' further argument in his ca!le. The Govemml'nt 
lutn informed· us that they ·are making a grant or payment to the 
Provinces to cover the duty v,hich the Provineeiil now have to pay on 
articles they import, and which are now liable to duty in accordatwe 
with the Resolution of this House. That being so, Sir, if it is fair to 

. give reductions of duty to Provi.ncial Governments, my submission is 
that it is fair to give it to Corporations, which arc in effect anoth<!r rorru 
·()f local government 

. · · The Honourable Sir Charles ·Innes: Sir, 1\lr. Willson's last argu· 
ment haii no !orce in it at all. The reason why we make these com• 
pensatory assignmenh, if that is the correct financial term, to Local 
Governments is that under the wmwiso to section 20 of the Sea Customs 
Act goods belong-ing to Local Government!i were free of duty. Wben 
we amf'nded that proviso in the last 'Session of the A'3sembly, it was 
thou~ht necessary for a time at any rate to make up the loss to l..ocal 
:Governments ari11ing ont of that ameP.dment of l::nv, because it would 
<>therwise have upset the financial arrangements. 

'rhl'n I come- to Mr. Patrl 's amendment. Sir; if the' IIou:~() had 
J>a!Sed )Ir .. Willson's amendm0.nt it would have been to a c111rtain 
~xUnt r~asonable, because ~he amendment would apply to . .all lndla. 
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Dut t:inct the House has refused to accept ~Ir. Willson's llll~ndm.ent, 
1. am quite sure that it. wjll refuse to make a special exception in an 
.\ll-lndi11 Act like this i.n favour of a particular corporation, namely 
the Bombay Corporlltion. Now, what are th.e reasons which have bec11 
edvaneed ill' favour of this special exemption. Mt. Patel has told us 
a p11thetic story. He has told .U! hoW' some years ago the Corporation m 
<Order to benefit indigenous industries, allowed an extension of time for 
the putting in of tenders for the steel in order that Tata.'s might suJ>... 
m1t tht!ir tenden;. :S1r, we cannot possibly in passing Government o! 
lndia A~ts go into questionl of that kind. · If the Corporation at that 
lime lledded to postpone or to delay the ealling lor these lenders; we· 
must presume that they had good reasons for doing so. At any rate 
they were reasonJ which seemed good for the Corporation at that time, 
and tbt'y have n.1 right to come now.and say that becanse they took 
that action in the i~terest~ ,d Indi_an ,indust~iest therefore you must 
txempt them from thJ.S additional taxation. S1r, tf the 'l'ata Iron and 
8teel Company has done the Municipal Corporation of Bombay any 
wron~, then the Corporation should Seek its remedy for that w-rong in 
the ci\·il courts, it any wrong .baR been committed.. I mu~t put it onee 
egaln on the question of principle. The House has refused to accept 
1he wider amendtnent put !orward. by :Mr. Willsoh ahd. 1 put it to the 
llou11e that we t!tnnot possibly make a special exemptiotJ. in favour of 
the nombay Corporation. 

Mr. Junnada.a M. Mehta :. Sir, I find that. the ea~ ol the Bombay 
lfunieipality has ntlt properly been U1Hlerst9od by the Honourable Sir 
Charles Innes, andthe whole discussion has so far gone as if it was a case 
of exemption on ~e ~eneral grounds.. As a matte!;' of fact, Sirt' ~hat.is not 
110. I am J'!Ot, rla1mmg any exerupt10n. for the Bombay Mume1pality on 
the ground that it is a .municipal corporation· or a lctml OOdy tlr a ll)ea}. self· 
~o,·ernment body. Nothing of the kind.· I admit that if you gc on 
tnaking t'Xeeptions like these, which may be well deserved generally, you 
cannot work an Act, and therefore you cannot relldily or willingly mak~ 
~'lt!t•ptions in ordinary eases. But the ease of the Bombay )!unicipality is 
based on special equities and that is what the Honourable Sir Charles Innes 
and Mr. Ji11nah also to some extent, I am sorry to say,-the Bombay city 
expected Letter from him, I think,-have not understood. They have not 
•ntert'd into the spirit under}y;ng this amendment. We do not say tltnt 
you should exempt the Bombay Municipality because it is a municipality 
but bt>eause this Bill gives protection. among other companies, to the Tata 
Iron and Steel Company which has done us a grievous. wrung. A pro
-ceeding at law is not the only remedy and Mr. Patel as a non-co-operator 
tlannot properly go to the Court. (Laughter.) You must remember that 
point also. 

Mr. President: The Bombay Corporation will have to go ro the 
Court. 

· M'r. lamnad.aa M. ·Mehta: But, Sir, he is the President and Lord 
lfayor anJ he will not allow any such heterodox proceedings. Then, Sir. 
my ease is that it is the Tata Iron and Steel Company who han done n 
trinous wron~ and they are bPin!!' protected by this legislution. 'l'hPre
·fore,.this llou~ rnust see whethl'!r in the circumstances under which this 
eontraet was entered into the Tata'1 han not really done 1211 wrong and 
1rhether thid House will n.,t rive us som~ relief. The Taw are running 
u ~digenoua i!duatq. Tber eamt to us when tb~ replu tend~r time 
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had elapsed and asked us to gh-e them twe months' grace whirh we grantt•d 
to them. ~Ve .had refu~:d .that indulg(:'nee to ewrybody el:.~t!. We hud 
numy npphcat10na from vartou!il foreig-u firms which we refusl•d and be· 
tause we ':·~nted to support this indigt•nous iudu~try we a•·e in' thi11 un. 
happy po::utJOJ.l to-<lay. And all tbat Tatas did at the end nr the two ' 
months was to say that they WE're very sorry. In 1921, when thi!il cnntract 
was co!1templ~ted, we asked the GoYernment of India, through Sit 
JnmsetJee JeeJeebhoy, \Vhat would be the duty leviable on tht>se platel'l, 
and we had a letter from the Jiouourable Sir Charles Innes who was then 
Secretary in the Cornmerc-~ Departmt•nt, saying : ' 

" With refert'nre to ouT t't>n'Versation this mornin~t, 1md to the letter vo•1 sho,n•.\ 
me ~e~a~ing the steel plates which ~re to be brought out 011 behalf af the Don,baj' 
:Mumc1pahty, I am to BIIY thnt, pronded the Collector ot Cuatonl!'t ia eatistlcd th::t 
1ee M«>el plates are brought out atl pnrt of the Tansa pipe li11e aud a1·e on!\· to he 
rinted together, the Go\'Ullnlent of India eonsidrr that tht'y rao. be properly asMs('(! 
.:~ t 2 ~ per eeut. rates. " · 

This was the opinion of the G(m•rnment of India on the interpret11· 
tion of that particular section at the time, and yet when the pipes arl'ived 
we were charged 11 per cent. Now we are called upon to be further 
mulcted }M)re to the tune of Rs. 111 lakhs. On behalf of the Bombay 
Municipality I support this ameudment, first on account of the Govt>rn· 
ment 's interpretation above referred to, and secondly, bet:!allse the Tat11. 
Company are being given this protection after their virtual brealllt of 
oontraet with us. On these two ~rounds, therefore, we ask that the llouMe 
should take the very proper view and exempt ' this Bombay Municipal 
contract from the duties leviable under this Bill. · 

Mr. N. :M. Dumasia (Bombay City: Non-Muhammadan Urban) : 
Sir, as a member of the Bombay :Municipal Corporation, and a representa· 
tive of the City of Bombay, I .must protest n~ain"t our city being penalized. 
Sir, we are not asking any special favour. I would point out to you that 
when the silver duty was imposed, a large amount of silw~r was on it.~ 
way to Bombay, and exchange banks we: e larl?ely affected th~>reby. A 
great hue and cry was raised against the duty imposed upon the silver 
that was on the high seas ; and the duty was subsequently refunded. W tl 
have, therefore, a precedent, to · go upon in thi3 case. Sir, 
delay in thls matter has occurred because the Tata Construction Com· 
pany gave an assurance to the Bombay Municipality on the strength of an 
assurance given by the Tata Iron Company that they would be able to 
supp]y these pipes. The case of the Bombay Municipality has been so 
ably put by my friends l\Ir. Patel and Mr. Jamnadas Mehta that I will not 
take up much time, but I must sa~' that there are special circumstances 
in this instance. I ask the House !lOt to penalise the Bombay Corpora· 
tion which bas been doing yeoman service to the country. (1'he Honourabl4 
Sir Basil Blackett : " What sort of service f ") Bombay is a great in· 
dustrial and commercial capital and is the gateway of India; and nothin.g 
passes without touching Bombay. Sir, the Government have made this 
Bill their favourite child. That i~ no reason, Sir, why Government should 
ignore the paramount interests of the City of ~ombay. Sir, I al'I:l ~share· 
holder of Tata's, but it may not be alleged agamst me t.hat I am g!Vln~ any· 
undue support to them. Sir, when the Select Comm~ttee ":as 1,1ppomted, 
I refrained from putting myself forward as a eand1date for t~e Select 
Q)mmittee because I was .intereste-d ir.. the Tat4. Compat;ty,: but, S1r, I now 
say that this is not a matter to be lightly treated. Y QU IJhQuld DQt ~OI! 
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the elaims of the Bombay :Municipality when we know that the. injury that 
i11 now aought to be perpetuated by GOiVer~ment an the Municipality is du~ 
to the fault of the Tata Company tt$elf. I see that Mr. Jinnah is trying 
tA> be on his lej!'s ro reply to my arguments. lfr. Jinnah was a member of, 
the Bombay Municipal Corporation~ He is a citizen of &mbay, and I 
hope he will not do anythinr to go against the interests of the city, against 
his own city, where he is thriving and flourishing, and where he is getting 
a copious supply of water on. account. of the ~easures taken· by the l\Itmi· 
cipality. • ' : 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah: Sir, 1 can understand the Honourable '}{ember 
who spoke last. The whole of his argument comes to this ; save the Bombay 
:Municipality 11! Iakhs ; give the Tata Company the benefit, and if there 
is a deficit, Jet the tax-payer pay it. That is what. it comes to. Exempt 
the Bombay. Municipality from 11! Iakhs. Tatas. should ·get bountie& 
and the poor tax-payer is to bear the burden. I can quito understand 
Mr. Dumasia, bein~t a shareholder of Tatas and a member of the Munici
pality, supporting that view. (Mr. N. M. Dumasia : u I am supporting 
the interests of the City of Bombay.") I say I am not' going to be guided. 
by my own city that I love. I am not going to be guided by so small an 
area as the City and town of Bombay. I have got here as a Member. of 
this Assembly to consider the larger and national interests, and that is. 
one consideration which weighs with me in this Assembly, ·and I hope that 
is the. only one con'iideration which will always weigh with me. · Cer· 
tainly, I. "'ould be the first to assist Bombay if I could, bot not at the 
expense of larger interests. · · · ' 

Now, Sir, the Honourable 1\Ir. Jamnadas said that Sir Cha~les InneS 
-wrote a letter. Well there is one thing from which we are perfectly safe
guarded and protected, and i~ is this. that even the Government of India 
cannot alter the Statutes, whatever may be their. opinion. If Sir .Charles 
lnnes, on behalf of the Government, happened to express any opipion, 
and if the Municipal advisers were so badly advised as to have acted. on 
that opinion, it cannot alter the Statute, and if they had to pay more 
than 21 per cent., "·hich the Member of the Government of India happened 
to think waR probably the correct thing to do, surely nobody is to blame 
for that. That does not give the Municipality of Bombay the. right tl) 
come here and say they want an exemption from this Act, Very well then,.. 
what is the special equity ! Special equity in the terms of law, I under~ 
stand; gives you a legal right. Either it is a legal right or a moral 
grievance, or a moral complaint, or a moral wrong if yon like. If. the 
Tatas ga,·e some sort of assurance to the Bombay Municipality indirectly, 
of course as far as I can see through the Tata Construction Company, 
which does not happen to be the same company, and so far as the Agents 
are concerned, I understand they are di1Ierent ; but if the Tata Iron and 
Steel Company, through the Tata Construction · Company, gavd an 
assurance. to the Bombay :Municipality, either it is an actionable wrong, 
where the Bombay Municipality has suffered damages by. reason of certain 
representations made by this Company, or it is not a legal right but merely 
a moral consideration which may weigh with that Company. Now are we 
~oing in this Bouse to consider either its legal r{ght or· that the Bombay 
~[unicipality was to a certain extent misled T '.Are we going. to consider 
that sort of thing in this Legislature and say that because yquwere misled 
therefore you should be exempted 7 And therefore what follows T There
f?re ~~ese llllakhs o~ rupees ·mu<;t be paid by the tax-paye~. That i'l 
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what it comes to. S_ir, I hope that this amendment will not bf' prt>~ecl. 
.After all the popnlntlon of Bombay i11 about 15 Ia.khs, and evt'n if Bombay 
h~ to pay 11 i lal\h~ of. n1pees mo.re, it is ~ot such a big aum for Bombay 
which ts the first e1ty m the Indtan Emptre, and Bombay will bear t.hl:! 
brunt better than the general spreading of llllakhs, some of which might 
fall on the poor people. 

Pandit Motilal Nehru: Sir, the question before the House seems 
. to hP a ''('ry simple one and so far as I have been able to follow the argu· 
r11rnts f(1r and against the proposition before the IIouse it seems to me 

. that there has been a gree.t deal of beating about the bllilh. The simple
t}Uestion is whether there should be any exemptions to a tllxation Bilr 
on the f.irOund put forward. Now it has been admitted that this i!l tt t~om •. 
bined Bill, that is to say, it combines a protection Bill v;ith a tuatiou 
Bill. That being so, we have to judge and to examine· both tile Bill!i hv 
the special considerations applicable to each. When yott consider pr~-. 
tection, there is one set of considerations which you have t.o apply ; wht·n~ 
you consider taxation, there is a different set of considerations which .mu~t 
.be applied .. Now, I ask as a matter of principle, and eonfimng my~ielf 
merely to the taxation· Bill, is it any' answer to any fresh taxati'on to Ray 
that this taxation comes upon us as a surprise, that we- gave our or•,rs. 
long before this taxation was contemplated 1 Is it not always the case, 
in every case of fresh taxation, that people are taken by surprise 1 In 
the case of ordinary taxation Bjlls they do not even have the opportunitiel$ 
or the foreknowledge which they had in this case 7 I will a...<ik the Hou:~e
to leave entirely out of consideration the fact that this is a protection Bilt 
when you are considering the question of exemptions from the tax.. Jjook 
upon it merely and solely as a taxation Bill. Now I ask you, snpposti for· 
one moment that this taxation had been proposed at the time of the- Budget 
in the Finance Bill, would it have ~een any answer to say ·~ tht Bombay· 
Corporation have given such a large contract ; the Calcutta Corporation· 
also have given a very big contract and they will be great &llfferers if this 
taxation is imposed 1 " Of course any· taxation Bill may be 'thrown out 
on its own merits, but, admitting that the tax is a good tax, can it he r..~aid 
\hat there should be special exemptions made in favour of person14 whfl, 
had ~laced orders before the new tax was c?ntem.rlated 1· I say· on prin-. 
eiple that that is no answer to a fresh taxatiOn Bill. . . 

Then we come to the special equities of the case. What are the specia~ 
~uities of the case f There has been an ad misericordiam appeal made
both by Mr. Patel and Mr. Jamnadas Mehta that they have suffered. Whyt 
Beca11Se · Tata 's are the wrong-doers and they have placed them in thi$; 
predicament. l bold no brief f?r th~ Tatas, but. in, order to: examine 
whethe:t there a~e any special eqUities m the case, let us see what the ca.s~ 
really comes to. It comes to this, that at the request of the- Tata: Constrnc· 
ti<>n Company-:! will admit for the·moment, as Mr. Patel has said, that 

· the Con.structioll Company and the Steel Comp8Jly are one and the same ;-:
well. at the request o! the Tatas the time for making tenders was ex
tended. Now: what · does that mean f. It mean$ that the- Tatas gD~ 
· . · · · • · to the Corporation and say that they are not in 

7 ur~. a position to come 'to an understanding with the 
Corporation, nor to enter into a contract with them, because they want 
inore time to give their terms. The time is given. .At tlw .jnJ of that 
t;me, Tat.~~- sal :. "· 'l:h~nk Y.OU. for ~iving WI ,the time, bu~ 've arc l1otil!! 
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·a position to enter into any contract witli you." Where is the equity, 
where is the wrong done, and what court of law will ever consider that 
a cause of action for damages has ~risen ! I submit, Sir, that on both 
these grounds there is no case made out not only for the Bombay Corpora .. 
tion,. but for· any exemption whatever on the ground that any prior 
contracts ha~ been made before the Tariff Board made their recommenda· 
tiflns. 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru: I move, Sir, that the question be now put. 
The motion was adopted. 
Mr. President : The question is : 

' 1 That to sub-clause (2) of clause 21 the following proviso be added : 
• Provided that nothing in the said amendments shall in any way affect or apply 

to the stool to be imported on behalf of the Bombay Municipal Corporation by Mess!'a. 
J.:raithwa.ite and Company for the purpose of constructing water pipes in aceorda11at 
11·itb the eootraet made between them and the said Corporation in 1922 1

•
11 

, 

The motion Wl:t& negatived. 
Mr. Kumar Sanka.r Ray (Chittagong and Rajshahi Divisions: Non· 

.1\fuhammadan Rural): Sir, after the full discussion on the last two a~end· 
menb!, and especially at this late hour,· I do not wish to take up much tinie 
ot the III)use. My submission is that the Calcutta Corporation stands on a 
-similar footing as the nascent industries which the Honourable the 
l<'inancc Member has given us the assurance he would help being publie 
utility institutions. After all, it is the tax-payers who have to pay the 
l!mnnnt. Therefore, I submit my amendment to the _House. It l'UDS 

thm1: · · 
11 To aub-elauAe (2) of rlause 2, the following proviso be added : . J ·. 

I hovided that nothing in 'the Said amendments Shall in any way· aft'eet Or apply 
to th~ steel to be imported on behalf of the Calcutta Municipal Corporation for which 
oruere have already been given before thia Aet eomes into foree 1, 11 

The motion was negatived. 
1\~. President: The next amendment is that of Mr. Jamnadas Mehta, 

and he wants to substitute the figures 41 1929 " for the figures ." 1927 " 
in Rub-clause (3) of clause 2. That is not in order because it :proposes ...• 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta: Sir, it can be only out of order when Sir 
eharles Innes says he does not accept my amendment. 

Mr. President : It is not. necessary to say that. Without a reco» 
rnendation of the Crown such a proposition is out of order.-

Then the next amendment is that of Mr. Amar Nath Dutt which pro~ 
poses to substitute the figures " 1925 " for the figures " 1927'! in sub
clause (3) of clau~u 2. Mr. Dutt 's amendment really goes with amend· 
ment No. 22, which seeks to limit the life of the Bill to 1925. . Both thelile 
Jtmendments are, to my mind, out of order, because they are calculated to 
destroy the whole frame and scope of the Bill. Honourable Members 
will remember that when the motion for reference to a Select Committee 
was debated, almost every non.official Member insisted that this measure 
should not be a temporary one at all but should lay down a settled policy 
of protection in pursuance of \\o hich this particular measure was under
taken. And necessary changes were made in the Select Committee to 
make thia a permanent measure but limiting the operation of the 
particular duties and bounties to three years. That position was accepted 
.by the Government. To limit the life of the Act to 1925 would be really 
.to destroy the whole frame and scope of the Bill and ther~fore it is out 
~f order, The obvioulj cours~ for ~rr. Dutt is to vote again11t the Bill, 

mu ~ 
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. · Mt. lDiat Ni.th Dutt : I beg to submit, Sir, that we have been tohl 
:when we wanted to extend the operation of the Act to a further term than 
; was in the original Bill it was out of order. But, Sir, I never knew that, 
·if we wanted to limit its operation and to limit its mischievous operation 
'to a lesser number of years that it would also be out of order. Are we thPn 
·to accept the number of years foro which this Bill is to r~main in force 
as brought forward by the 1\Iover of the Bill and is no one entitllld at len)jt 
to limit its operation 7 I beg to submit that this cannot be out of order. 
I quite appreciate the view of the llonourable the Presiuent that, if we 
wanted tjo extend the operation of the Act to a further term than Willi 

intended it would militate against certain rules and provisions, 11amely, 
taxing the people and so forth, and in that view of the case, of course, it 
·might be said to be out of order. But I do not see, Sir, if you want to 
•minimise the evil effects of a mischie,·ous legislation brought about hy 
exploiting the patriotism of a certain section of the members and broug-ht 
about by mis-representation and by not placing all the facts with regard 

.to .Jamsheupur against Indian aspirations and Indian labour, I submit, 

. Sir, I was quite justified and I think, Sir, the Honourable the Pre~o~ident 
, will decide in my favour that I am entitled to have the operation of tho 
;Act limited to one year. 
:. Mr. President : What 1\Ir. Dutt has said clearly shows that his amend
·ment is out of order. He has told us t1hat. this llill has been brought up 
.by wicked people to exploit and so on and so on. That shows that he i~ 
.wholly against the Bill and his amcn<lmt>nt ix dedsed to deiiiroy the wht•le 
scheme of the Bill. Mr. Dutt must remember that it is a recogni:.;ed prin
ciple that an amendment is out of order which purports to destroy the 

,:whole scheme and :.cope of a Bill. In such a case as I have the obvious 
1course for the Member is to vote against the Bill. 

Pandit Sha.mla.l Nehru: :May I move, Sir, that we adjourn till 
Wednesday morning 7 
. Mr. President : I think we have disposed· of all the amendments to 
'clause 2 •. I will now put clause 2 to the House. 

· · Mr. C. Duraiswami Aiyangar : On a point of order, Sir, with refe\'
"tnce to. this clause. The other day I was told that all the amendments 
of which I had already given notice would come up before the Assembly 
~ithout any further notice being given. I have given notice under the 
original Bill of an amendment that the period up to 1927 should be altered 
to 1939 .. 

Mr. President : I can easily dispose of that by saying that it is out 
of order • 

. Clause 2. was ndded to the Bill. 
1. Mr. N. M. Joshi: May I su~gest, Sir, that the House do adjourn nowf 

Sardar V. N. Mutalik : Sir, I wanted to put a question to the Honour· 
~able the Leader of ·the House, whether the Government are prepared to 
make the statement which they promised the other day about giving a day 
for the Lee Commis::,ion 's Report, but I find that the Honourable the Leader 
·of the House is not here. 

··· Mr. President : The. 'Honourable the Leader of the House is not 
llere. Perhaps yon would put the question again when he is here. 
~ The Assembly then adjourned till Eleven of the Clock on Wednesday, 
~he 4th June, 1924. . 
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WedMBday, 4th Ju'M, 1921:. 

. trhe Assembly met in the Assembly Chamber at Eleven ·of the Clock; 
Mr. l'te!.iident in the Chair. · 

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 
Ta.u.NING FAcO..ITIE.') roB. SUPERIOR STAFF EMPLOYED BY STATB AND Co:t

PANY-MANAGED RAILWAYS. 

1197. •Diwan Babadur M. Ramacbandra Rao: (a) Will tM Govern· 
anent be pleased to state \vhat facilities have been provided in this country 
by the f\w.te and also by the Companies Railways for the training of the 
11u~rior stat employed by them shown under the heads 'Of : 

1. A.~ney, / 
2. Engineering, 
3. Traffic, 
4. Locomotive, 
5. Carriage nnd. Wagon. 
6. '3tores, and 
7. Other departments; 

(Annexure A Of the Explanatory Memorandum of the ltailway Budget fof 
1924-25) ' 

(b) Will the Government be pleased to 6tate the ntimber of Indian 
probationers, if any, now undergoing training in this countty uhder each 
of the above heads t · 

. (c) Will the Government be pleased to state ihe proportion ot 
11 ppointmeuts under each of the above heads recruited in India and in the 
United hin~dom OD tht Statll Railways and a]$ oh the Obhipa:il.ies Rail-
ways f · 

· (d) Is it a fact that persons who have gamed PI:acticai ~:xperien~~ 
in the United Kingdom are preferred 4> persons who have obtained 
1imilar experience in this country and will the Government state the 
reasons for such preferenct! f 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : I would refer the Honourable Member to. 
the 1-eply gi,·en in this .A..ssembcy on the 5th February 1924 to question 
No. J.lj by Sardar V. N. Mutalik which explains the existiii.g position. 
ThP whole of this question of training is at present teceiving the atten• 
tiou of the Railway Board with a view to providing extra facilities fot 
the instruction ot probationers in lnd.ia. · 

, (b) GoYernment have no precise information in regard to the iiumber 
or probationers under training on the Company-worked lines. So fai' u 

. the State lines are concerned there are at present 6 Indian probation~ri 

2S25 ) 
L83LA 
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in the En~int-t>ring Dt'pnrtnt('nt and 10 Indian apprt>ntiees in th~ Locul 
Traffic Ser.ricc. · 

(r) Gnvt'rnmenr have not the information in re~pet't ot C!ompnnit•~ot 
lines. I place (In the tabl~ a statt-meut 11howi11g the propot·tion on ~tuttl 
Railways. 

llepal'tn;ent, 
Proportion l'roport.ion 
rtwruited in ft!l'fllittJll in 
E•ltO!lll, lndin, 

Agency 82 18 

l":ngineering .. 61 31l 

Ttaffio 26 H 

Locomotive .. ) . 79 21 

C.1.rriage and Wagon '75 25 

Ftorelll .. i• 4 96 

Other Departments (Signnlling1 C'oal, Electr:lrnl, etc,) 41 53 

( d \ :!\o, it is not a fact. Fm im•tance, of the six selected recently 
for uppointmt'nt as apprentice Assistant Traffic Superintendents on State 
Railwuys, 3 had gained some practical experience in the United Kingtlom 
and 3 were edncated and brought up in India and will be trained here. 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao : Will the Honourable Mem· 
.ber. be pleased to call for information from Company worked lines in 
regard to parts (b) and (c) 7 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : That is a matter which is primarily the con
cern of the Company administrations. I will, however, make inquirit>.~ 
and furnish the Honourable Member with the information. 

REMOtAr, oF THE DtTY oN SuLPHUR. 

1198. •Sir Purshotamdas Thakurdas : ·With reference to the inquiry 
made by the Tariff Board, regarding the removal of the duty on :Sulphur, 
will Government be pleased to state the gist of the Tariff Doard ·~ Report 

, on same, and further put a copy of the Report in the Ac;::rmbly Library 7 
The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : The Tariff Boartl has recom

mended that the import duty on all kinds of Sulphur should be remove1 
Copies of the report have been placed in the Assembly Library . 

. Copies have also been distributed to 1\fembers. 

:DISSATISFACTION WITH THE !NCOME..'J'AX ADMINISTRATION IN THE PuNJAB. 

·11~)9. 1Lala. Duni Chand : (a) Are Government aware of the 
rapidly growing feeling of extreme dissatisfaction with the Income-tax 
.administrdtion in the Punjab. f 

(b) Is it a fad that the aggrieved persons in Amritsar, Sialkot, 
A.mbala Cantonment anJ several other plaers in the Punjab have made 
serious allegations against the Income-tax Officers and the general a<1-
miuistration of the Income-tax Department 1 

I 
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(c) Do the Government propose to appoint a Committee: of really 
independent men to inquire into the allegations of the public .aga~ 
the Income-tax admini~:~tration r 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett: (a), (b). The Government havp 
recently seen in the 14 Tribune " a letter complaining against the ad
ministration of the income-tax in Sialkote, andalso a letter r~plying to 
the attack on the Department. In the. former letter certain, inaccurate 
figures were given. · · · · . . . . . . ,, 

The First Member of the Central Board of Revenue recentlY' visited 
Amritsar and Lahore and received representative deputations of ta~ 
payers at those places .. lie was unable to· receive a; deputation. a:t 
Ambala owing to the l)hortnel!s of his stay. . · · · . ·. · . 

The deputations at Amritsar and Lahore mentioned severai respects 
in which they considered the administration of the Act defective. Soma 
of the defects mentioned were due to the .fact that the. Department was 
in its infancy and either have been or are being removed,. · In regard 
to other matters, the Board has ~'!sued instructions that··should safe
guard the interests of the tax-payer and of the. Government, and these 
were explained to the deputations who appeared to a_ppreciate them. 
At Lahore the deputation said that they could ad.duce proof of corrup.-. 
tion in the Department and were invited to do so before the Commis· 
~;ioner of Income-tax. . The deputations expressed entire confidence i~ 
the Commissioner. · · . · 

The Oovcn1mcnt have no reason to believe that .there is any justift· 
able ~round for widespread dissatisfaction with. the working of thtl 
Act in the Punjab. So far as the assessments may. be· defective, th~ 
Mame lic~t mainly at the door of the assessees. In the 'towns ·of Sialkote, 
Lahore, Amritsar and Ambala, forms of return were issued in 1923-24 
to 10.9~2 peri!ODS (including officials and otht:'l'S taxed Oll salaries) bu~ 
only G,09l or about 55 per cent. made returns, and in these four important 
towns including some of the principal places of business in the Punja~ 
only 721 persons in all (excluding person.<; assessed ·On salaries) returnee! 
a taxable income, The number of asscRsces· who produced accounts 
W8Jil al~o Ycry small. In Lahore, for example, less than half· of' those 
who made returns did so. While such a state of affairs continues, it 
is idle for a11seRsees who furnish the Department with no materials and 
do not discharge their statutory obligations, to blame the Department for 
any defects in the assessments. Glaring cases of attempted evasion have 
lllllo come to light. In ~ialkote some. were conclusively proved from 
the asseAAees' own books. So far from the working of the Department 
being oppressive, great leniency has been displayed in refraining from 
prosecuting persons who have not fulfilled their obligations under the 
Act and who have been guilty of deliberate fraud. Evidence of the 
fact that the Department endeavours to do justice is to be found in 
the large number of persons previously assessed who were declared 
not liable in 1923·2-t. These amounted to nearly 900 in the four, town4i 
already mentioned. 

(c) The question does not arise. 

ALLEOATtr•SS AOAIXST THE STATIO:s' MASTER OF KASUR. 

]~00. 'Lala Duni Chand: (a) Are Government aware that the 
pnhlie of Kasur, IJabore District, hare been .collit;mtly complaining against 
the local Station M8.liter f · 
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· (b) Is it also a fact that persons aggrieved by the doings of the sai•l 
Station Master have been d~manding full inquiry into his eonduct t 

(&) Do the Government propose to institute regular inquiry into 
these complaints r 

(d) Is it a fact that the prf·llent Station Master of Kasur (North
Western Hailway) has been officiating in the Spt>cial Class since 1919, 
whereas about twenty station masters, who are his seniors on the list, 
are still serving in C Class Y 

(e)Is it also a fact that recently~ as a result of rctnmchnwnt in the 
Railway establishment, S. Mihan Singh and L. Nanak Chand, permanent 
Special Class Station Masters, have been reverted to C Class, while the 
present Station Master of Kasur, who is still officiating in the Special 
Class, has not been reverted I . 

(/) I! the reply to (d) and (e) be in the affirmative, are the Gov~rn~ 
JD.ent prepared to take any action in the matter Y 

Mr. 0. D. M. Kindley : (a) No. 
(b) Not so far as Government are awafe. 
(c) In view of the replies to (a) and (b) above, Government are 

not prepared ta institute any inqttiry in the matter. · 
(d) It is a fact that the Station ~iastel' has been officiating in th6 

Special Class since· 1919, but it is not a tact that there are 20 8tation 
l!asters in class " C " senior to him. There are 11. 

(e) The two men mentioned who "·ere reverted due to retrenchment 
were put in the Special Class years after the Station ~laster, Kasnr, 
and being the last to be put in were the first to be reverted on retrench-
ment. · 

(/) It is necessary to explain that the appointments to the Special 
Class are made by selection and no.t entirely by seniority. In the cir. 
cumstances, the Government are not prepared to take any action in th·l 
~atter. 

Lala Dum Chand : Will the Government be pleased to say if they 
have received a telegram from the people of Kasur protesting against 
the doings of the Station Master at Kasur and asking for his transfer 1 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I have received a telegram, but the purport 
of it is not that mentioned by the Honourable Member. The purport 
of this telegram, if I may take up the time of the House for a moment, 
is this. .At a huge public meeting two resolutions were passed. Thi"l 
:public meeting of the citizens, tax-payers, merchants and gentry of 
Kasur without any religious or communal eontroversy unanimously 
record their regret at the questions being asked and given notice of 
in the Legislative Assembly by Lala Dunichand regarding the Station 
Master, .Kasur. The . publie of Kasur has never had any complaints 
against the said Station Master, and if there were any, it may be on 
personal grounds. That in the opinion of this meeting it is essential 
to resolve that since the appointment of the present Station Mastet·, 
the management, cleanliness and general appearance of the station has 
greatly improvP~ anrl bi'l treatment of the general public is excellent. 

Lala Duni Chand : Have the Government received a telegram from 
Mr. Govind Das a.1o Chairman of a public meeting at Kasur 7 The tele
gram that ~as jm!l. rejl.d. ~ut by the Honourable Member is a bogtu 
1~leiram. · . ·· 
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Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: I am not aware whether. my office has 
received another telegram, which perhaps also is a bogus one. 

Lala Duni Chand : Another supplementar)'' question, Sir. ··. Is. it not 
within the knowledge of Government that for more than a year the 
people of Kasur have been making representations against the Station 
Master repeatedly to the authorities Y 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: No, Sir, it is not a fact. 

UNDESmABLE SURROUNDINGS OF THE AMBALA CITY POST OFFICE. 

1'301. •LaJ.a. Duni Chand : (a) Are Government aware that th& 
Ambala City Po!lt Office is situated in a part of the town where prostitutes 
live, and is it also a fact that the Post Office building is on three sides sur
rounded by hotlbes of prostitutes and a liquor shop f 

(b) U the reply to part (a) of the question be in the affirmative, 
do tl1e Government propose to shift· the Post Office from such undesir-. 
able and demoralizing surroundings to a better and more Jecent place, 
in tlJe town f · 

Mr. H. A. SaJDJ : It is understood to be the case that some of the
houses in the vicinity of the Ambala City Post Office are occupied by 
prostitutes, and there is certainly a liquor shop, but the Post Office itself 
IS situated in an inner courtyard surrounded by brick walls on two sides. 
and communicating by a g!!-teway into the street on the third. The, 
po!!ition of the Post Office is central and convenient, and Governmen~ 
do not propose to move it. 

ALLEoED ILL-TREATMENT or AN INDIAN RAILWAY PAssENGER BY SoLDIERS, 

1202. 1Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : (a) Has the attention 
t~f Government been drawn to the letter-published in the Forward of the 
2nd May, 1924, page 5, under the heading " Ungallant conduct of 
Soldiers. li!dian ill-treated. Won't allow seat in Railway compart... 
mcnt" I · 

to. 

(b) If so, will the Government please state : 
(i) Whether the statements therein made are correct Y 

( ii) If correct, what steps haYe Government taken to l'eclrE>ss th& 
wrong complained of f 

Mr. H. :&. Pate : (a) Government have seen the letter referred; 

(b) ( i) and ( ii). The attention of the Honourable Member is invite<l 
to the replies given on the 2nd June to previous questions on this sub
ject. As stated therein, the matter is under investigation, and the action 
to be taken against the individuals concerned will depend on the resUlt 
of the investigation. 

ANNUAL REQUIREMENTS or GovERNMENT AND ANNUAL OuTPUT OF THE TAT4 
IRON AND STEEL COMPANY OF CERTAIN CLASSES OF STEEL PRODUCTS. 

12o3. 'Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan: Will the Government 
be pleased to state- · 

(a} The average 'annual requirements of the Government of India 
and (b) the average annual output of the Tata Iron and 
Steel Comr,anya of the following materials : '· 

1. Steel, structural ~>baped, i.e., beams, angles, channels, etc., 
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2. Common merchant bars, and rods, and light rail~ under thirty 
pounds, 

a. Galvanised sheets, 
4. Wrought iron, angles, channels. 
5. Common bars f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: It would not bu 
possible to give even an approximate figure in reply to part (a) of the 
Honourable Member's question without an inquiry from a very large 
number of purcha~ing department!'! and officers which would ,nvolvo 
~reat labour. I am informed however that a very rough estimate of 
the requirements of the Indian Railways in 192!-2j under the first 
three sub-heads of the question is as follows : 

Beams, Angles, etc. 
Merchant Bars, ete, 
Galvanised sheets 

11,900 tons. 
14,300 tons. 

3,000 tons. 
As ref?ards part (b), the Honourable :Member's attention is invited 

to paragraph 15 of the First Report of the Indian Tariff Board. 

FoREIGN CoMPETITION WITH THE INDIAN STEEL INDUSTRY. 

1204, •K.ban Bahadur Sa.rfaraz Hussain Khan : Will the Government 
be pleased to state : 

(a) Whether competiti~n with the Indian Steel Industry comes 
chiefly from England and Belgium T 

(b) The average annual products of steel imported to Inuia from 
England and Belgium respectively 7 · 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes: (a) The two chief countrieli 
from which steel is imported into India are the United Kingdom afl!l 
Belgium. Imports from other countries, notably Germany, Ii,rance and 
the United States, are also considerable. The attention of the Honour
able Member is invited to paragraph 34 of the First Report of the Tariff' 
Board. 

(b) The annual values of imports of goods classed under the Tariff 
headings " Iron or Steel 11 and " Steel " are, roughly, from the United 
Kingdom 10 crores, from Belgium somewhat over 3 crores. 

THE PENINSL'LAR LocoMOTIVE CoMPANY, LIMITED. 

1205. 'Khan Bahadur Sa.rfaraz Hussain Khan : Will the Government 
be pleased to state : 

(a) If it is a fact that the Peninsular Locomotive Company, 
Limited, was incorporated in India on the 6th December 
19217 

(b) If it is, whether it has commenced operations 7 
(c) U it has not, what are the reasons, why it has not commenced 

operations 7 
The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : (a) Yes, but it went into 

liquidation on the 11th December 1922 and was re-registered on the 29th 
Javuary 1923. 
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(~) and f c). The attention of the Honourable Member is directed to
page 169 of the Tarilf Board's Report on Steel, which gives the informa~ 
tion required. 

CA..~E or na. JIWAN LA.t. LATE SUB-.AssiS'l'AN'.t' SrRGEON. 
1206. *Mr. Chama.n La1: (a) Is it a fact that Dr. Jiwan La~ Sub· 

Assistant Surgeon, while on military dnty in Bushire, Persian Gulf, 
\\'as Rentenced to 5 years' imprisonment for alleged atrempt to seduce 
Jlis Majesty 'a troops f · 

(b) Are the Government prepared to reconsider his case f 
(c) Is it a fact that this gentleman is being treated as an ordinary 

criminal in Thana Jail t 
(d) Are the Government prepared to pass orders inuuediately f(lr 

treating Dr. Jiwan Lal as a political prisoner and not as an ordinary 
eriminal f 

lf£1'. 1t R. Pate : (a) Ex-Sub-Assistant Surgeon Jiwan Lal was sen
tenced to five years' rigorous imprisonment 'for (i) gross insubordination 
to his superior officer and (li) an act prejudicial to good order and. 
military discipline. 

(b) The ease has already been reconsidered on three occasion.'!. On 
•aeh occasion it was decided that the orders passed should stand, and 
Government are not prepared now to re-open the case. 

(c) E e-~ll.b-Assistant Surgeon Jiwan L8.1 ·was transferred from the 
.Thana Special Prison to the Yeravda Central Prison on the 4th May 
1923 and is being treated as an ordinary prisoner. 

(d) Government are not prepared to issue orders of the kind sug
gE-sted. 

Orn:H PoLicY or ·THE GorERNMENT OP INDu. 

1207. •Mr. C. Duraiswam.i Aiyangar: (a) Has the attent.io'!l of the 
t.o'rel-nment been drawn to an article in the Hindu dated 30th At•rill924 
from the pen of Mr. C. F. Andrews on opium and the League of .Klttions f 

(b) Is it a fact that Mr. John Campbell stated before the Leagul! 
of Nations at Geneva that " even the most ardent opponents of the 
Government of India including Mr. Gandhi have never brought anr 
~eproach against its opium policy " ! 

(c) Are the Government aware that Mahatma Gandhi has condemned 
the opium policy of the Government in unmistakable terms f 

(d) Are the Gofernment aware that the late Mr. Gokhale condemned in 
~,·eral of his Budget speeches the opium revenue policy of the Government 
of India f 

(e) If the answer to qut>-;tions {r) and (d) be in the atli."DlAtive, 
are the Government prepared to call for an explanation from 
llr. John Campbell as to why be made the statement reierred to in 
(b) before the League of Nations f 

Tbe Honoun.ble Sir Basil Blackett :·(a) The answer is ni the ·affir· 
matirP. 

· (b) The PI'Oeef'dings of the League of Nations do not disclose that 
•ny such statement was made by• Mr. Campbell before the League. 

Parts (c), (d) and (e) do notarise.•· 
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:Mr. C. Duraiswami Aiyangar : May I know if the delegates to the 
League of ~ations are gin•n mstruetions hy the Governmt•nt of India 
a~ regard~ what they shoulJ say about the Opium policy of tho Govern
nH•nt of India T 

The Honourable Sir !asil Blackett : Natu11ally gent!ral instruction~ 
flte given. · 

DEPARTMENTAL CoMMITTEE ON 'rilE WoRKING OF TliE nEFORMS. 

tl2U8. •Mr. A. Jinnah : (a) Will the Government be pleased to state 
whdher any non-official opinion or views are going to be ~ought. b,v the 
D\'partmental Committee appointed by Government to inquirtl in1o the 
\\or king of the reform~ 7 

(b) Will the Hovernment be pleased to state th9 appto:drnate date 
when the Committee is likely to conclude its inquiry and mak\i it.~ report f 
· {c) Will the Government be pleased to state whether, before the repor\ 

of the Committee is sent to the Secretary of State for India, any and what 
steps are going to be taken by Government to establish effectual or any 
consultation with {a) the Non-official MemMrs of the Assembly, (b) the 
representatives of the people, 1111d (c) public bodies and ailsOciations f 

PROPOSED AMENDMENT OF THE GoVERNMENT OF INDIA Ac•r, 1919. 

1209. •Mr. M. A. J,innab : Will the Government be pleased to state ! 
(a) What ste~s and methods are goin~r to be adopted by Govern

ment to establish effectual consultation with the non-official 
representative opmions in tha country regarding the pro• 
posed amendment of the Constitution of the Uorernn1ent 
.of India Act of 1919 as declared by the Secretary of State 
and the Under Secretary of State for India recently in Par• 
liament Y 

(b) If any step is going to be taken when the same will be put into 
operation T 

The Monoura.ble Sit Alexander :Muddin1an : May I answer question~ 
Nos. 1208 and 1209 together T 

I have nothing to add to the information contained irl the Com~ 
muniques issued on the 16th and 23rd May, cdlpies of which have already 
been placed on the table, in reply to Mr. Rangaswami Iyengar's unstarred 
question No. 262, dated the 27th May 1924. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : May I ask if the Honourable Member will b~ 
able to inform the House as to whether the Committee which is now 
appointed will go to different pa.rts of India and take evidence from 
representative men Y 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : That, I think, Sir, was 
not the intention. I would be prepared to receive any representation 
that. would be made to us here and if necessary to take oral evidencs 
from any of those who have submitted documents, if the Committee 
thinks fit ; it will rest with the Committee. 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : 1\lay I take it, Sir, that this Committee 
'Will proceed to examine witneslles up here when it is set up 1 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: Written representations 
will be received in the first place and, if, in the opinion o'f1 the Co.mmittee, 

t For Answer to thie question-lei the Answer below Questioa No. 1209, 
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it is deMirable to (lbtain further in!orniation than that contained lri. the 
atatement3, it \\'ill be done. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : 1\Iay I know, Sir, why this House was not asked to 
aclect the pel'l!Onnel of the Committee f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I am unable to give the 
Jlonourable .Member any inlormation on that point. 

· OuAiws A~l> DaiVERs ON THE NoRTH-WESTERN: RAILWAY. 

1210. •Mr. Harchandrai Vishindas: (a) Will Government bt 
plt>ai>ed to state whether there is any fixed number of years after which a 
J!'Uarl'l of A Class on the North-Western Railway is promoted to B ClaSii 
and from B to C Class f 
. (b) Can a driver on the same Railway who ha$ drawn speeial grade 
ra.r for three years be reduced by being deprived of the special grade r 

Mr. C. l). M. Hindley : (a) 'l'he reply is ~ the negative. . 
(b)Yes. . 

AIIOUNT OP PREMU PAID BY CERTAIN GoVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS, ETC.1 FOR 
· FJRE, MAB.INE AND MoTo& INsuRANCES. 

· 1211. •Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta. : Will Government be pleased to 
at ate what a.ruount:i of pr11mia for Fire, Marine and Motor. Insurances 
lt'l'llrately, were. paid during the official . year ended 31st March 1923. 
by the following Departments out of the revenues of India : 

· (1) Arm'y Department, 
(2) Jlome Department, 
(3) Finance Department, 
( 4) Commerce Department, 
( .) ) Industries Dep!lrtmen t, 
(6) Education, Health and Lands Departme»t, 
(7) By the Secretary o,f State for India in Cow1cil, 
(8) By the High Commissioner for India, · 

tlld the amount under each head that was paid to - • 
(a) Insurance Companies incorporated in India, 
(b) Insu::-ance Companies incorporated outside India. 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : The information asked for i1 
being collected, lllld will be furnished to the llonourable Member when 
ready. 

!.u.EG.ED ASSAL"LT BY SoLDIER ON PARSJ PASSENGER AT THE KARACHI CAN· 
TONMENT R.liLWAY STATION, 

1212. •Mr. W. M. Hussanally: (~) Ha$ the attention of the Oo\(~rnment 
Leen drawn to the recent incident at the Karachi Cantonment Railway 
t::itation when a re<Jpectable Parsi passenger was assaulted by a European 
(If the Royal Air Foree f 

(b) lias any inquiry been held by the Military authorities in the 
matter f · · · 

(c) U so, with what result f 
(d) Does courtefo/ and ci\·ility to Indians form part of military 

training or dif;cipline for European soldiers f 
).JI:JJ..A. • 
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Mr; H. R. Pate: (u), (b) 11ml (c). The nttt>ntion or the llonnunthl., 
:M~mbcr il:! imitcd to the rrply giwn on the 2ml June to (.Jul'stiou No. 11:>!1. 

( il) Y ~. I "·oultl invite th~> ath·ntion of the Honourable MrmbPr t\l 

:part ( ;n of the r('ply given on the 27th March 19:.!2 to Question No. 308. · 

RACIAL DISTINCTIONS ON INDIAN RAILWUS ilETWEEN EtrROI'I::AN AND 
bou~ EMM.OYEES. 

1213. •Mr. W. 1\1. Hussanall,y : (a) Is it a tac• as stat•~d by the 
11 NOJ·th-Westerri Railway t'nion Weekly." recently that rucinl distinc· 
tinns are maintained on Indian Railways between European and. J\nglo· 
Indian employees on the one hand and lmlians on the other f : 

(b) If yes, ·what are these and why are they being maintaincu f 
(c) Is it a fact that such distinctions exist in salaries, wti'fm·ms aml 

resitlential quarters and house allowances between ofJcers of tne 1ame 
gt·ade 1 

Mr. C. D. ~t. Hindley : (a), (b) and (c). Government has not Reen 
the article refcnrxl to. So far all salarie~ and allowances are concerrll'd 
the- Honourable Member is referred to the rt>plyt given to Lala Uirdharl 
Lal Agarwnla in !'e:ipect to :a ~;imilar question on 6th ~eptcmbcr 1922. 

In resprt~t to the o1her matters such as uniform~. etc., arrangctmmh 
are left to discretion of local authorities and such distinctions as do exist 
a1·e presumably iu c4ln~hlcratwn of Indian p1·eference for their own stylt~ 
of dress, etc. 

SALARIES OF Et:ROPEAN AND lsOIAN DRIVERS ON RAILWAYS. 

1214. •Mr. W. M. Hussanally : (a) Is it a fac+ that European drivPrs 
ilraw a much larger salary a.s such thru• their Indian comradl!s n! similar 
rank and doing the same kind of duty f 

(b) If so, "·hy ' . 
(c) Is it a fact that these European drivers besides drawing larger 

M1:nles, draw double duty allowance for working the!r engines o.c ~nndays, 
while their India.n colleag-ueil get none either on Sundny or on their owu 
Sabbath 1 

( ll) If so, why 7 
Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) ~md (1J). So far as State flnilways are 

concerned the statf'JJH'l1t is only partially trne. On the North-Western 
Hailway awl Owlh and Tiohilkhar.d Railway there is no distinction what· 
ever in respect to nationality and Indians who are qualified are eligibh~ 
for the highclit scale ()f Jlay. 

Owin~ to certain Jocal conditions this is not the case on the Eastern 
Bengal Ratlway but s1.tps are being taken to try and remove the difficul· 
ties and apply the same principle as exists on the North-Western aitu the 
Oudh and Rohilkh:mJ Ra~lways. 

(c) and (d). European dri,·enJ draw extra pay if required to work 
on Sundays and Christian holi;1,:ys. Muhammadan and Hindu dl'ivPr:i 
tf'ceive .:xtra pay if called upon tr) work on Muhammadan and Hindu holi· 
days, respectively. 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru: Will the Ibnourable Member tell us ·what he 
f1:e:l!1s hy the !-lpeeialloeal t'mrlitio11S nn the Eastern Beng-al Hailway f 
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Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The local conditions to which I r~ferred, Sil•, 
in regard to the EasLern Benfl'al Railway are that, rWlning into Calcutta in 
c:lt>iie proximity with the Ea>.~tern Bengal Railway are two other Railway::; 
on which certain c•mditions with regard to })ay and service obtain and it 
ha.~~ been found nete.ssary in the past on the Eastern Bengal Railway to 
kPep in uniformity to some extent with those Railways. 'fhe matter, 
·however, is under .inquiry and 1 will see what can be done about jt. 

CnABGE ALLOWANCES or ErB.OPEAN tND .ANow-bmrAN. STATION. MASTERs. 

1215. •Mr. W. M. Hussanally : (a) Is it a fact that European and 
.Anglo-Indian Station :Mastt>rs get a charge allowance for holding charge 

:of particular stations while Indian Station Masters get none f 
(b) If so, why f 
Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (o) and (b). On State Railways charge al!ow

·anees are 1181lCtioncJ for certain stations and are allowed to any Station 
MasterA holding charge at tlu•~;e stations irrespective of nationality, and 
Imliaus are actually drawing the allowance at the present time .. 

l!OUSE RENT A.u.oWA.NCD:! OF EUROPEAN, ANGLO-I:I>."DIAN AND INDIA.~ .RAIL
WAY EMPLOYEES. 

1216. 'Mr. W. M. Hus~anally: Is it a fact that the minimum house 
rent a Europf'an or Al!glo-Indian I"f<ilway employt>e f,!ets is Rs. 2:l what
.ever his rank ; while that for an Indian is Rs. 7-S..O under siinilar cir-
t•um . .;tances ! If 110, why f · 1 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : N"o. The general rule on State Raih~ri)·,s is as 
follows :- · · · · 
· " Whl'n railway quarters ronnot be provit'lt>d for on employe who is t>ntitled to 
ft ~ quarters untlt>r the ruh.•a, it ie left to the diseretion of the Agt•nt t& 81Ul~tion thd 
grant of a bonae nllowaaee ia lieu of frPe IJUnrtera a~ording to the follo'!ing !!fnles.: 

Employee whose pa1 it Ra. 60 or upwards .. Rs. 10. per1mensem. 
In•r.loyea whO!!(' pay it more thnu Rs. 20 but Rs. 5 per meHsl'lm••. 

kss thna Rs. 60. · 
Jn BpHial talll'll "b"re thfl l":ltt'fl are ronsidercd inadcqllllte the Agent mny increase the 
rnll'l up to a maximum of 50 pur etnt." . '. . 

rhe Honourable :Membt'r will Rl't' that the rule makes no disti~1ction 
bt>IWei'D European, Anglo-Indian and lwlian emJ>loyees .. 

MOTOR CARS or Er&oPE..4.N R.uLWAY E~PLOYEES. 

1217. 'Mr. W. M. Hussanally : (a) Is it a fact )hat some European 
rmployl't>S whether they have local travellin~ at the statio~'! tf) which thev 
ue postl'd or not, are allowed to have motor. cars at railway expense ·r 
lt ~o, why t 

(b) Is it a fact that whl'n thl'se mot.ol"i go o~t of order tht>y are carried 
at railway expense to Lahore or other stations where there are railway 
workshop!i and there repaired at railway expense ! 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Railway employees are subjt'et. to the dE"r>i· 
sion as rt>gards the provision of motor cars at Government expense which 
'\\·aa arrived at by the Government of India in 19U. This decision doc:J 
not permit of cars being provided at Railway expense excrpt in very special 
t'll.l!es. Since the d'.!cision was arrivl'd at in 1914, no motor cars have 
he«-n provided at the expense o£ a Railway for the use of their employeeR. 
The rl'ply to the fii'Mt pat·t of the Honourable MernlH'r'~; question i~, there· 
fore, in the negative, and the ~econd part of his. q~e~ttion .. doe:j not nis.e. 
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ErRort.\N!!, .A~oLo-lNDIANS AND INDIAN:; llOLDit\G StTERIOR Po11TS ON RArt.. 
WAYS, 

1218. •Mr. W. M. Hussanally: (a) Wl1en was the Indian recruitment 
of A. T. S. first commenced on Indian Railways f 

(b) How many such Indians have been taken on by now t 
(c) llow many of the~ Indians han ri::;en to hold charge of Diiitricta 

by now t 
(d) How many to poRts supt>rior to that of D. T. S. t 
(e) lias such recruitment of Indians been e1tended to otbt>r depart· 

mt>nts of the Uailway Adminh;tration f 
(f) Will Government please lay on the table a statement showing 

Europeans, Anglo-Indians and Indians separately on Indian Railways 
holding superior posts T 

Mr. C. D.l\1. Hindley: (a) Direct recruitment on State Railways com
menced in 1909 although Indians had previously be{'n appointed u~o~ 
Assistant Traffic Snperintendents by promotion from the subordinate ranks. 
As regards the Companies' Railways, Government have no precise iufol'In· 
ation. 

(b), (c) and (d). The information relating to State Railways will 
be found in the Classified List of Railway Establishment which is in the 
Members' Library. 

(e) Yes. In this connection I would refer the Honourable Member to 
·the reply given by m.e to Diwan Hahadur M. Ramachandra Uao this 
nlOrniJ1g. The Engineering Department in particular has been l'ecruited 
by Indians from loeal colleges for many years. 

(f) The infornation was given in Annexure A to the Explanatory 
l\Iemorandum on the Railway Budget for 1924-25. 

·. Mr. W. 14. Hussa.na.lly : Will the llonourable Member be pleased to 
give the _information fo1· the Compan~ -managed Railways also t 

Mr: c: D. M. Hindley: Does the Honourable Member refer to the infor. 
mation asked for in part (a) of his anestion f I can obtain that informa
tion, Sir, certainly. I will let the Honourable Member have it. 

INDIANS HOLDING PosTS 01' HIGliER GRADES ON THE RAILWAYS. 

1219. •Mr. W. M. Hussanally : (a) Will Government be pleased to stat~ 
bow many posts of higher grades in Railway service have been given to 
Indians as a result of the actio.n taken by the Government on the Ue~mln· 
tion of the Honourable Mr. V. G. Kale in the Council of State on the 22ud 
February 1922 f 

(b) Will Government supply the above information. in a tabular 
form showing the designations of the posts and the amounts of salaries f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) 28 posts in the superior State Railway 
st>rvice have been filled by Inuians since the Honourable Mr. Kale'11 Resolu· 
tion was pas!led in the Council of State in February 1922. Particularil i<..r 
Companies' lines aH! not available. 

(b) The details asked for in respect of the appointmt>nts r~ferrecl to in 
(a) are furni~hed in the statemt>ut which I lay on the table. 

Engineel"ittg Department. 

6 A~~istnnt Fr.<t><•utive Engiueers 
8 Assist:tnt EngitMh:!rs · •• 

Par. ·ns. 
300-1,300 
250-750 
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Trafjfc Department. 

5 Aoistant Traffic Superintendents 
a Appnntiee Traffie "Superintendents 

Locomoti11e Departme11t. 
1 A88istant LIK'o. Superintenrleut . • • 
1 Aoistant Loco. Superintendent, temporary 

Store• Department. 
1 Aoistant Stores Officer, temporary 

AgttiCJI Dcz1artment. 
a -compilation Officers for t:itatistics : 

1ts. 

M0-7ii0 
200-750 

425-1,375 
375 

350 

~00-800 

2537 

0VERBRIDOE AT TilE CLIFTON AND THE DEVON VILLA CROSSINGS A': KARACHr; 

lt'X'. "·Mr. W. M. Hussanally: (a) When was tl1e question of an 
ove1·bridg~ on the Clifton Crossing and Devon Villa Crossing at K:u·al·hi 
fil'l't utout•:d f 

(b) Why hare these bridges not been taken in hand up-to-date t 
(c) "\\'hen do the Government expect to take these brid~es in hand 

1md when to complete them f . · . _ , . , 
(d) Are Government aware that the non-construction of these bridges 

!11 causing a good deal of detention to vehicular and pedestrian traffic at 
tl•t'iie points, and that the public and the :Municipality. have often made 
complaints in the Press regarding this matter ! · · . 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a), (b), (c) and (d). As regards an over
bridge at the Clifton Crossing I would invite the attention of the Honourable 
lfember tu my rrply to a similat' (~uebtion No. 1171, put in thi:4 Honse by 
Mr. llarchandrai Vi~indas a day or two ago. There is no _l;roposal at 
present to build an overbridge at the Devon Villa Crossing. · 

Mr. W. M. Hussanally : This dors not answer the first part of my ques.: 
tion. When did this question come up for the first time t · · 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I am afraid I canllQt tell the Honourable. 
Member. ' 

Mr. W. M. ·Hussa.nally : I can tell you. Nearly a quarter of a century 
ago. 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : If the Honourable Member is in possession of. 
the information, I do not know why he asked me. 

Mr. W. M. Hussa.nally: Because I wished to know exactly. 

ERECTION OF SHEDS ON THE PLATFORMS AT KoTRI STATION. 

1221. *Mr. W. M. Hussanally: (a) Are Government aware that Kvtli 
station is a large junction in Sind on the North-Western Railway f · 

(b) Are Government aware that no shed exists at any of the platforms 
at thi:i station f . 

(c) Are Government aware that trains arriving at this station makt 
a long halt at this station, and passengers frequently have to ·change 
trains f 
· (d) Are Government aware that the travelling public have from 
time to time complained of the inconvenience f 

(t) Do Government propose to erect sheds o~ this station; if so,· 
when t 
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Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a), (b) anJ (c). The rt>plie.~ arc in the 
affirmative. 

(d) 'rhe .Agt>r1t, North-We:-Jtern Railway, rt~ports that a complaint has 
been received only recently. · 

(e) Since waiting rooms anJ a large waiting hall exist at Kotri, Gov
ernment tlo not propooe to ()rder thr. erection of aduitional sht!lter ou the 
platforms at present. 

Rt'N.NINo oF~ LATE Nrom• TRAI!I.' l'ROM 1IrDF.RABAD To 1Curm. 
1222. •Mr. W. M.· Hussa.nally: (a) Are Government aware that the 

passenger train that foHows the Punjab Mail iuto Karachi at noon i~ 
usually about half empty f 

(b) Are Government. aware that this train earrirs few, if any, pn..,sen· 
gers for Karachi from llyderabad (Sind) onward~ f · 

(c) Are Government aware t:hat Ilyderabad people have desired that 
thjs train be ended at llyderabad or Kotri ; ·and instead an evening or 
late night train be run from Ilyderabad to Karachi which would suit 
equally the few unimportant stations on the way and ease the rush in the
Punjab Mail a$ well Y 

(d) Do Government propose to recommend the change above indicated: 
to the Railway administration f · 

. r.tr. C. D. lll. Hindley : {a) Government understand that the trai1.» 
1n question, No. 24 Down Passenger, is as a rule, wt•lb patronizrd. 
. (b) This train does not pass through llyderabad 1dation and is not 
therefore intended to serve the net'ds of the travelling public of that 
town. 

(c) No representation to this effect b::tiil been :eceived by the ·Rail
way Administration. .The Punjab M:uiJ train is. not, as. il rule, o'N' 
crowded. 

(d) Qtn·ernment understand tbt the change sn~gestecl would not 
suit the convenienee of the public now ming No. 24 Down Passenger amt 
in the circumstances Government do nf>t propose to take any action. 

,JAIL R£FORlr. 

. 1223. •r!r. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : (a) Ilu the attention of G~JVernment 
been drawn to the 3rd series of article under the heading '' .My jail expe
rienceiil" (sub--heading "some terrible results") written by Mr. M. K. 
Gandhi and published in " Young India " dated 1st of May 1924 f !Iaioio 
:any inquiry been made with ref~re11ee to the complaints against thl'!' 
present· administration of jails, contained in the aforesaid articie T If 
Dot, do Government propo.le to make any inquiry 1 · 

(f) Are Government aware thAt many of the recommendation, of 
the Jail Commission, published in 1921, have not yet been giY•m effect tat· 

(g) r' Government prOtpOSe to mftkc inquiries from the Local Govern
ments and to ascertain how and within ·what period it is proposed to give 
full effect to all the recommendations of the Jail Commissioner.!! f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : (a} I have seen the 
articles referred to but do not consider that it i~ necessary for the Gov. 
ernment of India to institute any inquirv in re!l'ard to the complnint.'J 
l'JlMle ther~iu. · . 
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(f) GoVl'l'llDll'nt have at present no information as to the extent to 
"ltich Local Go\'ernments have been nble to give effect to the recommenda
tions of the Jails Committee, 

(o) 00\·ernment do not think that any useful purpo~e would be served. 
by making the proposed inquiries from Local Governments. ' · · · : 

tala Duni Chand : Do not the Government think it worth while to 
institute an inquiry into an allegation that has been made by a gentleman. 
of Mahatma Gandhi's positwn I · · . . ' 

The Honourable Sir Al~xander Muddima:ii ! · t mi.1St 'Temind the 
Ilouourable Member that at pres~"11t u Jails " is a Provin~ial subject ami 
therefore thil! is n matter primarily for the Bombay Governrt!ent. 

Dr. H. S. Gour : 'Is the Honourable the Home l\Iember awate th:tt 
t :1ere has been a feeling in this House expressed in the form <;>f a .Resolu:-~ 
tion that the treatment of political pris.oners mu~t be very. different to 
the trt'atmeut of (JJ·dinary pt·i~ouers and as such do not the Government 
think it necessarY' to institute an inquiry with a view to allay the pub Iii} 
mmd regarding the allegations made abo1.1.t th.e m,altreatmep.t of. Mr. 
Oandhi in jail f · ... 

The Honourable Sir Aiexa:nder Muddiman ; ·I have already given al'lj· 
1111~wer to that question. · 

. ' ; ' • • ' ' ' . -. ~ ' • I ' . 

I>iwan Ba.hadur M. Ramachandra Rao : May I ask the Honourable. 
'!,ft'mber whether he would call for information from the Local Govern
ments as to the extent to which the recommendations of the Jail~ 
Commission have been given effect to 7 · 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I think that will have 
to be done later. I &In not prepared to give a promise that it will Le do11~ 
at once. I think it will have to be done later. · 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru: Will the Honourable the llome Member: 
briug this to the notice of the Bombay Government 1 

The Honourable Sir Alexand.e'r Muddiman : I will bring this question 
to the notice of the Bombay Governn,ent. · · · · · · · · . .' 

Mr. C. Dnraiswami Aiyangar : Is the Honourable the Home Member1 

aware that in the Delhi ses~ion a Rej:ulntion was passed by this Assembly 
that, whenever it is possible to get information from Locat Governments,~ 
11uch information should be sent for Md given to this ASsembly 1 · : 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddima.n: No. 
Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha: Have Government any information as to· 

l1o" far the recomruendations of th~ Jails Commission have been given 
e1reet to by the Local Governments 7 . ; 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I am not prepared to say 
that GovernmPnt hne no information. They probably have some infor· 
mation, but not complete infol'llUition. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Are Government aware that many of the· 
~Jocal Governments have so far effected no change in their Jails Codes even 
after the recommE>ndations of the J aib Commission were forwarded to them; 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: No, I am not aware of 
that. · 
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Dis~n88\t.or .M&. Su.'II.\ R\o1 A Pol:;TAL TELEGRAt·HI~T. 

1224. *Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : (a) Is it a tact. that one l\lr. Subha 
Rao, a servant in the postal d~partment, was di:,missed after 17 years of 
service on inter alia the following charges : . 

(i) 'contributing to the Tilak Swaraj Fund, 

( i') .Associating with Non-co-operators, 

(iii) Subscribing to Non-co-operation papers, and 

( iv) Wearing Khaddar t 

(b) Did Mr. Subha Rao memorialise Ilis Excellency the Viceroy and 
has his petititm been rejected I 

(d) In how many instances have Government Hl~rYants been punh;hed 
!or the chargt~ enumerated in (a) above f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: (a) and (b). The 
attention of the Honourable Member is drawn to the reply given to Que:.1· 
tion No. 1138, by Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh. 

(d) This is the only case that is known to have occurred in the Posts 
and Telegraphs Department, in which there has been a breach of the rele
vant provision in the Government Servants Conduct Rules. If the 
Honourable Member knows of any other specific cases and desires inquiry 
to be made in regard to them, the Government of India will be pleased to 
make such inquiry provided that the Government ~ervants were serving 
in a Department directly subordinate to the Government of India. 

Mr. A. Ra.ng!l.swami Iyengar : May I know, Sir whether there is 
anytldng specific in the Government Servants' Conduct Rules as to the 
extent to which public servants can eontribute to funds intended for 
public purposes, political or non~ political 7 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendr& Nath Mitl',l : A copy of the Gr,v. 
f'rnmtnt Servants' Conduct Ruies is in the Library and 1 leave it to the 
Honourable .Membl:'r to draw any conclusions he may want to tlraw after 
a pernsal of those Rules. 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao : May I ask the Honum·ahle 
Member whether there is anything in these Rules prohibiting a public 
servant from contributing to these funds 7 The Honourable Member 
is aw:tre of these Rules as much as any of us and we would like to have· 
a plain answer for the purpose of not misleading Government servants, 
who;may sometimes in ignorance contribute to these funds. 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendr& Nath Mitra : I would invite the 
Honourable Member's attention to Ruie 22 of the Government Servants' 
Conduct Ruies. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Is it a fact that there is absolutely nothing 
in the Government Servants' Conduct Rules which precludes public 
!ervants from contributing either to the Tilak Swaraj Fund or from 
putting on khaddar f 
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'l'be Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra.:- I would leave the 
IIonouraMe ~Iembl'r to read the particular rule of the Government 
&rvants' Coaduct Rules whicll I have quoted, and lo dra"· hls· own con
·clu,ioJJI .. 

Mr . .l. Rangaswami Iyengar : May I know, Sir, lf It is a questiott · 
()f interp"'tation whetbl'.t any particular subscri{ltion is a matt~ whick 
~omea within tht ter~u " taking pa:t or taking any interest ill a political 
Jlloveml.'nt n ' 

'J''he Honourable Sir '.Bhupend.ra Nath Mitra ~ Governme~t have ~o:n
tidered aU tl1t facts of the caseo and with due regard 'to the provisions 
vf th~o Government Servants' Conduct Rules have come to a certain 
(Jpinir·n. It is .open to t1e lloaonrable Member to Iorm lUs own <Jo:n-
d~~- -

.Pandit Bhamlal Nehru~ liay l know what that ophlion is, ·sir f 

The 'Honourable Jir :Bhupendra Nath Mitra :.The opinion is that 
t'his particular publie servant infring-ed the Govern1nent Servall.ts) Conduet 
nul"" and was liable to be panished under those Ru1es. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : Do I understand that this pubfi.c serva::r:tt was 
..:tealt with on the particular facts of his own case t 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nalh Mitra.~· ne was dealt with ott 
4lle !"Brticular facts or his OWD case. The full facts were ,Presented to 
tbe House a few days -ago, . . 

Mr • .l. la.ngaswami lyengar : Sir, I want a specific aliSWP-r to my 
qul'stion as to whether contribution to public funds of a political or semi~ 
Jwlitieal character constitute that taking '}>art in }lublic affairs which 
would bring the p11blic 'iervMI.t within the disciplinary .action lthieh has 
lleen .......... . 

Mr. President : Order, order. I think that question has befn suffi· 
-cientlv answered and the Honourable lieiQ.ber has been reterred to the· 
-copy ~f the Rules il.1 the Library. . . . 

Mr. A. langaswa.mi Iyen,ar : I desire to know what the Govern~ 
ment 's interpretation is. ~ 

Mr. Chaman tal ~ May I llsk the llonourable Member whether there 
is anything in these Rules which says that an offence is committed if 
a servant of the State subliCribea to what are knowa as non-co--operation 
}lapers I 

The Eonowable Sir '.Bbupendra Nath Mitra~ t am afraid I did 
not ratch the last part of the llonourable Member's question. I shall 
be ollliged if he will repeat it. 

Mr. Cham.an tal~ I draw the llonourable ~!ember's attention to 
part (iii) of the qnf:'stion-" Subscribing to non-co-operation papers." 
Is th:~t an offence 'Under the Rules I 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : No, that does not eoD..., 
1titute an offence under the Hules. 
LS~ 0 
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tala Duni Chand : noe'l the Wf'aring of khm7tl'tr amount to nn in· 
fringrmt>nt of any of the Rulf'~, anil if not, will the Umwnmrnt be 
pleasrd to issue ill'Structions to that eft'eet 7 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : The wenrin~ of khaddur 
by itself does not constitute an offence. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : May I ask the Ilonnnrnble 1\trmber whether 
" as.:;ncintion with non-eo-operators " constitutes an offence t 

The Honoura.ble Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : 1 ltaYe nlrt>ady 
an•m·~·r·ed the question and all I can aud is that taken by itsdf this mcty 
not a mount to an offence. · 

11r President : There have h(\en sufiici(lnt Rnppleml.'fltllry questions 
on this. 

CoMMITTEE ON CoNsTJTP1'tONAL REFORMS. 

1225. *ld:r. Devaki Prasad Sinha.: (a) Are fJnv .. rnrncnt prf'parcd to 
anD(\\lDCe the personnel of the official Committee on Constitutional u.•t'orm.-1 
appointed by tlw Government of India. in pursuance nf thP- nnnonnermr·nt 
:made by Sir :Ma.lcolm Hailey in thi:i Hon:>e on th•! 8th of February 192-1 7 
lf not, will Govctnment be pleased to state the reasons :tor not uoing HO 7 

(b) Is it proposed to n~sociate any non-offici.1l or some of the rx· 
ministers of the Provinces in this inquiry Y 

(c) What are the terms of reference of thi~ Committee antl w!•at is 
the procedure adopted by this CommHtee in the conduct of 1hi~ inquir/ '? 

(d) By what date is the result of this inquiry expected to be publiHhetl 
and at what stage do Government propose to inrHe tmblic criticl:ims on 
the report of this Committee 7 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: I have nothing to add to 
the information contained in the CommuniqnPs i11.<.Jued on the 16th and 
23rd .May, copies of which have ah,e:ady been placed on the table in ret•ly 
to ..Mr. Hangaswami Iyengar's unstarrcd que11tion No. 262, date•l tJH~ 
27th May 1924. 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar: May I know, Sir, if the report ot: 
the Official Committee, which it has been said has already been got ready, 
will be published for the information- of this House Y 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : A memorandum con· 
tainin~ the results of the Official Committee will be communicated to 
the ~ew Committee.. Whether it will be published I cannot say at 
presrnt. 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : Would it be placed at the disposal of 
:Members of this Assembly 1 · 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiinan: I will take time to con
Rider this. 

Mr. Dc·raki Pras::.d 31nha. : Will the repnrts received by the I-ocal 
Goven:mentg in t~nsw~:r to the question~ sent out by tlli'! Committee be 
also r·lac::d l>rfore the new Comr.1ittee tuat has Leen uppointeu 'l 
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The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I did not hear the 
IlonrjJrable lf(.'mber. Did he ask if the proposals of the Local Govern· 
ments will be placed befnre the Committee! 

Mr. Deva.ki Prasad Sinha : Will the replies received by the Local 
Cfflvernments in answer to the questionnaire sent by this Committee 
aL'Io be placed before the new Committee ! 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddlman : The Government of 
Jndi<l have asked the Local Governments for certain information, which 
1he House already knows and that information will be laid before the 
new Committee. 

COJUUTTEE APPOINTED BY THE BRITISH CABINET TO CONSID:CR INDIAN 
..:\.FFAIRS, 

1226. •Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha: (a) Have tho Government of India 
rt>ceived details of info:rmation rt>garding the Committee appointed Ly the 
Cabinet to consider Indian affairs, which formed the subject matter of a 
question asked l:y Dr. H. S. Gour on the lOth. ·)f 1\Jari!h 192! Y DiJ 
Gwrrnment receive any communication on this sub.iect after the tm:-:wcr to 
tl1e aforesaid G!Jr.s:tion was gh·en by Sir Malcolm Ilai!t•y r 
. (b) Who are the members or this Committee and what are. tho pur· 
roses and functions of this Committee f · 

(c) Has this Committee h1d any CQnsultation m· cot~muni.c:1tion wtllt 
any mrmhu of the Secretary of State's Council or any .uon-oi11cial publi~ 
tnen, or p11l,Jie ho<!ies t · 

(d) Arc Govermnrnt prepar~u to lay on tl1c table aU <'•)rrcspon!!i'l1c~ 
h<'fwecn the GllvPrnment of Indh and the SccrJtar;;• of State on this 

.tmbject f 

'I'he Honourable Sir Alexander Mnddimiln : The Cabinet Cvmmittee 
on Jndinn Affair_; is nne nf r.en:ral C:1l.Jinet Commiftee3 appolnl.c,l 
hy Ili11 Majesty's Government in acc.ordance with the recog· 
nisetl procrtlnrc to (leal with matters of current departmental administra- · 
finn. ~nch t'ommittrcs, for example,. have been appointed to deal with 
home afl'ai1~ nnt'mployment and housing. The compositiun of the.~c 
Committcr'J is confined to Members of the Cabinet with the occasional 
otl ltt.c inclusion of other :Ministers or official<;. The Membership is not 
dit~clr.sed unless for special reasons the Cabinet so directs. Their 
purposes and functions are to investi~ate and to keep in touch with 
development3 of th~ more. important sections of administrative problems 
snd liS occasion may require to report their conclusions to the Cabinet 
for final decision. The action taken by such Committees is for the 
n~sistnnce of the Cabinet alone and is not made public unless the Cabinet 
liO dL·ects afttr taking a final decision thereon. 

'Mr. Devaki Pmsad Sinha : Is it the Secretary crt: State for India 
who prfpart's the ngenda for the husin~r.s to be discussed by this Com· 
mitt"C or do the mt'mhcrs of the CommiitcE' hare a right independent or 
'the f.i'P.r<'tary of State to hring any subject bcfor'! them .for discussion 9 
Can 1he Honourable the Home Member give us any information in re· 
gard to that matter T 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I hn·e ~iY~>n the llouse 
a ''t'ry full answer in the matter, which i!1! clearly not within my cog-
nL;ance. I have no informatiO'l on the matter. . 
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.. lLu:orn AsSAULT nY DRlTl~R 8or.DIERS ON MR. R K. Smuu or K.\IUC'Hl. 

1227, *Mr. C. Dun.iswami Aiyangar: (a) 11as tho attC'Iltion ~t th~ 
Go,·ernmrnt been urnwn to an article in the ' s~rarajya ' ,latf'd tho !!ntl 
1\Iay l!l:!-.l, nnder the heading •• British SoiJim' lwt'fdyi~ arrll ... \-;su.ula 
ffD lndiau Passenger " f 

(b} Is it a fact tllat ~rr. :R. K. SicThvn, a citizm or Karachi, Wt\'\> 

assaulted by British solJ'iers in a railway train f 
(c) II a~ thP attention of the Govt-rnment l1e~n dl'awn to the report 

&f the same- iooiuent in tl:te u Sind Observer" amd too .. New Times" 1 
( cl) Will the Govtruruent he pleased to !!tatEr if any inqtrli1' Wa$ ever 

Jlltlde for the purpose of finding out the ot[enders and puni~Shing thm Y 
(e) Will the GoYernment be pleased to 11tatr to which ngimmC a11d to 

which rank the said sol(Trers belong- r 
(f) Will the Government be pleased to sbte w:hat steps llavr been 

1!11\cn anu orders passed to prevent such incidents recurring in !nture 7 
Mr. If. R. Pate : ( «) Government nave not R'een tin~ article referrerl 

fo by th£' IIononrable Member, but tl~t•y have seen lettm and e<YllJUlents 
on tlte incident, whieh I1avc- apptared in ot.li.er paper!f. 

(b), (d), (e), (f). The attention of the IIonomable Member i~ 
invitrd to the repT:v gfven this morningr to th~ question !111ked ty Khan 
:Baimdur Sarf'araz Hussain Khan, No. 120Z. 

(c) Government have set!n the reports referred to. 

Mr. 0. Daraiswa.mi Aiyanga,r:. May 1 know whether the Governmer.t 
fJf India is getting the " Swarajya " paper or not 7 

Mr. It R.. Pate~ I am not in a position to s-ay, 
Mr. C. Duraiswami Aiyangar : May I know wlJetne~ after the atten

iion u! the Gavernrnent :had been drawn by me, the llcmourable llember· 
l'eferred to the .. Swarajya " paper or not t 

Mr. H. R.. Pate { No, Sir. 

EAs'l' AFincA Co~u.rrssroN, 
12Z8, "Diwan :Bahadur M. ltamachandra. Rao : (a) Tias the- attention 

of the Government been €lrawn to the resolution moved in thr llo\lst" 'J! 
Commons by Sir S. II~nn in regard to the administration of the East 
Afriean C1Jlonies, protectorates and mandated territories and the- announce~ 
meni o! the Colonial Secretary, regardin!! the appointment of a Commis
~;ion to examine the question o! a unity o! policy in the administration ami 
'levelopment of the territories of Kenya, Fganda, Tanganyika, Zanubar 
and North Eastern Rhodesia f 

(b) Will the Government be pleased to state the present Indian 
population in the above territories f 

(c) Will the Government be pleased to state what step& have been 
taken or are proposed to be taken to secure the due representation of Indian 
interests <;n the proposed Commission 7 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : (a) The answer is in the affirmative. 
(b) A statement giving the information available'is laid on the table. 
(c) Tlie Government of India are already in communication with the 

Secretary of Htate for lnilia. on the ~ubjcct. 



qtESTlOXS AND A.~SW£RS. 2545 

Slaltmtnl alloiL'ing the lndiall population in eertain Ea~t .A.fricc.ll territories. 
Kenya 22,822 
r gan.Ja 3,500 
Tanganyika 9,411: 
Zanzioor 1::!,841 
Northera Bhodeaia (Alliatics) 56 

LEVY OF A POLL-TAX Dr KE.-nr A. 

1229. 'Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra. Rao : Will the GovernmE'nt 
be pleased to state whether any and what steps have been taken by the 
Go,·crnment of India to secure the canrellatinn of the Poll-Tax now being 
leYied in Kenya and how many Indians have been sent to pri:loD fo1· iailure 
to pay the tax f 

Mr. l. W. Bhore : The poll-tax, which is paid by every male adult, 
other than a native rrsident in Kenya, has been leYied since the 1st of 
January 1913. The Government of India have taken no steps in the 
matter as the Ordinance under which the tax is levied makes no discrimina
•inn ag~tin. .. t Tndian.'i. They have no information as to the number of 
lndiHl!l! t~ent to prilKin for failure to pay the tax. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad S:nha: II'Ilve the Government of India protestei 
against the le\)' of a poll-tax on Indians in Kenya r 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : No, Sir. 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramach.lndra Rao :· Will they enter a protest, 
Sir r 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : I ha're already said that, as the Ordinance makes 
no ,li~•.•!'iminatilln against Indians, the Government of India do not propm:e 
to take any steps. 
CollPOSITIO!'f OF TUE COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY L'I'TO THE WORKING OF THE 

REFORMS. 

1230. 'Diwan Bahadur M. Ram~chandra Rao : (a) Will the Govern
lllt>nt be pleaSf'd to state the composition of the Committee of inquiry into 
the working of \he Reforms and its terms of reference f 

{b) Are the Government aware that considerable dissatisfaction now 
exists on the ground that the inquiry is not a public inquiry f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I have again to refer the 
llnnnurable Member to the Communiques which I previously referred to. 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao : May I ask the llonourable 
)lt~JohPr what the reply of the Government is in regard to part (b) f. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I think the Communique 
n:plains all about the inquiry. I do not understand what the Honourable 
~kll:bf'r mt'an!.l by public inquiry. Does he mean whether members of the 
publi~! will be examined or whether the inquiry will be public r 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao : I want to know whether 
this inquirr o£ the new Committee will be open to the public in the seru;e 
that they would be capable of watching the proc<'edings T 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: That, I think, is a mat· 
ter or pl'(l('ednre to be dctennint>d by the Chairman concerned. 

Dr. H. S. Gour : What is the objective of this inquirr f 
The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : That i~> fully explained 

in th~! Communique. . · . 
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1231. ~Diwan Babadur M. Ram1chandra Rao: Will the Government 
be rlt>asf'd to state whethPr in rnnnrrtion with the ~1ellowship of th~ Hriti:-~h 
l:mpire Exhibition n sf'ries of Empirro !'lchnl:lrships of £1,000 earh llr" to he 
granted to young citizens of the Empire ior prosecuting a Univer~i!.y 
ran·er or to under;ro te,·hnic-ll education and whether any awl if so bow 
l.lllln.V of these scholar~hip~ will be awar1lrd to Indians Y 

The Honourable s:r Cha.rlas Innes : The ~'ellowship of the Briti:-~h 
Empire Exhibition i~ n scheme connected with the British Empire E:'C,hiui· 
tion. Unrl"r this scht>me those who Hthiicrihe two pound!! two 11hilling-s 
bt'eome entitled to a season ticli:et of adm:s~ion to the Exhibition or to 
tweuty-five single tickets as well as to a cE-rtificate of memht'r~hip. Tnn 
pf'r rent. of ."nch subscriptions are to be utilized for the provision of 
scholarship!i!. The Governmt'nt have not yet rec!'ivcd full information or 
thi> mt'thod on which snch schohr3hips will be awarded, but they un,ler
stand that if. for instance, 5,000 application~ for fellowship were received 
from· India, then India wonltl be entitled to nominate a scholar to whom 
;£1,000 would be granted to take n UnivE-rsity or technical course in thfJ 
United Kingdom. Copie~ or.f the papers have already been st'nt to the 
llono~rable Ucmbel'. 

OPINIONs or Tl.E IIwn CouRTs ON TIIE Uc:roRT oF TnE lNIJIAN DAn. Co~l· 
::liliTTEE. 

123:1. ""Di1Jit-an Bahadur l'II. Ram1chandrn Ra.o : lias the Report of the 
Indian Bar Committee been rei erred to the lligh Courts r.~ J uJi,~aturl!' 
jn India iot' an expteHsion of their OIJinion f If so, will the Government be 
JJlcased to plac~ the opinions, if any rect~ived on the table Y 

The Honourable-Sir Alexander I4t:ddiman: The answer to the first 
part of the question is iu the affirmative., and when other replies are rc~eiv· 
ell, Government will con:;ider them. · 

JAMADAR<:l, SunEDAR~ AND SunEDAR 1\IA.roRS TN TitE Ft,-mTt~o lTKr-r;:; A -,;o 
ALSO IN THE lNDUN 1\IEDICAL DEPARTMENT OF THE }NtHAN Ail:UY. 

1233. *Mr. K. G. Loholtare: (1) Will Government be pleased to give 
the following infor;na;tion : 

(a) l~atio of ,Jnmnrlars til SnhNiars and Snhcdar Majors in the 
fighting units and in the I. l\1. D. in the Indi~n Army r 

(b) .Average number of years of service for promotion from 
Jamadar to Subedar and to S.ubedar Major in the combatant 
and the I. M. D. Service Y 

(c) Percentage of King's Commission given to these Indian 
Officers in the two services f 

(d) Total amount of p1:ty drawn by a Military S. A. S. in each 
quinquennium during his service of 30 ycars-(witlwut 
Selection Grades) Y · 

(e) Total amount of pay drawn by a Civil S. A. S. in each of the 
Provinces in India in each quinquennium dt.· .l'ing 30 yt:~~.1·:,' 
service (without Selection Grades) 1 • 

(/) AmQ.unt of allowance, if any, given to Military S. A. S. to cover 
the adYantage of private practice available to the Civil 
S. A. 8.7 
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(g) The rate of bonR{'-rf'nt llllow:ml'~ in lien or free qU'lrters gh·e:J1 
· to lfil.itarv S. A. S. nnd Chil S. A. S. in Presidency and large 

district twons in India. ami the eon~ideratiou. if any, for 
difl'erPnce in rent in Civil and Cantonment area:r-wher·~ 
the ~lilitary S. A. S. bas to find accontmodation ! 

ff1l. H. JL Pate: (a) I will furnish the Honourable :\!ember separate· 
Jy with statE"mcntll fibowing the numbE-r of Jemadars, Subedars, etc, in 
the vnrioll8 arm!! of the service and in th~ Indian :\Iedical Department and 
I tru!!t that thii inform!ltion will serve his purpose. · 

(b) The awrage number of years of service required for promotion 
from Jemlldar to SuhPdar and then on to Subedar Major varies in the 
ditferent unit" of the Indian Army. There are no statistics on the point. 
J.~e rL·g:trdl! the Indian lledical Department, the average number of year~ 
of Hl•rrice for promotion from Jemadar to Subedu is 20 years, and from 
Subednr to 8ub~dar llajor, another 7 years. 

(t') llonorary King's Commissions are granted to Jnnian offic,•r,; ot 
the Indian .Army in accordance with the principles laid down in para· 
graph 122, .Army Regulations, India, Volume II (1922 eO.iti•jn), a copy of 
\\ hicb is in the Library. So, far, 384 such eommL'i.'lions have been granted 
to Indian officers bold:ng the Viceroy's Commission . 

. A.s regards the Indian Medical Depart~ent, I would invite the atteti.• 
tion (If the llonourablt .Member to the reply giYen on the 24th March last 
to J.lart (e) of hiH litarred Question No. 979. 

(d) The figures are as follows : · 
Rs. 

During the 1st term of 5 years' senice 4,200 
nuring the 2nt! term of 5 years' service 5.100 
During the 3rd term of 5 years' service 6,600 
Dur:ng the 4th term of 5 years' :;ervice 8,100 

Srrvice h'r.drrt:d in the rank.<J of Subedar and Subedar Major has not 
been taken into account as promotion to the:.e ranks is by ::election. 

( t) The no\'ernment of India do not possess the infomation. 
(/) No allowance of the kind is given to Military sub-assistant 

liU!'gcons. They are permitted to engage in private practice, prol'ided such 
J•racti!'c dOPS n~t interfere with their official duties. 

(!J) 'fl1P r~ttes of compensation admissible in lieu of quarters to mili· 
tary ~>Ub-a.'iiiistant surgt-oru; is as follows : . . 

Per mensem. 
Rs. 

Rubedar.~fajors, Subedars, and Jemadars with over 5 
years' service 1·~ 

Jen..~tdnrs, with 5 years' service and under, and warrant ,. 
off.rers 8 

GO per Ct'nt. extra is given to a sub-a.-;sistant surgeon serving in a Presi· 
drnry Ulwn. 

'fhe Gnvf'rnment of India are not in pos...ession.of the information 
de!Sirt'd in r('Jjpect of civil sub-a~<;si:;tant surgeons. 

Mr. X. G. Lohokare : Will the Honou~able Member call f(•r the 
inCrn.nation &'!ked fvr in (g), n::mely, " and the coD~>ideration, if any, 
f~·r dtff'c.renc:e i~ rent in Cil'il ~nd Cantonment areas-where the tlilitary 
~ub- .. Libl.liU4Dt Surgeon has to nud accr.mruooativu 1 " 
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Mr. H. R. Pate: Yes. Sir. The information, it the Honourable 
:Membt•r so (lcsi:res~ .will be callrd for. 
J. l\1. S. OFFICERS 0~ TEMPORARY LIST ADMITTED SINCE TIIE BEOINNlNG 011' 

THE GREAT WAR. 

1234. *Mr. X. G. Lohoka.re: Will Government be plensetl to give in· 
formation ns per table below J . 
1. M. S. Officers OJ& Temporary J..irl arlmilted since the btyinning of th• 

. Gre.at lrnr. 

Mentione-d Woundt~d, EuNpran Other Tak~>n oil - in invali.led theatre tht•a.tre p~rmnn6nt 
Despatchea. and .killed. eervice. 1ervice, cadrt. 

Indiana with Indian 
Degrees. 

Indiana with British 
Degrees. 

Europeana ... .. 

Mr. H. R. Pate : The information desired by the Honourable Mem· 
ber, !!O far as it is available, is given in the statement laid on the table. 

J. M. S. 0/ftcers on Temporary List arlmitted Iince the begin•ing of the Grtat Wat. 

:Mentioned 1

1 

Woundl'd, 
in invalidro 

despntehes.. I and killed. 

Indians with Indian 

~ degrees. 
45 

Indians wi~h British 
degrees. 

Europeans ... .. 10' 

*Includes also office111 who died. 
fSix of these also hold Indian degrees. 

European 
theatre 
'service. 

Informa
tion not 
available. 

Other Taken Oil 
;theatre permanent 
service. cadre. 

In forma· 
tion not 
available 

42t 

11 

CONTRIBUTIONS TO INSTITUTIONS TRAINING CANDIDATES FOR THE INDIAN 
CIVIL AND MILITARY SERVICES. 

1235. *Mr. K. G. Lohokare : Will Government please say : 
(a) What are the Indian Civil and Military Services to which 

Indians are not admitted 1 
(b) Which are the institutions for training candidates to these 

services T 

(c) What is the amount of contribution thefle training institutions 
received from the Indian Treasury during each of the Ialit 
tive years 7 



Qt:l:rmoxs ..un .&.'S'SWERS. 25!9 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: (a) There are :Q.o such 
tivil ~~·rvir~. • 

In the Anny in the rank of King's Commissioned Officers (to which 
J assume the Honourable 1\lember's que:~tion relates) Indian!'! are admitted 
()n!y to the Cavalry and Infantry branches of the Indian A:rmy. 

(b) The only in">titution which trains candidates for the Army in 
Jnrll:& knd does not admit Indians is the Royal Military Academy, Wool
wich. 

( r) It i~ not possible to give tl1e figures asked for by the Honourable 
MPTuljt'f "'·ho~-e attention is invited to the a.Jlb'Wer given on the 11th 
Fcl~ruary J92t, to .Mr. Patel's Que::~tion No. 219. 

tala Dllni Chand : How is it that in spite of the association oi 
Indians with the British for the last 150 years, they are still unfi.~ to b•) 
11.1ln.itt1ld h1to some of the services t Is there anything radically wrong 
nhout them f ll so, will the GoYern:ment be able to point it out ! 

The Honourable s:.r Aleunder Mu.ddiman : I am not aware that 
there is anything radically wrong with the Indians. 

tala Duni Chand : Why are they not admitted, i:hen t 
(No answer). 

WoRKING lloURS OF TRAFFIC .U."'D TRANSPORT STAFF ON INDIAN RAILWAYS. 

1236. *lY'..r. X. G. L~hokare: Is it a fact tb.ll.t <l large majority of 
traffic and transport staff on t·ailway stations on the Indian Railways 
have to work for 12 .hours a day on all days of a week ! 

Mr. C. D. M. Hlndley : No. Except at small stations where the work 
i~ not rontinuon!l it is not the case that traffic and transport staff are 
rrqu:red to work 12 hours a day. 

Mr. Deva.ki Prasad Sinha : What are· the average hours of work 
\\l1ieh a large majol'ity of the traffic and transport staff are required to 
put in ! 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I am not in a position to answer that question. 
Mr. Deva.ki Prasad s:nha.: .Are those officers, who, according to the 

IJ"nnarnble :.'llt'mbcr who has spol;:en on behalf of Government, are requir
rd to \\ ork for 12 hours or more, given any additional salary or extra 
n!lowunce t 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The essential cond:t.ion is that the work h 
not t•outinuous and therefore 12 hours' duty does not constitute 12 hours' 
worl\. 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru: Are they allowed to go home during office 
hour:; t 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: I cannot say exactly what the rules are. 
Tint at most of the~ stations, as the Ilonourablc :Member is perfectly aware, 
the Station Master's house is within a few yards of the .platform and there 
is JH) d:.mbt that he does go to his hoUbe. 

lf.r. Devaki Prasad S.Jlh& : Will the llonourable Member ascertain 
:what are the Herage hours of work f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : No, Sir. 
L.!l3LA p 
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WoRKJN'(l floURS (If' SUEIOR!>JNATES E':\tPJ. .. on:o ~~ nAILWAY GoOOl'l·Sm:n~. 

1237. *Mr. K. a. Lol:wk:tre : ~~ it a fact that. in fhyq or Trame fl('!ISOn, 

~nbordinatcs poHtfd to railwa; goods-t~beds have sometim~ to wot·k ruore 
than 12 hours a day f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hind!ey : Tne Uonourable Member dot>" not s-peciry 
~"!:V partil!nhr railway goods aheu and it is therefore inrpo~"o"Si1,fe to gi\'e 
11 dirt>ct. reply to his question. I may however !&tate that on State Hail· 
"'·ay~ tt.e nggregnte bonn p(lr "'eelc which tht! staff' (other than thm~e 
elrtplr.ylod ou working o! trains) are required ta trorl( are limitt"d hy the 
rontliti;1Ds laid do\nl in the draft Convention o! the lntn'llational Labour 
Corfer~ncfl. 

Mr. K. G. L:>hoka.rt? : 1 did :not want to !tave inicnnntion aflout flny 
par~~·3nlar good~·slJed. I have found out in my e'<pt:'rience that it is the 
llt-:twl practice tbut on a1mo:rt all the good~ sheW! of Indian Railways thEJ 
~;taff' bros to work for more than 12 hours in the bu~y season ol the traffic. 

r!r. President ~ The· IIonotrrabte Member hi malting a Rtatenumt. 
!l!r. K. G. Lohokare : The llonoarable Member for Government hmJ 

just said I have· not given him any particular good~-ll.hecl .....• 
Mr. President : The Honourable Uem~er i~J ar~ning tl1(.1 an..,,r('l'. 

. Mr. E:. G. !.oh~ka.re : I have not been arguing. I have only a:.;ke<l 
the lloriourabte Member whllther the Government are aware ..... 

Mr. President : Wi11 you put yottr;qnestion again 1 

Mr. K. 0. I..ohoka.re : My question is that it is the pMetice on all 
~Ct1i,1ns that s.ubordinate!'-1 sometimes have to work !or more than 12 hottn 
..Are Go1·ernmt•nt aware of this fact f 

Mr. President :The TI:nourab!e M(lmbcr !s re'l'Y giving inf.:>r:nation. 
Will the llonourable Member put the HUpplement:lry que:-;tion Y 

f..fr. X. G. I..ohoh:are : Are Government aware that thi~ i~t the practice 
at all the ~;ta~iow 1 

Mr. 0. D. ll!. lilndley : Are Covernruent aware tnat thi~ is tl1e 
pra~t:r~"·h~t practice, Sir f 

Mr. K. IJ. L~hokare : That they have to work !or more than 12 hours 
bt 1\~1 the goods-sheds. 

l\:Ir. 0. D. M. Hindley : No, Sir. 
Mr. C. Duraiavra.mi Aiya-n~u: l1 t'1e II)n0ur'lbh :Member fJr1.~r 

a~are that in these goods sheds the clerks are required to' work under zinc 
sued~ in very hot weather f 

1\ir. C. p. M. liindley : The Government are quite aware or this tact.· 

WeRKING llouRs oF Til:!!: SrAFF OF TTIE GREAT bmAN PENINSULA ItuLWAY 
Ell PLOY ED J.T W ADl BuNDER. 

1~3~. •ntr. K. G. Lohokare : Is tfH• attention of Governn1ent drawn to 
1he Ilesolntions of the G. I. P. Staff Union. Wadi Bnnder Bz·alll!h, pnlJii~!:e., 
in the"" 0. I. P. Pnion I!el'~ld" of the 16th March 192t, 1,nd ha>H they · 
taken notice of the llumb~r of hour:i the 111tali have to work there 1 
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Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Gowrnment have st>en the resolution.~ reft:'r· 
tf'd to. I mly mention that a re,;olution of the International Labour 
('nnf~rencP., 8'! acceptud by the Government of India, recommends .certain 
t>pl'ci:ie limitations to the total hoW'S of }abOUt per week for certain ClaSI'CS 
«Jf railwav servanti. The Government of India have forwarded that reso
lutitn to ihe Great Indian Peninsula Railway administration with a recom
nu•ndation tht it should he gh~n effect to. The Government presume 
that the administration will be guided by that resolution. 

l.ir. X. G. Lohokare : Have Government the information whether or 
not the Railway ~;~uthorities l1a\·e given effect to these recommendations 7 

Mr. C. D. :r.4. Bindley : No, Sir. Govet-nment have no information 
. at prei;ent. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi: Will Government consider the advisability of ask~ 
in!l Factory lrupectors to inspect these good&-sheds and t.sk them. to 
rep;.rt on the number of hours that these clerks have to work 1 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I am not sure ir these goods-sheds come under 
the Factories Act. U they do, it is a matter for the Le>cai Govetnment:s 
conr.(·rned. 

Mr. X. G. Loholure: Are these flervants paid extra remuneration f 
Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The Honourable Member has not specified 

~·hat servants these are. 
Mr. X. G. Lohokare: I mean with reference to questbn No. 123S. 
1\fr. C. D. M. Hindley : I tjo not thtnk I can add to my answer. I 

bave given the Honourable Member all the information I had on the 
tmbject. · 

Mr. N. Jf. Joshi : 'That steps have Government taken to find out 
whetht>r the Convention regarding the hours of work has been observed 
on all the railway lines t 

ltlr. C. D. M. Hindley: We have not taken any steps so far in regard 
to the Company lines. It is a matter within their own discretion. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi: I want to ask Government whether the ohservance 
of the Com'l'lltion is a matter of discretion with the v.arions Railways T 

Mr. C. D. U. Kindley : t'ntille:;islation is passed to the contrary, [ 
understand that it is. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi : I am not asking from Government as to what their 
icll'3 i11. 'What I want to know is, whether the various Hailways arc 
bound to ob~rve this Convention : 

Mr. C. D. M. llinCley : Sir, in regard to State Railwnys, the Con
'·ention llas to be observed. With regard to Company Railways for the 
pre.,•·!'lt we have recommended it to them and have ask·ed them to ob
sen·e it. We c11nnot do more than this at the present moment. 

Mr. N. M. Josht: Is it noflt open to the Government of India to ask 
thf'n not to make their employees work for more than a certain number 
of hours f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : We llave sent the Draft Convention to the 
nrious Company railways and have recommended them to adopt it. 
lt comes to the same thing. 

(lfr. Joshi wantc.'d to put anotller question.) 
Mr. President : We hare had a sufficient number of supplementarY, 

questions on thi11 question. 
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WoRKING HoURS or CERTAIN CLASSES OF EMPLOYEES ON TllE GREAT INDIAN 
PENINSULA RAILWAY. 

1239. *r4'r. X. G. Lohokare : Will Oovernmt>nt be plt.>asell to inqnire 
the number of :hours of work or duty per week the G.l. I>, R:1ilway Com· 
pany takes from its following employees : 

(a) Iuuian Station 1\Iasters and .As .. ·dstaut St~:t ion l\Iasten1 ; 
(b) Signallt~rs, Hdieving Clerl\S and Cabinmen ; 
(c) Staff at Wadi Bundet• ; 

(d) Other Traffic subordinaft>!>l at the Stations, belonging to the 
Conching and Goods Depart1nent 1 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Government do not l'ropose to call for in
formation as it refers to matters within the Company's discretion. I 
would, however,· refer the Honourable .Member to the reply just given 
by me to his previous question •. 

LEAVE OF LOWER SUBORDTSATE STAFF IN THE TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORT 
DEPARTMENT OF THE GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA RAU,WAT. 

1240. *Mr. K. G. Lohokare : Will Government be pleased to inquire 
and state-

(a) The total number of lower subordinate st•1fr other than menials 
in the Traffic and Transport Department in the G. I. P. Ruilwlly in tho yra1• 
1923-24 (excluding menials) 7 . 

(b) Total number of days of absence and leave of this Ntuii during 
the above year 7 

(e) Number of days of privilege, half-pay and furJough leave 
actually granted to the staff without production of medical certificates 
or on the grvnnd of ill-health during the year ? 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The collection of the information asked for 
would entail an inordinate amount of labour and expense and the Gov· 
ernment do not propose to ask the .Agent to furnish it. 

Mr. K. G. Lohokare: Is it because it will bring out matters of 
differential treatment ? 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : No, Sir. 
Pand.it Shamlal Nehru: Then may I know what is the reason 1 
l'tir. C. D. M. Hindley: .As I have already said, it would entail an 

inordinate amount of labour and expense. 

LIMITATION OF THE WORKL~G IloURS OF EMPLOYEES ON INDIAN RAILWAY.;. . . 
1241. * l4r. K. G. Lohokare : Will GovPrnment be pleased to Htate if 

they have taken notice of the number of hours per w~ek the ra.1iwny 
~111ployees in India have to work for a number of years past, unci if they 
have taker1 any measures to limit the number of hours which such large 
State-aided industrial concerns as the Indian Railways exact from their 
employees~ 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The Government of India have already 
given this matter their consideration in connection with the reeommen. 
dations of the International Labour Conference and have issued orders to 
~tate lines limiting the working h<mrs to GO hours per week as laid do\y_g 
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in Article 10 of the draft Convention for staff other than those employed 
in connection with the working of trains. 'l'hey have also used 
their influence to flecure the adoption of a similar principle on Com
pany worked lines. Workshop staff in either case come under the Fac· 
tory Act and their hours of work are limited accordingly. 

CoMPILATION o:F STATisTics BELA~ING TO THE CoNDITION OF LABc.•ul! 
EMPLOYED ON INDIAN RAILWAYS. 

1242. •Mr. K. G. Lohokare: W1ll Government be pleased.to say if they 
have any annual or other official statistics showing the condition of labour 
employed ()D the various Indian Railways f If not, are Government 
prepared to consider the necessity of having a compilation on the subject f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : It is not understood what particular features 
in regard to the conditions of labour on Indian Railways the Honourable 
.l\leruber refers to. If he will specify more particularly, Government will 
be prepared to consider the matter. 

Mr .. K. G. Lohokare: I will Rend the Honourable Member the list of 
subjects on which inlormation is required. 

RE'fRENCIIMENTS RECOMMENDED BY MR. llESELTINE ON THE GREAT INDUN 
PENINSULA RAILWAY, 

1243. •Mr. K. G. Lohokare : Will Government be pleased to lay on the 
table a copy of the retrenchments recommended by Mr. lleseltine in the 
w01·king of the G. I. P. Railway Co. ! 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The rerort of the Retrenchment Officer (Mr. 
Jieseltine) is for the information of the Great Indian Peninsula Railway 
Administration and is not a State document. .A copy of it cannot, there
fore, be laid on the table. 

Mr. K. G. Lohokare : Is it not in the public interest that the Legis
lature should know it f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The fact remains, Sir, that the document can· 
not be pub~ished or laid before the House. ' 

Mr. K. G. Lohokare : Does it not affect the public revenues f 
Mr. President : The question has already been sufficiently answered. 

REPORT OF THE LEE CoMMISSION, 

1244. •Mr. K. G. Lohokare : Will Government be pleased to say
(a) When the Report of the Public Service Commission is likely 

to be published f 

(b) Whether it is proposed to obtain the views of the .Assembly on 
the subject before final orders are passed f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : The Honourable 
Member is referred t<> the answer given to Dr. Gour's question No. 1063 
and to the statement made by me on the 27th May 1924. As regards 
part (b) of this question, I would like to inform the Hollile that I have 
received notice of a Resolution on this subject and will assign a day as 
soon as possible for the dillcussion of the Resolution. If we finish the 
Steel Industry Protection Bill to-day-as I hope we shall-1 think it 
~ight be pos£ible to discuss the Resolution on Saturday. It raises th~ 
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question of what prort•tlure slwultl bt> followrtl, nTHlll)! t() wlwth~r thertl 
should be a postponemt•nt of the diseussion till Ht•ptt•mbt·t· lll'Xt. 

Dr. ll. S. Gour: In \·iew of the .raet that tht• Mrmbt·r~. of thi:o~ House 
asked the Jlonourahle Home ~[rmht•r early durin~ the present se'lsion to 
intimate to the Ilouse whether the Unvernuwnt were preptmtl to 
formulate the Urg'ent matters and allot a datt• for di,;t~n:-~:-iun, dot's not 
the llonournble Mt•mb••r think that the time he proposes to give fur 
discussion of this matter is too short ? 

The Honourable Sir A1exander Mu ld\m1n: I nrn Mt ask in~ the 
House to discuss the Lee Commission's Heport. The Besolution nlPrdy 
refers to the procedure that should be followetl to put the rt•enmllH'n· 
dations of the Lee Commission before this llon:;e, and thut furtlH•r 
discussion should be postponed to the September session. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : I understood that the Ilononrahle IIo~e l\femht~r~ 
on behalf of Government, was going to make a statement detailing- the 
points on which urgent action wa:'l necessary. Will the Honourable 
l.Iember tt'll us now exactly on which points Government desire to take 
urgent action 1 

· The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddim:m : As I have Rai•l, the 
Resolution merely relates to the prO('('dnre to l>e adopted, unu it is 
impossible for me now to anticipate the discussion. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : 'fhe .A!lsembly desire to know on what points 
Government desire to take aetion, so that Members may be· re11dy to 
discuss them. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : The Resolution does not 
raise questions of what points are to be discussed. It merely asks the 
House to discuss the procedure to be adopted. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : 1\fay I know from the l!onourahle Home Mcmhcr 
whether he has, on behalf of the Government, decided, with re~ar·d to 
certain urgent matters they propose that the Honse 11honld diseus!'l with 
reference to the Lee Commission's Report, to tell the House what these 
ur~?ent matters are ? If they do not want to do this, then 1he Resolnt H"1 

will become futile. 
The Honouratle Sir Alexander Mudd.iman : I cannot anticipate my 

reply to the Resolution. 
llr. V. J. Patel : Will the Government state what urgent matters 

they desire the Ilouse to discuss f 
The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: 'rlwt certainly will be 

the determining factor. 
Mr. V. J. Patel : Will Government tell the House whether they desire 

to take immediate action on certain vital points, and, if so, what are 
those points, so that this Honse may be ready to discuRs them. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander ~Iuddiman : The Honourable Member 
does not take my point. It is not a question of urg-ent matters, it is a 
question of the procedure to be adopted. I do not think that he can 
ask me to anticipate in this manner my reply. 

Mr. A. Rangaswami IyenJar : Does not the Honourable the Home 
Member consider that notice of this Resolution which has been given 
merely has the effect of a blocking motion on the question of discnf;sing 
urgent items, which, by reason of this Uesolution, could be withheld 
from us Y 



QUESTIOXS A~D !YSWEICS. 

The IIonours.!Jle Sir Alexander Huddiman : A Ties:>Iution may be a 
blo<:king motion. 

Mr. V. i. Patel : Is it nfJt a fact the llonourable the Home Member 
promised to make a statement in this IIouse on the matter f 

The Honourable Eir Alaxander Muddima.n: Undoubtedly. I have 
in my posseRsion information which I han not had the time to read, 
and, unless I do, it will be impossible for me to make imy statement. 

Pandit MotUal tfehru.: In case this Resolution is not carried and 
the Government decide to hke ur:;ent action on some important matter, 
v.·ill the Honourable Home Member gi\'e us time to discuss those matters 
afterwards r 

The Honourable Clr Alexander ltfuddiman : Yes, if the House Wl 
desire. 

Mr. V. J. Pl~e! : IIa,·c the GoYernment of India any objection to 
tell thi11 House on what points they des;re to take action f 

The IIonourable Sir Alexander Muddiman ·~ 1 have no serious objec-
tion to that. · 

Mr. V. J. Patel : Will they do 110 before the Resolution is discussed f 
The Honounbla Sir Alexander Mu1d1nlln : I have no objection to 

tl1nt, but I must read the papers I have on the subject. 
~fr. M. A. Jinnah: lias the Resolution givin~ notice been admitted 

lty the Pre~.ident f 
The HonouraLle s;r Alexander Mud:linu.n : I am not sure whether 

it ha11 been formally admitten. 
r~tr. M. A. Jinnah : Can it be di'lcussei in this House without being 

aJmittPd by the President: · 
The nonourable Sir Alexander MudJiman : Cert:J.inly not •. 
Mr. C. S. E.anga Iycr : \\"ill the Honourable Home :Uember tell us 

"·hether the ticcretary of State has been informed about this matter f 

The HonJnraUe S!r Alexander' Mudiiman : Yes. 
tir. Presidant : Perhaps Honourable :Members will be in a better 

rn-.it ion to !!llCak about tb.~ matter after they ~lee the ti.\l'lllS of tlti::~ 
P.e!!olution. 

llOI..DINa OF PosTAL SE':.'t'niT:ts A~D CAsii C.:::&rr.ICA.TES IN THE NAMES oF 
T~;,·o Pmsm<s. 

124j, *l~tr. lt. G. Lohokare : Will Government be pleased to say if ther' 
~ave considered the desirability of allowing Postal Securities and Ci:Sh 
l'l'rtifirates to stand in the name of two persons payab!e to either or 
t.urvivor. It not, do Go\'ernment propose to consider the question 1 

r~tr. H. A. Gams : Dy the exp1·ession " Postal Securities " is presum-' 
aMy meant" Go\·ernment !ie~urities purchm;ed through the Post Office...'' 
8uch securities can be it;sued in the names of two persons payable to 
tither or the survivor, but in that ·case the securities cannot be sold 
through the Post (lffice, as Savings Bank accounts, to which sale-pro<:tJ<!d.'l 
ba\'e to be credited, are not admiAsible in joint names. · 

Post Office Cash Certiilcates can also be issued in the names of two 
Jlersons, payaLI!! to both or to one of them with the written consent of 
the other, Qr to the ~:~univor or his legal rcpl'ebentatives. 
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Mr. K. 0. Lohoka.re : Will the Gonrnmcnt eonsider the nuvisabilhy 
of changing the Snings Banks system of accounts aecordingly f 

Mr. H. A. Sams: I am not prepared to say whether Gov~rnmPnt will 
consiJer it. · 

Sir Purshotamdas Tha.kurda.s : Are G'overnment awure that such a 
change will make Postal Securities more attractive 7 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : No, I am not aware. It is of 
their essen<.>e that they are not transferable, and it is most desirable that 
they should not be trans!erable. 

Sir Purshotamdas Tha.kurdas : Is it not de·iirahle from the investor's 
point of view in the case of death of either party f It i~:~ not a que~tion 
of transier by sale only. 

UNSTARRED QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 

CAsE OF l\1&. NAIDU, STATtON .MAsTEn, Ounn AND RollJLKII,\ND R.\I!WAY: 

275. Mr. M. K.. Acharya: (a) Is it a fact that complaints of a rerJ 
srri{·US natm.- wel'c madt• 1:gainst a eertain officer of the 0. :md J:. 
Jtailway (•mploy·~d itt tht' rlt~al capacity of Goodr; lnspPctor and A. 'f. i4. T 
(b) Is it a fact that a S. 1\l. named 1\Ir. Naidu who made thC'se complaiuh 
to the higher authorities of the 0. R H., instead of being allow .. d 
to prnv·~ his ('har)!es la•fflrP. an impartial trihnnal, was after a dep~trtn~•·ltLtl 
inquiry dismissed from service 7 (c) Why was not the S. M. given 
an opportunity to prove his charges in a rogular court oi law 1 (d) Js 
it further u fM:t that bdon• granting the hard-earned bonns of the :-.n id 
S. 1\I., the Agent is tryin~ to impose the condition th·tt the l'i:tid ex·~ . .l\1. 
should not try to reopen his case or press for further inquiry ? 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) Yes. 
(b), (c) and (d). The Honourable Member is referred to the reply 

given to somewhat similar questions by Maulvi Muhammad Yakub on 
the 27th May 1924. 

INDIANS ROWING PERMANENT GAZETTED A~"POINTME~T~ I~ C'l\RTAI."-' DE· 
PARTMENTS OF STATE AND CoMPANY-l\IANACED RAILWAYS. 

276. Sardar Gulab Singh : How many Indians are holding rermanent 
gazetted appointments. in the Engineering, Loco., Stores and Traffic De
partmrnts of the State Indian Railways and the Company-worked l!nes 1 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The information will be found in the Railway 
Doard 's Classified List cf Establishment, the latest copy of which is 
available in the Members' Library. 

INDIANS ROLDING PERMANENT GAZETTED APPOINTMENTS IN 'J:llE INnU.N 
MILITARY WORKS DEPARTME.NT. 

277. Sardar Gulab Singh : How many Indians are holding permanc11t 
gazetted appointments in the Indian l\Iilitary Works Department f 

Mr. H. R. Pate : I presume the Honourable Member is referring to 
the Military Engineer Services, and if that is so, the answer to his que::~
tion is '' three.'' 
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'278. Sardar Gulab Singh : llow rnan.y Indians are there in. the Indian 

Jirmy- Hesem of Officers- f · 

!lr. B. R. Pate : None. 
Puco.'T.lGI or b'biAN llnlrc..u. 0FFtcr:ns IN l.l\1>LL.~ STA'rlO~ llosPttALs. 

279. Sa.rdar Gulab Siigh : What is the percentage of Indian l.\Iedie11l 
OlfJCers iu the Iadiau Station Hospitals f 

Mr. H. R. Pate : I regret tltat tll.e meaning o£ the Honourable Mem .. 
ber'a question is not cleu to me. If he will let me know precisely what 
anC.,rmatiOll ht requires, I will ~ndeavtlur to supply it.. 

'Tt.U.i'SFEa or 'TRB Omcs or Tmt SUPERL.YTE...\'bEN'l', .R.m .. wAY llbrr. SERVIC"t; 
. " n .. DIVISIONt FROM BnusAVAL TO P()()SA. 

'230. ltlr • .Tamnadas M. Mehta~ (a) \ViU Government be pleased 
to ltate the rta.'!OllS for the traasfer of t'be office or the Superintendent. 
n. M .. S. '" B " Dil'ision from Poona to Bhusaval and from Bhusaval to 
l'oona f 

(b) Is it a fact that the staff of the Supt'rmtend-ent's olilee had pro• 
tested agai.nt~t th~ ehaDge of office to Bhu.saval f . . 

(c) Ua\'e Government .reooiv~d any representation from the sorter~ 
of the B-13 section praying lor change of headquarters to Bombay t 

(d) If so, wiU Government be pleased to say lww they intend ttt 
consider the pra.)~r f 

Mr. H. A. Sam.s: (a) For rtasons of administrath·e convenience the 
Divisional char~s in the Western Cirde of the Raihray Mail Service 
ha\'e been rearranged. · · 

(b) Yei. 
(t) Yell. 
{d) The ~presentations Dt the staff are now und~r eonsideration. ' 

StlPDsr.sszos OP PosTMASTERS .A.ND INsPECTORS L.'i THE PuNJ.!B PosTAII 

CJ.BCL& 

2Sl. Mr. Chama tal: (a) Is it a laet that the Diredor Gen~ra~ 
Posts and Telegraphs, del!ided in the year 1916, to recruit certain nnmbe~ 
of men of good education and capacity in the Departlnent on highrt 
thaD initial pay, i.e .. Rs. 'iO per mensem who would not become old whe~t 
they got to the top of the 15o-2QO grade, aod that the men. woulLt b~ 
~onfirmed in the R& 70 grade on their passing an examinatioa an(l that 
they would take their places in the circle gradation. list according ttt 
the dau of their entry in the Rs. 70 grade f 

(b) If the answer to the abo\'e is in the affirmative,. will the Go~ern
ment be pleased to state if certain persons who were appointed ()ll Rs. 70 
in the Punjab Postal Circle under the provisions of the 1916 order 
referred to above were subsequently promoted to Rs. 175 to 22.} in th<! 
yeu 1920 out of their turn in eontra,'tntion of the cond.itiollf.: of the saitl 
order and placed OYer the h~ads of many senior Postmasters and Inspectors 
in the Punjab Circle (Po.<ital) f 

(c) If this is a fact, do the Gov~rnmeht p~pose t() resto~ lh& 
"~"nior Pol'ltmasterfl inclurling Inspectors thus superseded by them to their 
proper places in the gradation list f 

L!l::L.\ I 
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Mr. H. A. Sams: (r~) Yt>S. 

(b) The orders of 1916 wt>re canet>llNl in 1919 and in cons,•quence 
n•' promotion granted arter the latter date contravened these orders 
of 1916. 

(c) This docs not arise. 

SuPERSEssiON OF PosTMASTERS AND bsrECTORi JN THE PuNJAB PosTAL 
. CIRCLE. 

!!82. Mr. Chaman La.lr (a) Iii it a fact that certain ofncials of the 
Post-Office in the Punjab Circle were promoted out of their tut·n to l'i5·-
22S J!rade in the year 1920 in consideration of FiclJ Service and similarly 
another one to 175--225 and again to 2G0-3il0 grades for ntleged meri· 
torious services in India over the heads of many Po~ltmasters and luspcctors, 
some df whom had to their credit it,ield Service both in India and abroad, 
also special services in India f 

(b) If so, t1o Government propose to take any steps in the matter 7 

Mr. H. A. S&ms : (a) Yes. Certain officials were given special de· 
partmental promotion in recognition or valuable and dit;tinguished Ker· 
vices rendered by thelfl while on Field ~ervice or in connecti~n with the 
'Var. . 

(b) No.· 

SUPERSESSION OF PosTMASTERS AND INSPECTORS IN TIIE PtJ'NJAB POSTAL 
CIRCLE. 

283. Mr. Cha.man La.l: (a) Is it a !act that two probationary Po:;t. 
mal)ters in receipt of Rs. ~0 per mensem on their passing the t>robatiouary. 
}>~stmastil"!''s le!:l v:ero started on 150 (now 175) in'ltead of 100 (now 145) 
in the year 1920 superseding many Inspectors and Po~tmasters in the 
Punjab Postal Circle Y 

(b) I! so, do Government pi'O.POJC to take any steps in the matter 7 

Mr. H. A. Sams: {a) Yes. According to ilepartmental rules 11 
person taken direct as a ProbatiOnary PostmastH was eligible for ap· 
pointmeiit to the Rs. 150-200 grafle (now Rs. 175-22j) of Postmasters 
after he had completed his training a!ld had passed the prescribed t~st. 

(b) No. 

SuPERSESSION IN TIIE OFFicE oF rnE PosTMASTER GENERAL, PuNJAB. 

284. Mr. Cha.man Lal : (a) Is it a fact that a certain official of the 
Postmaster General's Office, Punjab Circle, was promoted to 2~0-320 (now. 
2f•0-350) ~rade, with effect !rom bt April 1923 out of his turn, thm1 
superseding his h\"o seniors T 

(b) If so, do Government propose to take any steps in the matter f 

Mr. H. A. Sams : (a) Ye:;. Promotion to the Rs. 220-320 grade 
t!lOW Rs. 250-3~0) is made by sclecti0n and not by mere seniority. 'rh~ 
official selected was considered f.t for the particular pol!t in the Post
Jmuster-General's Office, Punj<tb, for which his seniors were considered 
unfit. 

(b) ~0. 
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· Pt:NJSHliE!lTS JXFLICTED ·ON TnE STAFF or THE DEL III liEAD · PosT OrriCK 
FROM 1920 '1'0 1924. 

285. Ivfr. Chaman Lal : Will the GoYernment be pleased to lay on · 
the table a statement of punishments imposed on the staff in the Delhi 
II•~ad Post offiee during the yem~ 1920-21, 1921-22, 1922-23. and 1923-2! 

· ar.d be good enough to assign reasons for any abnormal rise therein ! 
· Mr. H. A. Sams : A statement showing the number of officials of 
the Delhi Head Office puniHhed during the years 1920-21, 1921-22, 1922-23 
and 1923-24 is laid on the table. · 

The increa11e in punishmenis during the year 1923-24 was due to mor~ 
efficient Hupen·it;ion and to a determined effort to check irregularities, 
. notably the mhsdelivery of articles and the irregular attendance of 
po11tmen. · · 

htaltment 1110wi11g the number of of!iciaTB of tl1e Del11i Head Of/ice puni11led by ftn~, 
1toppnge of incrcme11t and dismi&al duri11g tile years 1920-21, 1!12.1·22, 1922-23 
and 1923·24. 

Xnmber Amount 

I 
Stoppage 

Years. of of of l>ismis&al. 
offidah!. fine. increment. 

I 
· Rs. J., P, 

11120-21 293 165 4 0 Nil 3 

1!121-22 82 67 6 0 Nil 4 

1!122-23 

.. I 

251 152 11 0 7 

1923-2. .. 432 341 7 0 !i' 'l 

ADEQUATE STAFF FOR PosT OFFICE AND RAn..WAY MAIL. SERVICE SECTIONS. 

· 2~6. Mr. Chaman La.I: (1) Will the Government be pleased to. lay 
on the tahlc a statement showing (a) the statistics of work sepa!!ately 
for each Department of work in the Delhi G. P. 0., (b) the mtmber of 
cll•rical, PQo.;tmen and Packer staff justified separately for each branch of 
work in the Delhi G. P. 0., (c) and the number of staff actually given 
in each Department, with reasons of shortness of staff if any 1 

(2) Is it a fact that according to the February, 192-l, enumeration 
21 and 6 clerks were justified for the delivery and sorting Departments 
rt'spectil'ely of the Delhi G. P. 0. but only 8 and 3 clerks were actually 
working in the two Departments respectively f 

(3) Do the Government propose to review the statistics of all 
Post Officrs and R. l\1. S. sections with a view to ascertain that Post Office 
and R. 1\l. S. sections are adequately staffed and to provide adequate 
-staffs wherever justified f . 1 

Mr. H. A. Sams : (1} and (2). The information required by ·the 
llonourable ME'mber has been called for and will be supplied to him as soon 
as it is reeeived. 1 

(3) Gonrnment do not propose to take any special action in the 
~~tte~. ~ny in~rea~e~ in ~t~ that are found t9·~~ p.e~e~&ary to !.l!eet 
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growth in traffic are proviJ~J automatjeany under Departmmtal a rriiDge--
tuents. · 

CoMPEYSATORY A.ttoWJ.NrEs To Po8TMEN AND PosTAL liENuts EMPton:n 

a ON THE FRONTIER. 

287. Mr. Chaman Lal : (a) With refere-nce to ·the reply to my 
ltarred question No. 716 (last Delhi Ses..<.ion), will the Government be 
pleased to state (1) t1te number of Postmen and menial~ employl'd in 
the Bannn, Kobat and D. I. Khan Head Post Offices and their Town 
Hub-Offices who are not residt>nts o! the piacP'l wht>re employed f ( 2] 
the number of Postmen and menials employed at these stations who 
belong to the Panjab f 

(b) Do such postmen and menials get any compensatory allowance f 
If not, at·e Gon!rnment prepared to consider the question of granting
them such allowance on the same conditions as govern the clerical statl' 
of the same stlations r 

Mr. H. A. Sa.ms : 
tanou. 

(a} No. of postmen and r.l<'nials who are 
not rt'sidents of the places where they 
are employed 4 

No. {)! postmen and menials who 

I 

l:ohal D. J. KLaua. 

12 8 

belong to the Punjab 2 9 5 
(b) The postmen and menials are not granted compensatory allowance. 

The matter will receive consideration. _ 

LIMITATION OF TB~ PERIOD OF RETENTION OF PoSTAL OFFICIALS AT PosT 
OFFICEs BElOND BANNtr, KoRAT AND DERA lsMAn. KHAN. 

288. 1\fr. Chaman Lal: (a) Will the Government be plea~ed to 
state the period of retention of Postal officials at the Post Offices situated 
beyond Bannu, Kohat and D. I. Khan f . 

. (b} .Are the Government aware that postal officials are put to serious 
inconvenience and expense on account of their (1) long and frequent 
deputations to the N. W. F. Sub Post Offices, (2) separation from their 
family members, (3) keeping hvo establishments, one at the so-calh~(t 
• • non-family stations " and the other at their home:o~, and that tbcrt! is 
great nncaslness (In this account amongst the Postal staff working in 
.the Postal Derajat Division f 

Mr. H. A. Sams : (a) Two years. 
'(b} The inconvenience is recognised by Government and is met by 

'the grant of compensatory allowances, and by the limitation of the period 
for which officials are retained in the Division. Taking into account these 
concessions, Government are not aware of any canse for " uneasiness " 
on the part of the Postal Staff working in the Derajat Division. 
REVENUE J..ND EXPENDITURE OF EACH PROVINCE .A.T THE TIME OF TilE INTR()o 

DUCTION OF THE NEW FINANCIAL ARRANGEMENTS, F.TC, 

289. Mr. K. C. Neogy: (a) What was the revenue actually avail.. 
able to each Province {)n the 3rd of January 1921, on the basis .Jf tho 
Devolution Tiule!i, and "·hat wa~ the sanctioned s~ale of ~xpenditure i~ 
tach case on that date ! 
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(b) To what extent hu each Prorin~e improved its :finan~ial 
poaition by taxation as by retrenehment between the 3rd of Jannary 
1921 and the 31st of December 1923 1 

(t') To what extent has tach Province expanded its expenditure 
between the 3rd of Jan nary 1921, and the 31st of December 1923 ! 

; 

(d) What has been the total amount of loan raised hy each Pro
'·ineial Government betwetn the 3rd of January 1921 and the 31s~ of 
December 1923. and what sinking funds have been provided in eon-
nection therewith f · 

(t) Wbat advan<'t'S have been made by the Government' of lndia 
tn the different Provincial Governments between the 3rd of January 
1921, and the 31st of Decembt>r 1923 ! 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett: (a) The following- statement 
~;bows the standard figures on the basis of the Devqlntion Rnles of the 
revenue and unenditnre of each Province at the time of introduction of 
the new :financial arrangement~ : • 

l• l.akk.s B{ Rupee.;;:. 

- )ladraa, 1Bomba1·l Boogall U. P. 1 Punjab. Burma. I B. & 0. C.P. Assam. 
1 

Rneuufl., 14·08 12·10 1 1·85 1!·30 11·7-l 8·2-l <&·Sl 4•36 1·81 

Espeaditare U·07 11·551 "8·16 11"07 9·11 7'85 4·21 4:·39 1·'18 

(b) to (e). The new financial arrangements· came into force with 
t!fe('t from lst Anril1921 and I would refer the Honourable Member to 
the- Fin a nee and &venue Accounts for 1921-22 and 1922-23 and the Civtl 
Estimates ef Provincial Gowrnments for 1923-24 copies ol which ,OU Le 
found in the Library. If the Honourable Member wisht-s to have an:r 
information 1rhirh he rannot obtain from thtse volumes, I shall be glad 
ill obtain it for him if I ca'!. and if he will speak to me on the matter. 

PETITIOXS REL.ATIXG TO THE IXDIA..'i PENAL CODE (.A.ME~"'D-
ML'\'"T) BILL. ; 

(AKD4'D~"T or SECTION 375.) 
AnftOit'IICement. 

Secreta.ry of the Assembly : Sir, under Standing Order '18, I .have 
to l't'port that twenty-four petitions have been received relating te. the 
~])further to amend the Indian Penal Code (.Amendment of sectian 37.5J 
"ff'hich was introduced in the Legislative Assembly by Dr. H. S. Go.ur. 
These petitions were received from Bengal and Assam, and have been 
rresented by : . . . 

(1) Rai Bahadur Kalicharan Sen and ethers. 
(2) P..ai Bahadur Krishna Chandra Chaudho.ry and others.. 
( 3) Sort'ndra Mohan Bhattacharya and others. 
( t) Pandi~ Benode Behari Smrititirtha and othera. 
(5) D!lrod~ K'~!!ta Chak.rab~rti !nd ~thers. 
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·· (6) Pratap Chandra Sl'n and other". 
(7) Annada C'haran Tnrkabng-ish and others. 
(8) Mohini Mohan l\Iisra and other~. 

(9) Ramdev Sarma and other!l. 
(10) Bises1\'ar Narain Singh and other!! .. 

(4tH JUNI'C 1~24. 

(11) Mahendra Nath Bhattacharjee and other)"!. 
(12) Upendra. Nath Sidhantyaba~ish and others. 
(13) Purna Chandra Banerjee and other~ . 

. . (1~) Gour Chandra Rai and others. 
(15) Sashadhar Bhattacharjee and others. 
(16) Abinash Kanta Vyakarantirtha and others. 
( 17) Bijay Chandra Bhattacharya and others. 
(18) Surendra Nath Bhattacharjee and other~. 
(19) Ambica Charan and others. 
(20) Durga Sundar Bidyabinode and others. 
(21) Somesh Chandra Ray and others. 
(22) Devidas Sarma Majumdar and other8. 
(23) Nagendralmmar Majumdar and other~. 
(24) Brajendra Kishore Chowdhury and others. 

THE STEEL INDUSTRY (PROTECTION) BILL. 

Mr. President : We shall now pt·oceed to consideration of the further 
clauses of the Bill to provide for the fostering and development of thu 
fitcel industry in British India . 

. I will now take up claus11 J. The question is : 
41 That clause 3 stand part of the Bill." 

The first amendment to that clause is No. 37• by Mr. Dutt. That amend
ment is consequential on No. 24, which has already been dispo:sed of, and 
so it falls with it. Then the next amendment, No. 38,t is by Mr. 
Duraiswami Aiyan~ar, which proposes that the bounty to be paid there
under be at the r().te of Hs. 32 per ton for the fir~t year and that ihet·e 
.be a successive reduction in this rate at Rs. 2 per ton fo~: the following 
yi~ars until the 31st day of Mctrch 1931. That is out of order inaHmucl:l 
.as it seeks to augmei!i the proposed appropriation of revenue. 

Mr. C. Duraiswami Aiyangar (Madras ceded districts and Chitoor : 
Non-:Muhammadan Hura1) : On that point I request that I may be hea.rd, 
:with reference to amen·dment No. 38 as well as No. 68,t both of which will 
go out ·on this rulmg from the Chair. I request I ma.y be heard before 
a final ruling is gi~·en. I believe the ruling of the Chair implies that in 

. . . *In clause 3, for the words ' 1 Governor General in Council 1 ', where tHey uccnr for 
the 1irst time, the words 11 Tariff Board 11 be substituted. . • 

t That clause 3 be so amended as to provide that the bounty to be paid thereunder 
be at the rate of Rs. 32 per ton for the first year and that there be a surCl'S~ivo 
reduction in this rate at Rs. 2 per ton for the following years until the 3M uay of 
March, 1934. • 

~In paragraph 7 of the Schedule in the propoAPd Part VII for the varyin.., ratt•8 
of duty gh·cn in the sai<l Part, sub~titute the uniform rate ()£ 33 per cc~t utl 
~alorem. - - · · · · ' · 
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this Dill no amrnclment can be made by this Assembly by way of cnhance
mrnt of a11y sourees of revenue or charge, hut if llt~cessm·y a reduction 
mny hr made. I thought the Chair was of opinion that in cases like this 
reduction is pPrmissible, but enhancement is not permissible, and, if I re· 
member aright, the Honourable the President refened to a convention 
as well as section 67, clause (2), of the Government of India Act. Sir, 
if by convention we mean the convention that is established in the Mother 
of Parliaments, the Honse of Commons, then I beg to submit that that 
conveHtion, which was established in that Parliament, can in no way be 
applieable to this Legislature. 8ir, the other day, on the 11th March 1924, 
''hen Mr. K. C. Hoy put a question in this Assembly whether the conven
tion of the House of Common.3 that pending Bills lapse on the dissolution 
o: the House ......... . 

Mr. President : We cannot have a debate on a point of order. The, 
IIonrmJ·able Member must only state to me his point. 

Mr. C. Duraiswami Aiyangar : I am only stating that the Government 
of Jmlia Act does 110t rcmlm my amendments out of order ......... . 

Mr. President : But you cannot have an argument on this point, 
citing authorities and making references. You must state your point 
on which you submit your amendment is in orde1', 

Mr. C. Duraiswami Aiyangar : My point is that the convention of the 
House of Commom; d(IPS not apply, and that section 67, clause 2, of ihe 
Govermr,ent of India Al•f t1oes not make this amendment out of order. Sec· 
tion 6'7, clause 2, of the Go·~t·rnment of India Act, if applied to ',he proce
dure of this .AHsemhly, muy prohibit not only a reduction, but also au 
enhan<..ement, not mlly au l~rtlumcement, but also a reduction. Section 67, 
clawse 2, says : 

11 It shall not be lawful, without the previous sanction of the Governor Gcnernl, 
to introduce at any meeting of (either Chamber of the Indian legislature) any mcasul'e 
ajfccling-

( a) the public debt or public revenues of India or imposing any charge on tha 
revenues of India.'' 

If we ta~~e the word "affecfi?~'l "to mean, as it is ordinarily reckoned 
to mean, affecting prejudicially, then I submit it will be competent for this 
Legislature to iw~1·eas~c: !:ltt J:'lt to reduce it. It will only affect prejudi
cia1ly if any source (1f J'C\'0Jll,f:\ is reduced or sought to be reduced by ·~his 
lJegislature, but Hot if it is to be increased. And further, I wish to state' 
that that sectifin eontelll]l!atcs only the introduction of a mcRsure, and not 
the subsequellt stag·es of it ·when amendments are to be moved. Sir, when 
once a measure is introduced ·with the sanction of the Governor Gener<1.l, 
then the Rules and Standin~ Otders relating to amendments alone mn~r. 
he held to apply, and Standing Orders 45 to 53, which relate to amend-: 
lll(•nts, do not prohibit any kind of amendment, nor do they impose any 
qw:lifications upon the amendments. Theref()re I submit to the Chai1· 
that when once a measure has been duly introdueed, the subsequent stages 
or it are .regulated only by the provisions of the Act. It cannot be in 
th(• contemplation of the GOV('l'llment of India Act that for every stwh 
<lmendment moved in this Le~islature the sanction of the Governc,r 
General will have to be taken, nor is there any provision macl.e for 1 hat. 
'rherl'fore, I beg to submit that, if th3 Government of India introduo:~ a 
Bill with the due sanction of the Governor Genrra1, tlwn WP rt>gnlate tlvl 
i'lirtlwr procedure by the Rules and Stnnding Orders relating to amencl
wents. If the Goyernol: General in Council does not approve of anJ-~ 
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a.mendment made here, the rowrrs vested in the Governor Ocnoral or 
'·ewing· this will only have to be resorted to and not that the amondment.i 
themsleves should ht' disallowed here. 

Further, I beg to submit to the Chait that a protection Bill is altogether 
ai different kind of Bill from a Finance Bill. Although the llonour3hle 
the Home .M>Jlltber incidentally or unconsciously or consciously designated 
this Bill as n Ji'iuance Dill in the (~ourse of an answer given to-day, I would 
submit that it i!!i not strictly speaking a finance Bill, but it is a protection 
Bill. A protl•r.tion llill. is something of a penal uature. We say that no 
articles shoulrl be introduced into this country from outside because we 
want to protect our industries: :::.nd say, 11 If you do so, we will penalisl' 
th lirticle~r;."· Therefore, I Cf1.Usider it not as a finance Bill in substanC'il 
c:· in the main, but as a pena1 Bill. If a penal Bill is moved in t:1 h; 
.Asliiembly to impose a fine of ~0 rupees, I submit it would be. competeD~ 
(() this Assembly to raise it to ;)0 rupeE.'~ or to reduce it to 25 rupees. 

I there:fo.re submit that this. Bm being in the nature of a penal Dill 
and not in the nature of a finance Bill those rules cannot apply ; and if 
I understand anything of' the proeednre of the House of Commons, there 
also if a measure i~ intended for the purpose of imposing a charge or rai~
ing revenue, then it proceed3 from the Crown, If the main object ot the 
n;n is different and subsidiarity it ari~es that & charge has to be lllvicrl, 
the rules relating to the initiation of Finance Bills· are n<>t observed but it 
goes to the Committee stage an'd the Crown sanction is thereafter taken. 
::o;!lnilarly, the Government of India Act has laid down certain rules ~ma 
Standing Orders. I would only' submit to the· President that the Bill 
having been introduced amendments are in order, and if amendments ar!l' 
taken here and subsequently fOr' any- reason Ilis Excellency the Governor 
General or his Council do· not think them propel", there are powers vest
ing in them which they could exercise. I submit that inasmuch as ·~he 
constitution of the Indian Legislature and the rules made under the Gov· 
ernment of India Act are all sui oeneris, it is impossible to find parallels 
in other Parliamf'tlts or other count:ries. Therefore, 1 would earnestly 
request the President to regulate his procedure by the Rules and Standin::r 
Orders framed unJ.er the- Ooverrunent of India Act and under those 
~tanding Orders my amendments are not out of order. 

Mr. President: Ori!er, order. I do not want to hear other Members. 
I gave an opportunity to the Member giving notice of the amendments. Ali 
1 have already statetl, I have no doubt the amendments proposed are out of 
order. You cannot have a proposal for augmentation of. a tax or greater 
~J.ppropriation of rewnue except on the recommendation of the Crown. 

The next. amendment is that of Mr. Amar Nath Dut~, No. 39.• That 
goes with No. 30 ·which has already been disposed of and falls with it. 
T!:t.cn the next one is that of Mr. Patel, No. 40, by which he proposes to aud 
the words 11 subject to such conditions regarding the treatment of labour 
as he may from time to time by rules prescribe. '' I have on a previous 
occasion indicated that in my view that is outside the scope of the Bill ; 
and Honourable M<>mbers will see that the Select Committee have made a 
certain recommendation on that point. Perhaps the Goverument will 

,· • In elause 3, after the words 11 as the t':tse rutty bt', the Governor Gf'nf'Tnl 
~n Countil " the word9 " with the arproval of the Indillll Legislative Assembly " u~ 
uwrertt>d,. ·• 
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t:ke to make some statement, a11d the llou~e may like to know what the 
intent:ons of Government are with regard to that recommendation of thtJ 
Select Committee. 

The Honourab'e Sit Charles Innes (Commerce Member) : I do not 
think I hwe very much to add to what has already been stated on this 
point in the Srled ;_:ommittee 'a report.. I wish to say that we have already 
in an advanced stal!e of consideration Bills relating to trade disputes and 
to trade unions legislation. · 

My Honourable friend Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra w~ll know more 
~Al'out it than I do ; I do not knllw that the Government can commit them~ 
t~eh·es to introduce this legislation by any_ specific date ; but we are in a 
~O.iition to say that these proposals are, as I have said, in an advanced 
&tage of con<;iderati·m. · 

Mr. V. J. Patel (Bombay City : Non-:Muhammadan Urban) : I under· 
~;tand, Sir, you ba\'e not yet ruled that this amendment is out of order 
and therefore perhaps there is a doubt in your mind as to whether really 
thi~ amendment falls outside tbe scopP. of the Bill. No Bill for the pru· 
teetion of industrit!s can be said to be really•a protection Bill unless it 
contains provision11 to safeguard both capital and labour. By the provisions 
of this Bill you merely safeguard the interest:; of capital but you do not 
ssy one word for 8afeguarding the interests of labour. Now, my Honour· 
able friend Sir Charles Innes on behalf of Government stated that tb 
Go\'ernment of India intended to bring in a separa. ' Bill for dealing with 
the general queCJtion of tra:le unions and such othe· · matters. That may 
or may not be ro. He may or mey not do so. That • ' a separate question 
a!together. Here we are dealmg out bounties to lertain · companies. 
We are here providing for special protection and I seeJ. by this amendment 
that H:o>e who take advantage of the provisions of this .Act should be under 
an obligation to ohf..l;r,·e certain conditions which the Government may lay 
lown with r<'gard t6 the tr<'atment of Iatour. Unless you do that I am.. 
afraiJ this prottetion Bill will 'be one sided. · 

Then, Sir, the idea of introducing provisions for sai'eguarding labour 
i~ uot foreirtn to Tariff .Ac~ sin other countries. In Australia, for instance, 
in the Tariff Aet they have specific provisions in the Act itself to safeguard 
Inc intr.>rests of labour. I will not take up the time of the Assembly 1.:~· 
readin~r any long paSEages from this book by Mr. Gregory which deals with 
the different Tariff Acts in different parts of the world. But here it is 
stated that in Australia such a provision exists and I would submit, Sir, 
there is nothing in the Government oi India Act or in the rules made
thereunder by which you can rule this amendment out bf order. It pur
porta to give powP.r to the Governor General in Council to make ·certain 
rules which tho~ who seek prot~tion must fulfil before they can claim pro~ 
tection. · · · · · · 

Mr. N. M .. Jos~ (Nominated :Labour Interest'S) : Sir, I want to say 
one word on th1s pomt of order. . . . . . . . . • · 

Mr. Pre~ident : 1 am not willing .to hear ~!embers on these points of 
order exceptmg the Member who has g'lVen notice of the particular amend~ 
ment that is being dealt with. 
· Hr. N. )I. Joshi : :May I humbly suggest that I have been a :Member 
of the Legislative Assembly for more than three years. 

Mr. President : Orfler, ordei.'. I am perfectly aware that the Honour .. 
able Member has been a Member of the Legislative. As.~embly for rnant 
)·cars ; so have other llember.o ; but, as I hlve. said, I eu only allO\V, 

L&.1;J.A • . ~ 
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Ilembers who have rin•n notice of amendm('nfs to spf'ak on 11oint8 of order 
ni:..-;in" with re!,!'ard to them. I will hear them and nobody else. I cannot 
haYe a.., general discussion on points of order. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi : What I have to say is this ..••••••.• 
Mr. President : Order, order. I :have' no doubt that Mr. Patel'" 

amendmPnt is out (lf order beC'ause it deals with a different and foreign 
snbject altogether. The subject which he wants to introduce is protection 
()f labour and this llill is not for tha.t purpoRe at all. It is for the protec. 
twn of a particular industry and not for the protection of labour. Thl!' 
protection of labour is a wide subjPet by itself and must be dealt with 011 
its own merits, on a separate occasion. · 

Mr. V. J. Patd : Thank you, Sir. 
:r.Ir. President : The next amendment is No. 41 o! Mr. Patel which 

nms as follows : 
11 In elause 31 line 19, after tile word 1 mhnll 'insert the following r 
1 On being ~atisfied that at least two-thirds ~f ihe capital invested ill tho buainc!l. 

wnee:·ned is India.o.' 
. , lf the abot•e is 11ot accepted then-

To elnuse 3 add the following proviso : 
1 Provided that nothing· iA this flection shall apply t11 any company, 1irm or. 

other person who starts the busine11s Gf manufacturing steel nftH the pll.flsing of thi• 
Act t1xe.ept to the extent and in the munner to be determined by a Resolution of thll 
Legislative Assembly in that behalf '·" 

Before I rule about this amendment I would like to hei:Il' Mr. Patel. 
Mr. V. J. Patel : Sir, those. of us who have not ISO far given our 

whole-l1earted support to this Bill are under an apprehension that this Bill 
is rrillly intended not for the purpose ot encouraging Indian industry, 
'but for the -purpose of giving an opportunity to foreigners to invest their 
capital in the Steel industry in India. The whole object of thir.; 
.Bill ...... 

. The Honourable Sir Charles Inne~ : May I ri"'e to a point of ordPi"', 
Sir ? Is the Honourable :Member making a 11peech or is he talking: 
t>n a point o! order ! 
. Mr. President ~ The Honourable Member must confine himself t() 
the point of order. 

Mr. V. 3. Patel :·That is what I am doing, I think. 
Mr. President : The Honourable :Member is not doing it. 
Mr. V. J. Patel : Perhaps you were not following me. 
?Jow, Sir, what I want to provide by this amendment is that the 

proteetion to be given by this Bill should be confined to' real Indian 
indurtries and not to any industries started 'by foreign capitalists. It 
should not be extended to foreign capitaUsts ; that is my view. Now, 
when you bring in a Bill saying that it will be applicable to such and such., 
companies or to such and such firms- or to such and such persons, it is, I 
respectfully submit, open to any Member of this House to say "No,· 
it sha11Mt apply to so many persons or to so many firms or companies, 
but that it shall apply to certain specified companies or that it shall 
~ot &pply to certain specified companies "'. Therefore, you must make 
it tlf:!ar that the protection provided in this Bill would be confined to 
l;r..di~ ~dustr!cli alone, otherwise the result will be thisl that Y\)J! 
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will tan, as soon as this Bill is passed into law, a number of foreign 
capitalists comin(J' into this country and starting similar concerns, with 
the r·!sult that the whole object with which this Bill is proposed to be 
passel will be frustrated. The object of thL'I Bill is to give encourage
ment to Jndian industries, and if you want to carry out that object, 
it i~ absolutely necessary that you must make a proyision of this 
kind, otherwise the whole object of this Bill will be frustrated. If you 
want tl't e1rry out the real object of 1his Bill, namely, to give protection 
to Tndian industries, then it is absolutely necessary that you must in
troduce this provision and I think therefor!' it is perfectly' in order, and 
I submit you will Dflt rule this out of order. . 

. Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya (Allahabad and Jhansi Dhri<;ions : 
N'on-1\luhammadan Rural) : Sit·, I want your permission t:> submit, ~"' 
few remarks to you for your eonsideration on the questbn which i'i 
now llefore the Ilouse. · 

Mr. President : I cannot allow the Honourable Member to address 
the t:hair on thift point of order. As I have, said, I will hear any sub-
1niS'Sicm that i~ to h~ made by the :Member who has giren notice o~ the 
partiP.lllar amendment. 

Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya : In that case, s:r, it will be quite. 
impossible for M·zrnbers of this Honse to lend their ~upport to this Bill, 
(llear, llear). If an important principle which affects the Bill ll:i not 
.allowt>d to be discussed in this Tiouse. .. . .. .. .. . .. .. .. . . · · 

Mr. President : That is not a p~int of order at alL 
Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya: I wish that you would hear me. 

·I WIH gooing to submit to yon not a point of order, but some observa: 
tiona to request you ............. .. 

'Mr. President~ If the Honourable Member is not submitting a point 
()f order, then he is not in order in aadressing this A~sembly. · 

Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya : Sir, I want your permission to 
placl! before you c!rtain considerations why you should review your 
rulinl! .on the point of order, and I submit I am entitled to request you 
to h~11r me. before you shut me out in this arbitrary manner. (Hear, 
hear). I am very sorry to say it, Sir, but I do think that you should 
Allow me to place a few points before you for your consideration be
fore you 11hut me out. If you shut me out without giving roe an 
Alpportunity to place' the points I wish to place before you, then you will 
~omrel many of us to oppose the Bill ............. .. 

(Voices from the Swarajist Bcnche11 : " We will all oppose the Bill.' •\ 
'Mr. 'President~ Tbe IIonourable Member will see that if I allow 

~ny !.lember to speak on a point of order except. the mover of the 
11metJment, tben I cannot discriminate, and I must allow other 
Members aho to speak, and thl're win be a gellilral discussion on the 
point of order which cannot be allowed. 
. Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya: I again submit, Sir, that I was nr.t 

.going to address you on the point of order. I merely want to submit 
to yun certain considerations requesting you to revise your ruling OB. 
1his ?Ut'!ltlon. I do not want to speak on this motion without request
In~ you to reconl'lider your ruling. I wish to submit to you certaill 
point~ by which I hope you will be induc.ed to .reconsider your rulin;r 

. .&.lld allow UJJ, •.• u ........ . 
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Mr. President : The Honourable Member must understand that 
that t·omes to addressing me on the point of order. 

Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya : No, Sir, I submit not. 

Mr. President : Then what doNI the Honourable Memhrr wish DHI 

to revise t 

Pandit Madan Mohan Mala.viya : If y&u will hear me, you will 
know it. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah (Bombay City : Muhammadan Urban) : I undt'r· 
stand, Sir, Paudit l\1alaviya desires to request you .. '" ....... . 
(roices : "Louder please, louder please.") I think I am rcpl'l'· 
senting the view of Pandit Malaviya correctly. What he desires the 
('hair to do is this. Ordinarily, Sir, on a point of order, you decirl,,d 
to hear only the mover of the amendment and nobody else. What the 
Honourable Pandit now desires is this, that you may relax that rulin~ 
having regard to the vital importance of this particular amendment, 
and that you may also allow such other p~ople, say two, three or four, 
who desire to place their views before you, to speal< in order to per
suauc you to allow this amendment to l'e discussed. That, I under· 
stand, is the point of view of the Honourable Member. 

Mr. President : The Honourable Pandit did not put it qui~e in that. 
way. 

Mr. M. A. Jinna.h : If that is his desire, then I do snpport him. 
I do not say that tl.ere should be a gt>neral discussion, but I do say i hat 
you should allow one or two other Members to place before you their 
views before you gin your fimtl ruling. 

Mr. President: Pandit Madan Mohan 1\Ialaviya. 

Fandit Madan Mohan Mala.viya : Thank you, Sir, ....... . 

Mr. N. M. Joshi : May I also, Sir, rise to a point of order ? 

r.!r. President : I hav·e not called upon the Honourable Memher 
!rom Bombay ; I have called upon Pandit Malaviya to address me. 

Pandit :r.tada.n Mohan Mahviya. : Sir, you have been- pleased to 
rule that no one except a :Member who has given notice of au amend
ment should be heard on a point of order. I wi~h, Air, to place certain 
cons:derations before you which I hope will lead you to reconsider that 
rutin~. The position is this. This is a Bill brought in by Government 
or. the rMommendation of the F:: !'al Commission ~'uprorted hy the Renort 
of the· Tariff Board. The Fiscal CommiRsion reported that the Gov
ernm,nt should grant protection to certain industries, and it coupler! 
that recommendation with a vt-ry important recommendation which 
:vou will find in paragraph 292 of the Report of the Fiscal Commission. 
It sC~ys :-

"We think, bowt>ver, thnt where Government grants anything in the natnre of :1 
monopoly or ronression, where public money is given to a rompany in the form n! 
any kind of subsidy or bounty, or where a licl'nse is grnnterl to aet as a p•1brc utility 
eomp~ny, it is reasonllhle that Govnnment should make certain ~tipnlat.ion~. Wh~1·o 
~h" ~nrlian Govl'rnment is grant:ng con•\essions or where the Indinn tax· p:tyers' money 
18 be.ng dtlt-OtPd to the stimulat!on of an enterprise, it is reasonable thut ~~rin.l stre~s 
sh01tld bt? la:d on the Tndian rh~r!l"trr of t!1e companies thuq favourt\•1. In all sur,h 
r.asf'l! WI' t!Jink it would bP rr:tfnn;;bl<' to insiHt that companies enjoying surh rorH!~'Jl-
8Jons should Le ineorporuted and registered in India with rupee tll1'ital, tbat ~h~ll.l 
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ehould be a re1111onable proportion of Indian Directors on the Board and reasolll!.blo 
faeilitiee ehould be offered for the training of Indian apprentices at Government 
erfl('nae. We notice that thiA policy has bet>n generally aeceptcd by the Government 
of India. During the debate iu the Legislative Assembly on the 2nd March .1922 on 
the Resolution moved by Sir Vithaldas Thackersey recommending that waaures 
abould be tuken to provide that as large an amount as possible o£ the 150 crorcs st•t 
aaide for the rehabilitation of railways during the next five years should be spent iJ, 

. .lndia, Mr. Chatterjee on behalf of Government stat~d : 
' The eettled poliey of the Go\·ernment of India, as I think we have mention('d 

more than onee in this Anembly, is that no concession should be given to any firm~ 
in rtgard to in.dustries in India, unless such firms have a rupee eapit\11, unl~ss sud1 
f.rm• havr a proportion, at any rat{!, of Indian directors, and unless such firms allow 
fatilitlee for lndwn apprentices to be trained in their works. This liBs been n1entionl)d 
more than ouee, and 1 ran only repeat thls declaration '." 

This was an essential part of the recommendation made by the 
f'il!~al Commission. The . Bill that has been introduced has entirely 
ignored this important recommendation. I want to . point out that a 
mattl..r lik·e this is perfectly relevant to the discussion. I will invite 
your attention, Sir, to the discussion on the Overseas Trade (Credits 
and Insurance) Act, 1920, in the House of Commons. When the Bill 
which became an Act was introduced, its object was explained to be to 
grant credits to certain firms to enable them to re-establish trade in the 
enntlnent of Europe. 

On that motion, Sir John Butcher aske.d : 
11 Do I undl'rstand that the~ (the eredits) are only to be given to British firms, 

or are they to be given to fore1gn firms as well, or. are the credits to be given to 
foreign Oovt!rumenbl f Would it not be well to put in.to the Resolution some wor•ls 
to show to whom the eredits are to be given I " 

• Sir Robert Horne replied : 
" The Bill "'ill do that. It ia perfectly elear that credits will only be granw•l 

to British firms." . 

On another occasion Mr. i:tridgeman said : 
11 The honourable and learned Member for York asked whether thiA would ba 

huitl.'d ·to British firma and sellers in. this eountry. Yes, the advances will be ~". 
limited." '" . 

On thi!t assurance being given to the House, when the Bill w:as intro· 
ducetl there was a clause in it which definitely said : . . · 

" Provided thut no credit shall be granb•d by the Board under t!rls sect~on : 
· (ti) to an alien, or to a firm in which tae majority ot the partners are alif'n~, 

or to a eompany wht>re British subjects do nat form a majority of t!i•l 
directors, or where a majority of the voting power is not in. the hand; ol 
British subjects.'' · . . 

This stands as the law of the English people. 
~ow, Sir, if a section like tbat could be introduced in the Overseas 

Trade (Credits and Insurance) Act, 1920, in the House of Commons, 
I suhmit there Cll.n be no reason why a clause like what is urged by 
my friend Mr. Patel and some others, including my$elf, should not be 
introrlu<.'ed into this Bill which grants protection to certain companies 
at th,. cost of the general tax-payer. We cannot follow a better pre· 
<-edent than tl1e pr-etedent of the House of C!lmmons. Here they wanted 
financilll help to be given to trade to help it to be re-established in 
Eurc•pe ; but they distir:ctly asked questions at an early stage whether 
the rrt>dits should be given to Dritish firms or to alien fir~s, and th~y 
got the assurance that thev w<,uld be e-iven to British firms only. 'rhis 
Rssurance wu incorporated in the Act and stands part of the Act now. 
lJPrf' th(> Fiscal Commission has in the most distinct t·e-rms recommended 
that, when Government grants protecti~n to any company, it shou14 
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stipulate that there shall be three condition!!, namely, that companies 
who enjoy concessions should be incorporated and registered in India 
with a rupee capital, that they shoulu ha\·e a l'easonable proportion 
of Indian Directors and that facilities should be otrered for the train· 
ing of Indian apprentices at Government expense, The Government 
.Member, Mr. Chatterjee, definitely said : 

"No eoneession shnll be given to nny firms in regard to industriea in Inilin unlPM 
IU~h firms have a rupee eapital, unless aueb firma have a proportion, ut anr rate, IJf 
Indian directors, and unlesa such firms allow facilities for Iniliun npprent1cca to bu 
trained in their works. '' 

He said this had been mentioned more than once. 
Now, this vital principle, which will affect the life-blood of the 

people throughout the country, has been entirely omitted in framing 
the Bill. The Government han not be~n fair to the tax-payer, and I 9UIJ

mit th11t, if the Bill i~ rushed through the Council in its p11e1sent form 
ilertainly there will be many who will oppose it and the country will 
eond~-:mn it. · . 

For these reasons I beg you to reconsider your ruling and to allow 
il\lem,,ers an opportunity to say all that they have to say with regard 
to thi' necessity for introducing a paragraph like the one proposed by 
Mr. Patel in this Bill. If you are not pleased to do that, Sir, allow me 
:to say with all rt:spect, nnd without Any wish to hold out a threat, 

· allow me to say that the passage of the Bill will be wreck.eJ. 
Mr. N. M. Joshi : :May I l'ise til :t point Qf order, Sir f The point 

()f order is this. You have now allowed a second speaker to state a 
point of order on thiR question. I shoulcl like to know from you 
wheth~I you will allow me now to speak on the point of order regarding 
1:he labour amend~r..ent of Mr. Patel's. I think it is as important as 
this question. 

r~~T.r. President : We cannot go back to it now. That matter ha..s 
been disposed of. • 

Dr. H. S. Gour {Central Provinces Ilindi Divisions : Non..l!uham· 
1nadan) : Sir, a!! a member of the 8t>lect Committee, I wish strongly 
to support Pandit "Madan Moh11n :Malaviya's representation to you that 
the matter regarding the utilisation of Indian capital and Indian 
Enterprise be, if possible, incorporated in this Bill. Sir, if you' refer 
to para. 5 of the report you \l'lll find that this question was debate•\ 
in thP Select Committee at great length and the majority of us decided 
in the following terms : 

" The majority, however, ef the nen·officiat members ef our ~mmittee indine 
1o the opinion that the possibility should be seriously considered nt an early dat!) of 
11ecuring for India• capital a .substantial share in induf.tries benefiting by Stahl 
:assistance. '' 

{ therefore, Sir, submit that the Honourable 1\Ir. Patel's amendment 
is not out of order in view of the discussion in the Select Committee 
:and the upression of opinion by the~ Select Committee in para. 5. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : Sir, the point of order is, of 
~ourse1 entirely for you to decide. All I refer to is the Standing Order 
~f this House which says that an amendment must be relevant to and 
within the scope of the motion to which it is proposed. Now I pr.e
:Sume that the object underlying a rule of that kind is that a popular 
.Assembly of this kind should not be allowed to be rushed at auy time 
into making a pronouncement on a very important question .o! princi}\le 
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or policy without due consideration and that it seems to me, without 
going into the merits of the case, is the dang·~.r which faces 'us to-day. 
~.Mr. V. J. Patel : " Has not the Fiscal Committee expressed its opinion 
on thi.;; 1 ") It was not placed before the House on this 
Bill. (Pandit Madan Mohan ,lfalaviya : "Whme fault was that T ") 
Now, that was the view which was taken in the Select Committee. The 
Sele<:t Committee ddinitely stated that in a Bill of this kind we should 
not inrorporate provisions relating to the proportion of foreign capital 
or proportions of Indian management or anything of that kind. 'l'he:v 
lmgge'lted that that q1wstion should· he taken up separately, and I will 
say, on behalf of the Government, that I am quite prepared to take that 
question up separately. And I may point out, Sir, if you will pardon 
me for one moment if I do diverge to the merits of this particular case, 
1hat th<' particular amendment proposed by Mr. Patel to clause 3 of this 
Hill will be of no practical effect at all. It wil1 be merely a gesture. 
The Bill subsists merely for three years, and it takes five years for 
11 man to produce stef'l. Therefore, even if this ame•ndment were carried, 
it ·would make no difference at all. It would be merely a gesture. As 
I say, Sir, the point cf order is entirely for :nm to decide, but I do sug-gest 
that, as I have promised to take this qnestion up separately, it would be 
better if this amendm:ent were not inserted in the BiH. 

Pandit Motilal Nehru (Cities of the United Provinces : Non-Muham
mailan Urban) : Sir, as a member of the Select Committee I wish to 
mak~ one or two observations on this point. As my Honourable friend 
~ir Chnrles Innes has pointed out, this is in effect only a gesture and that 
was the argument vd1ich '7as pnt by him before the Select Committee 
on the strength of the finding11 of the Tariff Board. Now, Sir, we are 
taking the finding of the Tariff Board because WE' have no materials 
l1efore us to show that that finding is wrmlg-. The British and the 
foreign eompanies who might like t.o in1J•odnce their capital in the steel 
mdustry are in no way bound by the finding of the 'l'ariff Board. I do 
not think that the opinion of the T~ritr Boartl thnt it will take five years 
before you can produce a pound of steel in this country is by any means 
finaL We know at what rapid rate science is progreRsing. We know 
i.h11t thf'rc are foreign companies with enormous resources at their back. 
I do not thi11k that it will be safe for this House to take the assurance 
nf the Tariff Board that you are quite safe for the next fiv·e. years because· 
no concern coming in from a fnreign cNmtry will be able to produce 
anyt}ling within that period and. as the life of this Bill is only thre~ 
yeaN there is nothing to fei'lr. Vested interests will arise even if no 
steel is produced and we shall haYe to consider a number of auxiliary 
<tuestions before we can at som•l later stage introduce legislation whi<!h 
my Honourable friend Mr. Patel wishes to introduce to-day. Before 
these complications arise it is therefore n-e:cessary for this House to 
safeguard the interests of the Indian industry and to keep it in the 
hands of Indians as far as possible. Now, Sir, we were told that 
this Bill is not a Bill in the interests of the Tata Company or any other. 
Company. It is in the interest~-t of the Indian industry, and I take it 
that the only reason why we are extending any protection to the Tatn.s 
js that in the near future we exroct other companies '\Vill arise and begin: 
operations so thflt there will be internal competition and thereby the 
:ratepa,·er in the long run will be the gainer. Well, if it is not for the 
Tata Company, is it for any other company 7 I think, Sir, if there is 
!WY place. in which it ought to ,be mad€.' clear as to what .companies this 
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Dill will aflply it is in this provision of the Bill. Thtre are no eompll4 

cstions as indeed there would be, if we were to introduce labour le{('isla• 
tion into this Bill. ·In th·et latter ease there is a variety of consideratioM 
to be gone into and we would be unduly encumbering this Bill with a 
numbH of special provisions, and after doing so we may, in the end, 
find that we have not done justice to the cause of labour that 11tands upon 
a different footing altogether. I am quite at one with the Honourable 
Governm·ent Members upon that point. Not that I am not as an1iomi 
as my friend Mr. Joshi or my friend 1\Ir. Devaki Prasad Sinha to 
secure the interests o.f labour but becaus:!> I think that the method 
prof.••>CJed by them is not suitable. In this matter, however, there iR 
nothin~ but a short definition of the companies to which the Bill applies 
that is required. I do not think there can be any feu that by rushing 
this short amendment we shall be complicatin~ things so as to make UA 
repent hereafter. The alte,ration asked for involves a principle, which 
is not new, which has been fully considered and which has been affirmed 
by the Fiscal Committee, and indirectly by this House. It iR a proposi· 
tion which bas been long before the country and I think there can be 
no question that a great volume of public opinion is in support ot it. 
That being the case, I do not see how it can be said that the amendment 
is beyond the scope of the Bill. In fact, it limits the scope of the Bill, 
and anything that limits the scope of the Bill mu:·;t nece:;~arily be within 
its scope. I therefore submit that the amendment proposed by my frienJ 
the Honourable .Mr. Patel is quite in order. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander I~uddiman (Home Member) : Mb;ht 
I suggest to you, Sir, that the time has come for you to gh·e a rulin!i on 
this point 7 The discussion on a point of order cannot go on bf'yowl 11. 

certain limit and I suggest tJ you, Sir, that the time has ~orne for ynu 
to give a decision on this point. .I venture als~ t:> Hugg-est for ,rt•m 

. consideration, Sir, that this is an amendment limiting thE' scope of the 
Dill and therefore in order, wh~tever the meritf.l of the amnndmenl. may 
be. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : If I ma:v say only one word, s:r. r am inclined 
to supp:>rt the Honourable the Home Member. I entirely support the 
Honf)urablc the Home Member and I say with very great resp,3ct that, 
"trictly speaking, amendment No. 41 would be admissible whatever may 
be its merits, and 1 think, Sir, if we get on to the merits of that amend· 
roent, probably we shall get on quicker. 

Mr. K. G. Lohokare (Bombay Central Division : Non-Muhammadnn 
Rural) : On a point of order, Sir, ....... . 

Mr. President : I have heard sufficiently on the point of order. 
Mr. K. G. Lohokare : I have my own amendment and I must ha\'O 

a hearing. 
Mr. President : I have heard sufficiently on the point of order. 

In the light of the discussion that has taken place I have now eome to 
the conclusion that, as pointed out by Pandit Motilal Nehru, this amend· 
ment really circumscribes the scope of the Bill and limits it to com· 
panies of a particular kind, and that being the case, I am now of the 
view that it is not out of order. Whether it is desirable to introduce thi~t 
subject in the form in which the amendment stands or whether it will 
be effective for the purpose in view is another question, that is a 
questio!!- o~ the merits. The House wil~ have to consider :!llethe~ !i 



·'I'd B'It!J. lXDt1$TR'f (PilOl'EC'nox) BILL. 

· w;n ed'eet the 'object it has in dew by inserting an: am2n•!1Mnt o! th1:; 
character .or .by having separate legislation in that behnit.. '.fh~>~t is !J 
question for the House to consider on th~ merits. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha (Chota Nagpur Division ; Non-Mullltm• 
maJan) : On a point of order, Sir. May I also appeal tu you to l'tl• 

. \'iew your deci11ion with regard to the previous amendment-No. ·10-
just u you have reviewed yout· dech;ion with regard tu this ameuJ
anent t 

Mr. President : What amendln('nt are you speaking ·of f . _ 

Mr. Devaki Pra.sa.d Sinha: Amendment No. 40. I am on1y appeah 
in;: to you, Sir, to review your decision with regard to this amend· 
lllent al'lo. That also limits the scope of the Bill. 

Mr. President : I have not the slightest doubt about that amend· 
JO.ent. I cannot allow that que11tion to be reopened. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi : Because you did not hear us. 
Mr. Preilident : I am not inclined to hear any Honourable Melnhe, 

on those points which have already been decided and about -yvhicb ' 
bave no doubt. · 

lllr. C. Duraiswami .Aiyanga.r: Sir, in my amendment No. 61, f 
ha,·e asked for the additio11 of a separate clause about the same sui;~ 
Ject. . 

Mr. President: We are now on Mr. Patel's al:nendment, Nu. U, 
and we must deal with that first.· If the Honourable.., Member pref0r~ 
his own 11mendment tn that of Mr. Patel, his obvious course is to vote 
against ~Ir. Patel '11 amendment and then this alnendment can be taken 
ll~ ' : 

tdr. V. J. Patel : I think, Sir, my amendment is short. and swet't, 
and it will fully meet the requirements of the case. The object \dth 
\rbich we have been labouring fc·r thrM-quarters of an hour will bo f111ly. 
llttained if these few words are inserted in clause 3 without disturbing the 
other clauses of the Bill. 'fhe amendment which I have the honour 
to move runs as follows : 

11 In tlauae 3, line 19, after the word ' shall ' insert the following : 
1 On being satisfied that at least two·thirds of the capital invested in the busiMs8 

fonterned Ia Indian j "'i-

Now, Sir, my mam quarrel with the Tariff Board is that they hnve 
in investigating into this question not taken into. consideration the 
report and recommendations o1 the Fiscal Commission. When we say 
' prot~ction of industry ' we mean protection of Indian industry anJ. 
not protection of industry in British India. If you will look at the 
f'reamble of this Bill, you will find it. stated, Sir : 

" Wherl'aa it is tlpedient, in pursuanre of the policy o£ discriminating protection 
ot &nd.ulriu ill British lft1lia with due regard to the well being of the community." · 

Now, what we really want is the protection of Indian industry and not 
protection of industry in British India. This Preamble is based on. 
the recommendations of the Tariff Board and the Tariff Board ha\c 
gone wrong inasmuch as they, in making their investigations, hava 
started on a wrong basis. If thc.>y had before them the :idea, the so.ll} 
idea, of giving protection to indi::enous industries, Indian. industrie~~ 
tht'n tllt'y would have recommended the provision whicb. I am no·.\·. 
wkia:r this Asttembly to awept. The fears that we have, Sir.:-and .I' 

L83L.t. 



UlilWL&rrvi !IUIUliiU, '['TI 111~1 \921 
I 

[Mr. Y. J. Patel.] 
do not wish to make a secret of them-are thnt fiR fiO<m M thi111 Uitt 
is passed companies with huge forei~n capital will be "tnrto<l in thi~ 
eountry, and those fear~~. a::t l will pre:•ently show, are nflt witl.nut .. 
foundation. I re!er this House to pa~e 16 of the T a.riJI Board's Hqu1d .. 
In the last part o[ the first paragr;:.ph, they say : 

"We h:td ii in evldet:ef! from Mr. Fnirlumt thnt the lnrl:an Iron anrl Sto~>l 
Company would not under pre~mt romlition!' t!tJII>Iirler th11 rpl>~ti·ln ol etnbnrkin~~r on 
the .mailufaeture of steel unb~s protetlion \'lt>I'<J giv.•n" 

--what follows is very important and significant, and it is this--· 
u and Mr. Tarlton, giving evideace en bcl:nlr of the United Htecl Corporation of 
Aaia, etated that without protection it 'vould be impo~slhle to rll.ise the eupitnl Ttl\Juirell 
tor a fresh t!nterp1·ise. Our deliberate opiuion is that, without tha hulp of pro~ccti<•~l, 
the steel industry is not likely to develop ut nll. 11 

So, the Tariff Board did not com:idr.r this question from the point. I)( 
view of encouragement to the Indian steel industry, but from the point 
of view of encouraging the steel industry in In.Jia. I do not know 
who this gentleman Mr. 'farlton 'is, but evidently he repres~nts thA 
11ame l'nited f::!tecl Company to be started in India ll.S soonr as thi:; Bill 
js passed mto Jaw, anti 1 understand my Honournl:lle triend Pund1t 
Madan :Mohan 1\Ialaviya made a reference to this particular compun:v 
when hf' was making his speech on the Bill at its first reading. So, it 
is quite clear, ~1r, from the Report of the Tariff BMlrd themse1\H!'I 
,that they were considering the question of giving protection to the 
11teel industry and they had in view this United t:lteel Corporation ot 
.Asia, which wa~ about to be l!ltarted and whose mana~er or ofitcer 
elearly stated before that Committee that, nnlcs3 protection Wall U(;· 

eorded, the capital was not likely to be subKcrib~d. That bein;;o 110, 

there is not the slightest doubt in my mind, and I submit that tber·~ 
1hould not be the slightest doubt in the ruind of any M·~mber of thi:i · 
Assembly, that, as soon as this Bill is passed into law, foreign capital 
will pour in, c.''Jmpanies will be st<l.rted and they will cla!m prot eel hn 

, under the proYisions of this Bill. Then again. lr is not that the Govern· 
nor General in Conneil can rrfnse to give a bounty to any such tint, 
because, the Bill clearly snys that the Governor General in Counc~l 
shall give bounties to companies, firms or persons manufacturing lltPt>l 
in India. This means that the Governor General in Council, even if 
they were so inclined, have no option but to giv0'.1bountiel'l to iht>~e 
firms. It is, therefore, necessary, ~ir, that proper safeguards should he 
provided in this Bill itself, so that the special benefit that is to oe 
eonferred on companies, firms or persons manufacturing steel ~hould 
be restricted to such businesses as are carried on with Indian capital 
at least to the extent of two-thirds. There are friends of mine who 

· would, as recomm2nded by the Fiscal Commission, like th11t th·~r~ 
. should also be a further provision that a certain proportion ol the 
directorate must also be Indian. I should not have the slightest ob· 
jection to the insertion of such a provision, but, as I say, it would 

. disturb the fabric of the Bill and it will be very difficult to carry uut 
that object unless you are prepared to introduce altogether a new 
provit>ion in the Bill for that purpose. But when I seek to provide 
that at least two-thirds of the capital should be Indian, it neces'lal'ily 
implies that such a company shall have a board with an Indian majority, 
because if two-thirds of the capital is Indian, it ~oes without eaying that 
the ahare~.olders will ordinarily appoint a majority of Indiaxw as their 



'1'2 mEL fS'DUSTRY (PROTECTIO:S) BILL, 257~ 

d;rectors. nut assuming for a moment that they do not (although l 
pcrr>onally dottbt it) do so, let them han a free choice. 'lf they b.an 
confidence in non-Indian directors, by all means let them t~xercise their 

·tliRcretion. But the fact remains that once yon make a provision that 
two-thirds of the capital should be Indian, the profits aC'eruing out of 
th<! business will remain in India. That iij the. point ; and ·the· whole 
l•hject of the Fiscal Commission, the whole object, I venture to· snbJHi~ 
perhdfll of the Tariff Board, and it may be perhaps of the Government 
of India will be carried out. It is with that object that I !18\'e ventmed 
to move this amendment and I trm;t that the llonourable .Membt:!ri will 
rmpport it. 

Mr. K. G. Lohokare : Sir, I beg to support the amendment, at lt>a"St 
the principle of it, moved by .Mr. Patel. I had moved a ~1milar ann·nd· 
l"li'Dt for conRideration before the Select Committee and I hare appended 
a Heparate minute to the Report. The main considerations 1hat prompts 
td me to introduce such an amendment in this Bill are as follow~ : 

The fir11t consideration i" due to the preliminary conclusions ·of the 
Fis~al Commil!l'.!ion Report. The Fiscal Commission Report. says : 

11 Th~t the lntlustrial development of India has not been rorume!lsurnte with tho 
1i1P nf the to•tntry, its popukfon, and its natural reaourcca, ani! t::at a eonsiderabl• 
Ol'l'l'loplllL'nt of lnd:an indnstrie~~ " 

--mark the words "considerable development of Indian industries.''
., "·oald be very mu~h to the advantnge of the country as a whole," 

That is the first thin!!' that we fin•1 her". Second~.y; ·the report' ·on the 
'fari!f Bill, as I complained yesterday, did not take i11to 1!onsider11tiou 
tlle variOUJol a;,pects of this qne!ltion. I do not know wnethP.l' the Dlillh~r 
('f the el(•ments of capital and labour organisation were referred to. thetu 
(Jr not, but I see from the rcrl)rt that no rr•f•Jrence has been made to 
it in the report itself. But in the Bill itself we have some words which 
do justify the introduction of such a clause in the Bill itself. " Wht:re
as it is expedient ", in the preamble it is said, " in pursuanc::l of rhll 
poliry of diserimin!lting protection of industries in British 1ndia with 
rtuf.' regard to the well-being of tne community.'' It i&" with due re~ar:i 
t'l the well-being of the community " that discriminating pro~ectif•n 
is to be introduced by the Bill. The w:>rd " discriminating " ha;; so 
In-tny meanin~s here, end the meaning that has been taken by the Fisr.al 
t'lmrois'lion Heport is that 4iscrimination be exercised in the selection 
or indus~ries for protection. That is one discrimination. The StWOnd 

iK in the degree of pr..,tection afforcled. 'fhe dej2'ree uf protection 
af'forde(} is also a conc;ideration in db;crimination. What that de!rr~>~ 
1\hould be iR a matter that we h:n·e t'l consider. And t think Wll ~art 
jn~tificd, wh'ile considering the dc:;ree of protection thai: we ha·re to 
J!ive to the industry, in saying as to what form of protection we wight 
give to the industries that are being developed in India. 

The second thing that I want to bring to the notice of Hononrnhle 
:Members is that the principle of protection has always the elements of 
nationality in it. Protection cannot be introduced for the develop· 
mtnt of the industries of somebody el'ie. Everywhere, in all the coun· 
tries of the world, this idea of protection has betn the outcome of the 
sense of nationality. He~e I mi;,.ht refer to page 128 of " 'l'he Commerce 
of Natoiona" by G. F. Bastable : · . ' 
· u tt ;1 •bo"e ell ~IIICnti"l to rl't'ognizt that the kry·nnt~ of their eyatera I.e 
pijcoDali11• ' 1 · · · · 
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[Mr. K. G. Lohckare.} 
Then 1 wouht rerer the Honourable Members to pa{;c 12n of the snn~~ 
Look where it i~ stateu : 

" ThJ rl'str:d:ve aystetu, liS we might expert, hal a distinctive eolout, arro··d:nl 
to the cuuntry i.u whieb it is t-xpoundrtl. '' 

Therefort-, the system of protection that atty country undertllkt•s to 
}lave is distinctive to the country itst'lf, nml <'on~equrntly 1f we hthe t(J 

Adopt a policy of protection we haYe at the same time to consider how 
bt~st we can da for our own Indian industries. 'fhe scheme of Mtion· 
ality, therefore, is one of the highest considn·ntions if protection ilt ~o 
be given at all to any indmMy by bountic~ and by imports. lmp01t 
tluties mean additional cost to the eon~umer, bounties mean additwtml 
cost to the ta.x-payer. If. the general tax-pnyer of the country an(l th'' 
consumers in ~eneral have h pay for the prot.-etion or the devclf)p· 
ment of an industry, it is qnite nntural. a lo;~ical con~')quenct>, ihH* 
those people who pay· for it must get the advantage of the dt>vPltlp· 
ment of the indu::.try. To me, at leE!Rt, and to many of us, it secnu ~• 
strange idea that the money of the poor of this country, the monl)y (lf 
the general tax-payers of the country, should go tJ fill the coffer:i or 
foreign capitalists, and that the m:mey 8hould be sent out hom India fnt' 

their own b~nefit. I will refer here to the Ueport of the Fiscal Cm,t· 
mission in which the matter has been distinctly stated. 1 referrcJ !1> 
it yesterday and to-day I wi~;h to draw tie attention or the Ilt)USIJ to 
paragraph 292 of the Report in which the following passage occurs : 

11 Where the Indian Govl!rnment is granting C!On<"e~eions or where the Iwlina 
'l:l:l·pnyers' money is btling devoted to the stimulation of nn enterprise, it is rf.'BsonniJlu 
t'1at special strrss should be lnid on the Indian char~H't~r of the I.'Ompanies. thns fuvoure.l. 
In all such cases we think it would be rcasonaLle to insi11t that eomvanics enjovinrr 
aucb ~oucessions should be ineorporatcd and r!'gistere<l in India with rupee 11upibl, 
that there should be a l't'a[onablc proportion of Indian directors on tho board an1\ 
reasonable facilities 8hould be offered for the truining of Indian apprenticta a' 
(lo~l'rnment exptnJe," 

This is an extract from the In1lan Fiscal Commission Report it..,eu. 
There are certain persons. Sit·, who say that it is advantageous to hav.: 
foreign capital here in order that the country may benefit by the dewlop
tnent of industrin Thd1· main argument is that the people who hal'l.l 
no training i!l industries can get this training when fore:gn capital rnns 
in. I might, first of all, take It for granted that they did not com.idt·r 
what an am:mnt of liability the country is g:>ing to unJ~rgo by th1) 
foreign capital and other vested interrsb coming into 1 his .country. I 
leave 'other considerations aside for the time bein~. I take on:> the 
argument that the country wil1 b"ne!lt ·by the amount of indust~·il\1 
development that it will receive if· these•forr.i~ industries are b~>in·: 
iitarted here. Let me illustrate it further. The measure of advantagn 
is to be measured according to the analysis of the advnntages offert>'l 
by the industry itse!f. Unrlcr forei{.;il organisation how much amr·nut 
of training we are to ~et. for instance in expert labour, b a questinn 
,. hieh affects us very much. U we cast our Httention to the railwa::s 
we all find that the higher posts, i.e., posts ri"!quiring expert bl)w. 
ledge, ar~ not in the hands of Indians. We have b~>,eu complaining evr.ry 
now and then that the railway aclministration h not conducted for tl!e 
benefit of the conntry. The tariff ratrs are not generally assessed in 
the intcrt>~t:-; of the gen~>ral tax-payer. You can see all sorts of forf:i:m 
eapitali~ts ht>r_e. H you ta!;.e lulo con~illeration tho. amount of technical 
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training tl1at our people get here, you will· find tha~ all tiie traini.n~: 
lh.at t11ey have receh·ed hi a~ earpent~rs, firemen an~ d~1vers. Exccf•t f?r 
tu111 Uu:1·e 1s no tram.ng 1:mch as for Assa;tant Engmeers even. ~lu.s 
i11 the effect of fortit,n capital, in ~;pite of some State control, th1s 1~ 
the eiTect of forei"n organisations. I sliould like to ask if you are 
r uri her prepartJ to "'undergo the ri~k ?f foreign capital, of foreig~ orga~
a,.ationx in the ca~>e of such a ba~>lC mdustry as Iron and steel m Ind1a. 
'.l'l,en ~e come to the question of profits. If the control of a company 
i111 in thl.' hands of foreigners it is only natural that the intere~;t on eapi.tal 
fOe~; jnto the pockets of these forei!!'ners. 'l'he money fl.owli out of the 
country the moment it comes out of the pocket of consumers. We !:lee 
an instance of this in the ease of the foreign immrance companies in 
India. lo'oreign insurance companies do business in India at the col:it 
of the general tax-payer, but the advantages of the entire capital lie 
in the hand!! of these foreigners to be sent away to foreign countrles. 
l can cite many instances of such foreign capital being sent to foreign 
lands to benefit the pocl\eh; of forei!!ners. Are we then now going to start a 
rna~:hinery for handing over the profits of the steel industry in India Sll that 
India may be robbed of her r.ches in the· form of this sttel industry ·' 
My Honourable friend on the opposite benches on the first day poitoted 
out that there WM some danger in it and precautions w~re needed; W~ 
have been pre11sing our ideas on the opposite benches and have not 
received any re11pouse. N:> attempt is made t:> safe6Ulrd the interc:;ts 
of the public at larl,!e. If that had not been the case would wr btl 
now presKing this amendment ? As Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya 
llB'I 11'\icl, until there is some provision in this Bill · t') sa.feguard the 
interests of the public at large, we shall have to throw out the Btll if 
Jt remains in this form. 

The advantage that the country would derire would s!mply lie in 
th .. dire<'tion of the wa~es that unskilled labour would gt't. Suppose 
tl1eHe ii1dustries employed unskiPed labour to the extent of: say, thirty 
or forty thousand. Let us compare the. amount of import duties the 
r~.;nntry will have to pay m order to find employment for 1hem. If you 
11chl to the amonnt in the way of wa!?es that these noor peonle would heve 
rat for a~ricultural labour the amount of bounties, we will not be in a 
more favourable position. Tbe profits all go out of the country, llnd 
there is no provis:on in the Bill against that. The organisation is to 
!>e .in thP hanrls nf foreign persons, and the only advantage we rleriYc 
'~'~ m the form of wages of the unskilled labourers. What percentage 
<•f the tohl cost of production would this be 7 The total cost of pro
duction of a tori of steel is, according to the Tariff Board Report, Rs. lAO, 
out of which the overhead charges amount to Rs. 60. Tw.>-thirds is t:.te 
further cost of production, of which one-third is the pay of expl.lrt 
labour. The co~t of production bas two elements, royalty as well .a~ 
transport. That means that 15 or 20 per cent. will go into the haucb 
c•f the labourers. We are going to pay nothing less than · 5 crores · .vf 
rupee!! during the next three years. We have been told that there is 
only one company at present, the Tata Company, which will be affected 
hy the Bill, and our imagination is being played upon by the statement 
that by throwing out the Bill we will be depriving one enterprise of 
'the advantages of protection under this Bill. There are already several 
foreign capitalists in this industry. Some of them have been produein,., 
pig-iron, and are thinking of going in for the Jll'Oduction uf steel at 
the. s11me time. Within a year or two it w:ill be possible -for them to put 
i~I!Jr Rt!"el on the m~~rk~t. We Rhall ha'fe in that case not only to 'fl11Y 
the Tata Company durm~ thc~e. three years, but somethin~r additional 
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[Mr. It. G. Lohokare.] 
'Will haye to be paid to other compnniPs a~ well. T have h~re the 'll'rncs 
'Of some of the firms. The Indian Iron and Steel Works have a caplt.ll 
·of 3 crores. Th.e. Bengal !rpn and Steel Works h:n:e a capital of 4 
erores .. The 1ndtan Steel Compnny has only been regtstcrld but h; 1wt 
'Working yet. The Eastern Iron Corupnny has a l'apital of one cror" 
bt!t has not yet started. If the poli1~y nndl'r dis~Ui!sion is to be continut~l! 
not only shall we have to pay somcthin~ to these companies which t 
have mentioned, but we shaH have to pny fnr more than we will to 
Tata in the form of bounties. '£here i3 a further eletne,lt. Son1e of 
these foreign firms have got concession!i in the form of coalfie!us and 
ore fields at the same time. They have been mentioned in the Govern· 
ment of India reports and can be referred to. There i~ 1mothcr firm 
~t the same time of fore[gn capital, Vickers and Co., which has start~d 
their busines~ here, an.d 1t i~ n~y ~ikely t.hey may think o.f takin~ up 
!lteel product10n. The1r capital 1s m sterlmg. Thry are 111mply dl)iP:; 
·business here and they are on the list. 1 do not propo~e to call for thlil 
other subsidiary eompanie~. I am afraicl we ~hall havP to pay thP 
!arne n10ney :n the form of bounties to other rlrms tiS well. I inquire 
ltere, B1r, whethe1· it is dcstrable in the interests or the country tha~ we 
llhould put such a dangerous buruen upon the assets of the nation, and 
expect to benefit by such n burden. The greatest dang('r lndia has to 
fear is foreign investment pre-.,.euting the economic ancl political dev~Jlop
meht of India ........ 

Mr. Presldent : Order, ord~r. I am nfraicl the Hononrnl,Je Men,bH.r 
is repeating h.imselt several times, and 1s g-oing into much larger questiowJ 
about foreign capital. We are here only concerned with .Mr. Patt1l '• 
amendment. 

Mr. K. G. Lobokare : The next sentence will prohahl~· clear i~ un. 
Mr. President : You han given U'l very many sentrnccs alrtwly . 

. The Honourabl~ Member ran easily conclense his rcmnrk!i. He h:u 
said nearly all that there is to be said. 
· Mr. K. G. Lohokare : Nl right. ~ir. I will just finish with a !cw 
additions. 1 theref0rc rertnest that sorne sort of provi1\ion might b~ 
inserted in the Bill so that it may remain effective in th?. w::ty that WI! 

wish. We do not wish to send away foreign capital. Some sort of 
caution is necessary. We do not at thC' same time want to scare awa.v 
'the foreign capitalist and a provi•;don in the ro1·m that the In~lian Fisr.~l 
Commission has suggested may very well be accepted. Thll other coudt
tion that of the Directors, some proportion is to be lndhm i'l necr·:o.sa.ry 
or the whl)le advl\ntage which the cnnntry will derive from the effect:~ 
of prote<'tion will not be secured .. II these cautions are not t~v~re, .I 

· think such a Bu1 1s not worm while pa.ssmg. If we say that In thai 
Bill we need not consider other possible interest!'!, they will have to 
be attended to by a future enactment, perhaps too latt!. With thef!e 
words I will conclude. 

Sir P. S. Sivaswamy Aiyer (:Madras :Nominated Non-Offici~.L!) : Sir, 
I may preface my remarks by saying that I have very grt•at sympathy 
with the objects of the gentlemen who have moved this amendment. Ilflt 
.I am afraid we have got into a regular tangle~ I shall state the position 
shortly and point out what the difficulties are and. what the proper 
method of attaining the object of these gentlemen is. Now, the obl~t.:t 
.whieh a.ll. these HonouraMe ~IemJe~' have at heart is the prevent!on !'-It 
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enterprises started and carried on entirely with foreign capital behind the 
protective tariff wall, or behind the system of bounties that will b~ 
ereatt>d by this Bill. So far as a tariff wall is concerned, I do not see 
bow, by means of these amendments which you are proposing to clause S 
or clau11e 4, yotf"could prevent any foreign companies from getting the 
benefit of them.· Section 2, which relates to tariffs, will apply to all 
imports, and any company which may be eng:tged in the manufacture of 
·.,t~el in this country, whether it is foreign or indigenous, will derive the 
benefit of these· tariffs. We are, however, now dealing only with clause 3, 
nnd I see that there is a similar amendment, of which notice has been 
given, with regard to clause 4. Now, what is the amendment which 
we propose to clause 3 f The amendment is that these words shall be 
inserted : · 

" On being satisfied that at least two-thirds of the capital invested in the businer.s 
roneemed is Indian." · 

In the first place I would ask you-are we all agref'J or certa;n 
that the proportion of capital to be held by Indians should be two-thirds 
or three-fourths, or half or a quarter f If you turn to the· report of 
the Fiscal Commission, what you find is that they went into the sub~ect 
exceedingly carefully and very elaborately, they did not commit them:. 
· 11ch·es to any such deflnite prop04.'tion as you now .want the Assembly 
to commit itself to. What the minority of the Fiscal Commission say 
in their Report is that foreign companies to be started in India should 
be r~tarted on the basis of a rupee capital, that they should have a certain 
proportion of Indian Directors, and that they should undertak:e the olli· 
gation of training Indian apprentices. Those were all the conditions that 
the mh1ority hngg:ested. The majority considered these questions, but they 
thought that it was only in casE"~ where the State offered some conce'lsion 
in the ~o~hape of a bounty that it might be desirable to provide. some such 
relltriction~. With regard to the case of a protective tariff, the majority 
did not con«ii!Pr it would be wise to lay down any such restrictions. I am 
not now expl'f'ssing any opinion as to whether the view of the majority 
was ri~ht or the view of the minority was right. I am prepared" to take it 
that the minority, which was compolled of nearly all the Indian :Members 
of the Fiscal Commis..,ion, were right in their view. Tho minority of 
the Commissioners, which was composed of Indian gentlemen, all recom
mended only these three things, a rupee capital, a certain· proportion of 
Indian Directors, and an obhgation tn train Indian apprentices. I: tl.m 
willing to go with you further. I am willing to agree with you that we may 
suggest that any company that may be started should place a certain pro~ 
portion of its shares on the Indian market, so that they may be avai~ahlll 
to Indians and could be taken up by them. Let me assume all that. . But 
what is the proportit~n f Are we quite settled that it should be two-thirds, 
or three-fourths f Why should it not be 50 per cent f Is there not, on 
the other hand, something more like perfection in the ratio of equality f 
It may be 50 per cent., it may be something less or more. I do not wish 
to dogmatise on that point. You wish to impose the condition that at least 
two-thirds of the capital invested in the business concerned is· Indi.an. 
Well, at what point of time f Suppose that at the date of the formation
of the company two-thirds is Indian, would it be entitled to these benefits t 
Suppose afterwards those shares are transferred, would it be entitled under 
)'OW' proviliO to the benefit of this clause or not f These are qnestiou' 
which have to be considtlred. · '!'here are a number of other eonditWns • 

. 1he majority i~ their report referred to the po~si~ility of cir-..unlv.itlti9D. bJ: 
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[Sir P. S. Sivaswamy Ais·cr.] 
transfers and various other matters. All these things have to be carefully 
gone into aml proYiued against. 

These amendments anJ the difficulties which they t'reate illustrate 
the extreme inconvenience of having to introduce amendments into a 
Bill which wns prepared on a ditferent asmmption and a Bill the framers 
of which did not contemplate these particular sub~ects ns suitable for 
inclusion. However, I shall not argue now that you are debarred from 
introducing any suitable amendments. The question which we have to 
put to ourselves is-is this the best way of achieving our 1>bject Y Th" 
amendment does not touch even the fringe of the subject and the numcr· 
ous difficulties which we have to surmount. You have to provide for a 

. certain proportion of Directors ; you have to provide for the oblightior~ 
to train apprentices, and for many other things which the Commissioner~ 
recommend. You do nothing of the kind. On the other hand, the alter· 
native amendment proposed by Mr .. Patel has a greater appearance of 
suitability, and it is this : 

11 Provirled thnt nothing" in thiil st>!'tion shall apply to any rompnu~, ~rm or cthu 
person y,·ho stnrts the busiuer.s of mnnufneturing eh•el 11fter the pnssing of this Art 
except to the extent anll in the mnnner to be determined by a Rc~olution ot tb., 
Legislative Assembly in thnt bchllll'." 

in the first place, this pro,·:so will apply ..... 
Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer (Hohilkund and Kumaon Division~ : Non· 

Muhammadan Urban) : On a poir:t of order, s:r. Has that amendment 
been moved 7 

Mr. President : Order, order. Sir SiYa,wamy is ~n order .. He i.t 
d~veloping his argument by re.ierring to th3 other amendment. 

Sir P. S. Sivaswamy Aiyer : It may he that it has not been mvvr.tl, 
Sir, but I am referring to it for the purpose of putting before you clearly 
what would be the most suitable method of achieving your object and 
whether this amendment which has now been moved is the best way. 
Now, take the alternative proviso to clause 3. It says: 

" Nothing in this section shall nppply to nn,r rompnny, firm or other persc•n 
who starts the busine~s of manufacturing steel ·nfter the passing of this Ad ~xccpt 
to the extent and in the mnnner to be determined by a Rtsolut.ioll of the LegiMlr.tivoe 
Assembly in that behalf.'' 

The language of this amendment is not quite happy. You say, it Rhllll 
not apply to any company, firm or person except to the extent and in 
the manner to be determined. That rather refers to the degree to 
which they shall be entitled to protection, and not to the condition~ 
under which the. busines3 should be started. Perhaps by some amend· 
ment of these words-as, for in~tance, by Rubstituting for words " exr~cpt 
to the extent and under conditions to be determined by a Resolution 
of the Legislative Assembly "-that difficulty may be obviated. Even 
then are we out of the woods 1 I am afraid not. We say, " Start the 
business of manufacturing steel." But what is meant by starting the 
business of manufacturing steel 7 There are three or four companies 
which have been formed for the manufacture of iron and steel. Now, 
suppose a company has started the business of manufacturing one of 
the c.omponent elements required for steel as a preparation to the manu· 
facture of steel. Could it be said that that company haJ started the. 
busilll'ss of manufacturing steel t I am not criticising the amendment 
U. llllf ..hostile apirit ;. I only Y{ish to point O\it the numertHli difficulties 
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which surround this question. When we refer to a company starting the 
mat~tt.facture of stee~ you cannot make or order from the start all the in• 
greJirmls rsi'Jnired for the manu,facture of steel, nor can you start all the 
Jlrol.!t~.; un tt:e same day. l:;uppose to-day you start the manufacture of 
pig-iron, to-morrow. something. else, and the day after to.-morrow you 
Legin to manufacture steel; v.hen do.you say that the. company starts 
the busine~s of manufacturing steelf These are the difficulties in the 
interpretation of these words. But if you do want to introduce some~ 
thing in this Bill for the purpose of limiting the bounties to particular 
companies which may satisfy certain conditions, then you will have to 
frKme some amendment on the lines I hare suggested. But I confess 
I am not satisfied with the i<ka of introducing this amendment nor do 
I think th&t it will achieve yoUJ.' object. A far more satisfactory method. 
io my mind would be to have the whole question. considered, to get some 
as,mrance from the Government that they will take up thi.s question 
at once and consider the whole question of foreign concerns, so that 
they may lay dowu the conditions under which companies will be entitled 
to the privileges to be conferred by a Tariff .Act or a Bounty .Act. Now, 
&npposing that you have carried these amendments to clause 3 or the 
prc,posed amendment to clause 4, how are you going to prevent a foreign· 
C'Ompany from reaping the benefit of the hriff wall f · You cannot. The 
only way in which you ean do it is by imposing a redriction upon any 
foreign company started in ludia that it shall have a eertain rupee 
capital, shall offer a certain number of shares to the public here and 
sLaH comply with certain conditions .. l:nless you make a condition bind· 
ingo upon every foreign company started in this country, you will not be 
al,lc to deprive those foreig-n companies of the benefits of the tariff wall. 
You may deprive them o'f the benefits of the bounty by clause 3 or .clause· 
4 or by a combined clausP. I have referred to these difficulties. for the 
purpoHe of 11howing that the most suitable way of achieving your object 
to my mind would be to have a coruprehC'nsive measure carefully thought 
out and draftPd for that purpose. It seem~ the majority of the Select 
( 'ommittee were of opinion th'lt this qnestion should be taken up at an· 
eal'iy date. If the Government would giYe us some a~snrance that they· 
will take up the subject at once and bring up a Bill for consideration, 
J fnr one would be satisfied. l will merely put it to the House for its 
<'OtJsilh·ration whether after a consideration of all these difficulties it is 
liatJsfied that the solution ju:t now offered to it is the most suitable 
tmlution, whether it proYides for all the difficulties wbich may arise1 

whethl'r it contains suitable guarantePs against evasion1 and whether it· 
liPenre~ all the benefits which we wish to secul'e with regard to this 
mPmntre of protection. I hare indicated my riews with the object of 
making tl1e llouse see clearly where exactly it is aud where e;Kactly it is· 
going. 

The ASSE'mb1y then adjourned for Lunch till Forty ~Iinutes Past 
Two of the Clock. 

The As.c;embly re-assemblPd af1er Ltmch at Forty Minutes Past Two 
of the Clock; .Mr. President in the Chair. · · 

. '' 
Mr. C. D1trli.iswami Aiyang~r : The object ~f my having bronght 'to. 

thf' notil'& of the Chair anaell<hllent No. 611 which 1 have put in embodying . 
Ls3U. . . H 
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th~ same princirle as th11.t which has bP.en monii by Mr. Patel, is to point 
(lUt that I h:m:: put it in a lorm which may pt'rhaps Le better acceptable 
nccordinrr to the view which the Chair has taken, that is, by providing 
it :.\~ 8 ;parate clause. The amendment which I move and of which 
I have given notice runs to this e~ect : · 

11 Any bounty thni il! puyuble untll•r this Aet shall be nlloweJ only to those con~eil\lf1 
tht! proprit)tors 1111d dirertors of l'lhi~h ur~ ln•huu~ tu the I'Xh·nt of at lenst thrt1'l• 
fourth& of tht>ir numbtlr 1111d th11 duct eoutruUitlt( uml ruunu11iug uuthority of wbic!l 
~ entirt•ly Indian." 

J:a proposing this amenrhnf'nt, I base it upon one of the hig-hest authoritil'S 
<:.a ''conomic 4u~stiomr-t111 the t:n·iff que:::.'tion in lndia-1 ml'an, I took 
it from l'rofe~;wr 15. '1'. Shah's Draft Protection Bill which he has nppentl
e,f h> his" indian Traue, TariJ~s and Transport." There he has framed 
~n t:Xhaustive t<trift' provtsion in which under article H he states : 

11 'l'l,c subsidies, or bount' cs, :dorcHa!d, or any other spel'iea of din•ct flnnnd:tl 
aitl from the pultiH• t'XI'hcqutr, to trny prwatdy owned inuu~try, shall bo nllowed on!y 
to tho<'tl fOfit•t•rns, t~w pi'(Jpt>t•lot3 11ntl llirt"rtors of whid1 ur~ ln,lians tll the E'll:t~nt 
of :.t leu9t thrcl'·lOUl'ths of t';cir nurl!bl'r1 and tl.u1 chief controllmg and manngiu;I 
uut!:ority of wh:ch is eut:rdy 1 ndian." 

Si1·. by referring to the great authority of Professor Shah I believe 
I ilm to a certain extent an.:;\H>!'iTig the somcwb•t, nay wholesal~ <le>~trU!!· 
ti\e critici;.;m which l:-lit· ~ivaswamy AiJer has ofl'ered to thb <mendment. 
:::l.r, it seemed to me Hut :::>ir ~lvaswumy Aiyer was arguiug more un 
<k·trnctive lines than on any cunstructive line. lie has not given notice 
of any amendment by whi~h Uuio> provision C!<n be made good and made 
fattltless in the manner in w!1ich he has criticised the amendment which 
has been brou;;ht by Mr. Pat~l. He ha::-~ only taclded u~ wlth qi1estion!J 
•~& to whether we are agreed thal it is to be two-thirds, or half, or three
fourths, and also whether it is to b:) rupee capital, or any oth(•r manner 
in ·.vhlch the qu1lific::ttior.:.~J vf the firm to be' proteeted by the bounty 
:..h~·uld be regulatt'd. Sir, I can very well undel'stand difference!! of 
o}.Jinion as to whether 1t is to be two-tltirtls capiLtl or three-fonrths 
capital or fifty per cent. carita.l th.1t is to be prescribed in an amendment 
m.~ this, but I cam,ot Ceit.lin.iy t:nder:,tand why a provi~ion like this 
:;hottld lie embodied in a si:'~N~e BJI and not in this Bill which has been 
!Jllt forward purely for· th~ prot~ction of imlustries. If thi'l provision 
nr a pro,·ision to a like efrPct is not tu take its place in a Bill which is 
iJ~tended solely fer the prctet~tion of industries, I fail to untlerstand how 
lllany kinds of Legislature can r;o on mul:iplying t:tatutes for the f!ltke of 
a single protection ~;;cheme. In making a prot~l!tion scheme for the 
iutlustries in lndia it must al 1ra:vs he remembered that every provision 
tl.at pertains to it mu-;t Le embodied in one Bill aDfl not in SPprtrate Bills 
:,llld separate enactments. So far as the principle that is involved in the 
~~menument moved by 1\Ir. Patel and nbo the one of which I have glven 
Loti-:oe is concerned th~re can be absolutely no question. It is not basecl 
t)n any hostility or any want of lo·.'e or any hatred of Europeans or 
l:uropean cap:talists even, hut it is baseJ on the pure principle of 
~wc:.Je"hi. S;r, India has ::;uffen~~t has ~ui1aed a !?reat deal, for the last 
one b.unJred and fifty years by her m.<tnnfactures having been killed 
Ly the protectionist p0licy adopted by the United Kingdom which to-day 
i:; a stau.neh supporter of free trade. On one occasion Lord Curzon 
liliuself had to resent an attack from the Secretary of. State by saying 
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that he is not go:ng to " b':!ed to the mutt~>rings of the priests at the 
sl.l'ine c,£ free tracle. '' t;;r, if t.lliil J:rov.L.ion is not made in this Bill, thete 
i.; ab:iJlutely no guto.rantee th:it the purptse for which th:s Bill ha9 been 
wdcomed by the non-official ~Iemi.Jers of this Li!gislature, and I may ev::-n 
&d•l, by the Indian ~[PmhelS ot the Le-:-is:ature, Le he official or non· 
ofiicial-that purrosc wlll be attair.ed if we are not going to protect Indian 
htt.lu.,tries properly, decent.y and tlw:..·ougmy. bir, 1f we are going to 
11pend the lndio.n tax-payer's money for the sake of ihc den!lopment of 
J:.Jian indwstrit>s, it must te with a view to the Indi:::n iuqustries being 
developed in such a manner that tht- capital is nere, that the training 
1'4 here and all the at.ll'ant3ges of den:~Jpnent of indwstri•)o, 11re ail centr· 
eJ in thiil country and not exj)Orted. lt is upon thiit identical principh 
U.at we want Indianisaticn of the servkes. It is upon that principle that 
~e want to support scholarl>hips fGr training Indians. Supposing, Sir, 
that the Government of India sanctions certain sehohr:-ohips for the train· 
h:g of Indians, would it be m~et to say that a foreigner should be given 
tht.:t scholarship for being tra;ned in Japan or A;merica and rh:1t he shJuld 
rome and stay here for a few years and then go away with all the 
bc'lefits of the training he has received, with all the benefit~ of educati,m 
that he has received, not to enw·e for the benefit of India but for the 
bt!nefit of some ether country 1 The point of view of Indianisation of 
the senices has never been bCJ.sed on any hostility to the foreigner but 
011 the principle that the man who has been trained in the services at 
the cost of India is kept here 8$ an asset for this cotmtry. On the 
i:.l ... ntical prin~iple, I say that if Indian industries ought to be developed, 
Jr,Jian capital has to be increased and if Indians are to be trained in the 
ll1anufacture of finished articles, all the ad\'antages of money that has 
bct-n spent from the public excheqt:er must go only f,)r the benefit of 
ltHlia and not of any other country. It is upon that identical principle 
that other countries ha\'e aho been giving bounties and sub:;idies to 
their local manufacturers. If W€ do not adopt the same principle which 
othrr <'Ountries h:t\'e aJnl)tt'll, but ~:~d•)pt a different one in this countl·y 
bu!il'd not on the principle of Indian inte1·e~tl> but of Imperial interests, 
if Wt' are ~oing to make India a IH~r·;icnt tenemt•nt for the bf'neficial 
enjoyment of the domin;mt t·~mment, then, Sir, we may as well re.jt!ct 
thf' Bill rather than give any su[Jport to it. If this Bill i:i intended for 
tl1'' sake of one indu~try or if N:ly one industry is concerned, I can very 
wrll understand any limitation lo the sco!le of a Bill like this. If wh!it 
is bein~ said all over this place be true, if it be an open secret tb.at this 
ll;}l is intended solely fer the benefit of the T11ta Company, then the 
Co\'ernment might as well haYe brought a special I3ill for the. Tata 
rompany only instt'arl of prctenJing that it is a general law for tile 
drvelopment of the industries of this rountry. Individual Bills are not 
unrommon. There has been a Devasthanam Sc.:hools Act passed by the 
~ladras Legi-;latiYe Council intended for the support of one institution 
only. If such a Bill has been brought frowaru there would not haYe 
lt'rn so mnch contention or so much opposition. We might have regu· 
lated. we might hare limit.:d and prescribed the extent to which the 
Lent>fit must go but, inasmuch as the Bill professes tG be for the general 
d!!relopment of the Indian industries, we must take this earliest oppor
tunity of making .it !'O lt~n~raj and so fruitful and so complet~ that it 
may enure for the benefit of all our industr:e3. Wi:h r.;~crence b the 
o;•mion l'I..IJressed by the majority report of the Fis('al Commission 
..!eating with the iDlJ)flrt~tion ~~ fo~eign c:;pital, l'roft'~sor ~hah ha:~ dealt 
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"With it at eomplt:'te length anll in one portion of it by way of sumruariMing 
Li~ ,·iews he says : 

•• The root rvil o! the invt•stnn•ut ot thr fon•igu tnpital In ln11ia is, thu~, tl1,, 
(lisproportiouute lntlnt'm·e it llt'I'Ortl~ to the fort•ign cnpitali~t in the dirt•t·tiou m··l 
namugt•mt•ut of tht> t:ontNprist•. To this DillY al~o be 111hlt'd the more obvioua evil n( 
thl' dmin I'UUSrU by Sll~b iiiVt•Stllll'Ut whirh e~OIIOillkully 8pt•aking bfi~OIUI'I the IIH1>~t 
objert.onabl~ wht•n it rarrit•s nwuy fwm thil country not only it• lt•gitimnte int,•J'P~t 
but al8o thl' surplus prcfits of tht> industry. Aut! thero arc uo rorr~~poutliug advuutu~el 
to sct off against tht>~tl mauifc::tt, pu lpnble evild." 

s;r, we have got the authority o£ Profes-1or Shah on this important que~'~· 
tion anu there.f0re it is but }iroper that we shot1ld not shirk on thts 
c·ceasion by u'ny kind of camoutlc.g-e, hy any kind of promise or any 
kind of inducement, an opportunity of making proper amendmenh. 
This is n short living Dill cf three years, uml if another Dill is to be 
h:trcduced, by the time that Bi!l bet·omc>"l an .~:\et, the protection afford••,l 
l~y this Bill ·would be p:one. What is the j.':OOd of saying that this Bill 
:t111St be preceded by that n:n and that Bill mn•t be preceded by thili. 
We shall only be arguing in a vici:ms circle and there will be absolutel.v 
no benefit to' any other industry excert perhaps to 'fata 's and even in 
their case there seems to be considerable doubt. It has been said fre· 
(juently after I came to thi'i place that there is a ~:~word of Damocles 
lumging over the head of thid A~~emhly and that nG amendment, whether 
important, or innocuous or verb,tl, will be aec('pted by Government. ThP
convention about this fiscal autonomy or so called autonomy is stated to 
e:.ist only if the Government approves of onr actions nnd that, if it is in· 
corporated ·without the grace of the Government Bench, there is absolutely 
no chance of our having this Bill re~ognised by the Secretary of State. I 
do not think that at le:u;t the present ::lccrctary of State, who is hims~·Ir 
a Labour Member, will be so ungenerous and merciless as to say that, if" 
the Legislative A:J~>embly wants an important prim~iple to be introduced~ 
he will see that this Bill i~ not rccognisfd. I do not for one moment helie\'e 
that the Secretary of State will be . .,tow that kind of attention which will 
not recognise our intcre:;ts. Therefore, I have gon:at pleasure in ioilliJf!OI't· 
ing l\Ir. Patel's amendment and, if that 11 a~··ndmPnt is carrif'd, I ~o~hall 
lle prepared to withdraw my amendment which say;; that three-fourths of 
the capital should be Imlian. 

ll!r. R. D. Bell (Bombay : Nominated OfficiRl) : I re~peet the senti· 
:ment which underiies this amendment but I rather think thnt a n'tmhf't' 
of Members who are supporting it have not really thought out its logical 
conclusions. It seems to me that they are er.gag-ed in the process of cutting 
off their n0se~ to spite thPir face•t If the am~ndment i~ carri('d, the eff('c·t 
of the Bill will apparently be 80 altererl a'! to require its complete recast
ing. There are some elementary principles vf politicr.l economy and, i! 
I refer to thcm very briefly, I apolo;zise to t~:e House for doing so. 
It seems to m~ that one of them ha-, bet•n lo·;t sight of. It is 
a platitude of political Pconomv that the establishment and de·vc
lopmrnt of indn'ltri('s depenu o·n three factors, natural resources, 
labour and capital. • We know p~>rfertly well that if the Tata Iron and 
Steel Company did not have all tile nntural re:;;ource~ available, they wonld 
have hP('n ll'T'Qhle to 'lhnt thP. company, or if they had to import their labfJlll" 
from A nstra.lia or Briti~h Oniana, t h£·V wonlrl not have brrn able to br'Zin 
operations, but it is not alway;; read.!Jy rcco;;nised that the ucvclopm~nt 
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of inJu,.try in any eountry is just as much rt>strieted by its capital resour
rf'l as it is rtstrictt'd by its natural and labour resources, It must be per
fectly clear to the Uou...e that unle,;;s the Tata Iron and Stt>el C'ompany bad 
bt•t>n able to rake capital at all, they would not have been able to establish 
operations, but \then that principle is more widely applied it does not 
always rect>ive rt>eognition. Nor is il. only that the requisite amount of 
capital must be available for the est&blishmt>nt and dt'velopment of indus.. 
trit>S i it l't'quirt>s eontidenee to t>Xtrn~t that capital for industrial use. It 
M't'mi to me singular that the party which supports this amendment very 
11trongly is the one which also insists most strongly that India is an exceed~ 
in~ly poor country. I am quite willing to admit that it is a poor country. 
It i11 a poor country relatively to Amt>riea or Britain ot· France, and I admit 
that its capital resources are limited. But what capital l'l"sourteioo ::mt 
,:oing: to be available if the awrage ineome of the country is, as Mr. Chaman 
J.al ~ays, one anna pt>r head per d:1y ! Capital, as the Honourable the 
Finanee :\lembt>r tohl ll'i tht> other day, is simply accumulated saYin:p=. 
Wt>lllbt'n, wht>re i:i the capit:1l coming from out of an ineome of one anu:t 
J't'!' day for alarg'e stt•el and iron industry in this eountry t I do not pm~ 
that point too far b!'eause I think the t>stimate of :\Ito. Chnman Lal of the 
t'ountry 's po\'erty is exaggeratt>d, but, assuming that capital is availahlu 
in thill country, or will be available for the t>stablishment of further stt'el 
t'onrrrns, where is tl:e eonfiden!'e which is going to make it available f(•r 
actual use t If you will turn to ~Ir. Chaman Lal's minute of dissent, you 
will :st>e that he sJys that e\'l'n the Tata Iron and Stt'el Company shows a 
tlt•ll<'nture list of nt'nl'ly 4l eror('S mostly in. the hands of forei~n boHll 
lwlJeN. I hHe no inside information Lut I am fairly certain that, if thu 
Tata Iron and Steel Company could have raiSI:'d the amount of thes'' 
dt>hl'nturf.'s in this country they would have done so but tht',\' hnd to go 
abrouJ simply bt't.•auf-e the people of this country bad no confidence ln 
them at the time thPy wantt>d money for tht·ir concern. 

Now, Sir, that rt'latt>s to the T1!ta Iron and Stl'l'l C'cmpany. When 
ar~ we ~oing to have the eonf.itlenc:>P which will produce the capital for 
furthrr stt•el ami iron companies t It is true that this Bill may nltt>r the 
I mlian attitude towards thrse rutmlri"' s. but one must estimate the position 
1~~· praetical rl'sulti. I personally do not take a great interest in the 
lihnre ma!'ket, but I have ob..;ernd that at lt>nst one of the Tata Iron and 
~h't•l C'ompan~·'s shart's. sinel' tht> }Htblieati(ID of the Tariff Board's Report 
and tht> introJuction of this Bill, h.•s 1leclint>d \·ery materially, and the 
ronfidt>nct' of the p('{lp)e of this conntt·y in the ste('l and iro!l industry may 
be (!'lm~ed by the faet that this part:cular share will yit>ld a rt>turn of lS 
per eent. if the Tata Iron and Stet•l Company is able to pay a dividend ou 
it:~ ordinary and deft>rretl shart>s 10 yt>ars henee ; and before the end of that 
Jlrriod arrivt>s the holdt>rs of the particular share which I have mentioned 
will ha,·e alrt>atly rt'c:>eived back twi.~t> their capital investment, and then 
they will proct>t>d to draw a return of 18 per cent. Now, is there any like
lihood in thl'se circ:>umstances or a purely or nearly purely Indian concern 
ht-ing able to raise the necessary rapi• .11 in the nt>ar future for the extensioll 
of tbe stet'l indu~>try in this country t As I say, I have no objt>ction 
myS<"lf to the use of foreign capital and I should be glad at the present 
momrnt to see, s:ty, Ameriean c:>apital employed in my native country to 
f('lieYe the nnt>mployment there with which British capitalists are appa·. 
rtntly unable to crpe. But I resrect the sentimrnt underlying the 
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11mendment ; only I would pc.int out that, if it is ncc<'pt(•d, we (.;et to the 
JlO~ition which was advoeatrd by Mr. Willson en the fir::;t day s debate. Tl~~~ 
llill would be sq restricted in it~ et!ect, M I hope I have shown, that it 
would practically apply only to the 'fata Iron and 8teel Company and to no 
()I her concern so far M we ean f:.,re:-;t•e :~t the IH'f '-t:nt time ; anJ in the.;I.J 
circumstances the whole po3ition is alfPred. The que;tion of the advnntll[;'e 
r.f bounties as against tarltf dutil's is re-opened ; and, ·in short, if the unwn;l. 
ruent is accepted, the lilcope of the D1ll is so altered thar I think the qm~~tl(ltl 
of recasting it mu::;t ill'eessarily arist>. At the pre :ent tnomrnt I think the 
~lj uation is something lili:e this : Dr·itish capital at all evrnt,: woultl 
not be tempted to such an rnterprise in India unless In
dian capital shared the rLkl'l. 1'he Members who have supported 
this amendmrnt speak of the prorits ; they have made no reference to the 
risks. And I am not so sure but wh:tt at the pres<>nt time ah:o Intliuu 
capitalists, if they were thinking of ~ueh ~ venture, wonld be very gln.d of 
the confidence which would Le inspirr:rl in the Indian public by an admix· 
tme of British capital. Sir Siva~wamy Aiyer dealt with s'1n1e _untc: it·~~t 
difficulties of the amendment and I ~h0uld like to point out that as it i!f 
worded it leaves scope for ample ev,11ion. Nothin~ ha• been said as to 
the manner in which dehentureR, prefrrence 11hares, ordinary shares and 
deferred shares are to be treated m W(ll'king" out the prorortion h£·tween In
dian and foreign capital. If you leave foreign capitalists to take up only the 
rnortgage3 there will be an outcty, when the concern fal111, that the Indir.n 
has had to bear the brunt. On the other hand, if the Indian i11 left with 

. the mortgages there will be an ontcrr. if the enterprise is sncce~nful, that 
the foreign capitalist has gone oli with the loot. You will have the diffi
culty of maintaining two shar·e lists. po:.;~ibly two price lists. Abo ther·e is 
no definition of Indi~1n capital. Does Indian capital me;m cctpital hc~l<l i1y 
statutory natives of India, or what rlocs it ffi('Ull 1 Finally, let us con :idrr. 
the position of a purely Indian co:1cern such as the Tata ·han and Ster·l 
Company. virtually was ·when it began its operatiom. What has been it:-~ 
experience 1 They wanted to rai:;e more money ; they were not able to 
raise it in this country. If in the can., of a new company the expel'iencc of 
the Tata Iron and Steel Company b repeated, like that company the new 
company may have to goo to foi·eig-n capitalists for 4~ crores debenture:~. 
What happens if these 4! crores debenture, exceed!'! the prescribed share 
of foreign capital ? Therefore, Sir, on the ,:rround that the amendment 
introduces a principle which, if nr.eeptrd, will destroy the whole structure 
of the Bill, and secondly, on the gronnd that the practical difficulties in 
working the amendment are insuperable, I beg to oppose it. 

Mr. rn:. K. Acharya (Srmth .A rcot cum Ching-elput : Non-:\fnh11m· 
madan Rural) : Sir, I de!;ire to [>Oint out that the Honourable Member 
who spoke last, who hails from Domh:ty, began by telling us that he was 
going to refer to certain principles of economics. From principles h·~ 
tame down to platitudes. which eventually turned out to bP., I find, taere 
fallacies. Anyway I believe it is unnecessary just at this moment to go 
into all tho:;e complicatPd economic principles as to whether capitnl or 
labour or natural re:ourccs-as to which of these is the most important 
factor in an Industry. I suppose we :til recognise that we want all thrre 
ot them. The whole question really is how to co-ordinate and harmonise 
the interrelation of these three iacton or other factors required for 
the successful carrying on of an indus1•y. Now the main question seems 
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. to me to be bow we a~ to minimi~e th«' t~ils. that may accrue to us b!. the 
abt!'lt bf e•nit11l. tt~neeJaDv when the ~"'l))ltahst happens to be a foretgner, 
iD exploiting the resources of the tOW1try, both the natural and .the l~&bour 
r •.wut\.t:» 1 ·1 ua' u ...ne glWl' u:vub!e lD lnd~a .. I suppose for the past 150 
y~ars, if 11ot more. that one (actor has Lcen .~ excessive operation, that is to 
~y. forei~:n capital baa be~n unduly f'XJlloltmg the natural and labour re-
IO·JrCeJ o[ this country. Al~d liOW t.11.at Govcrr.mcnt have heel\ pleased for the · 
fi. ..;t time in the hi~tory of British rule in India to lay down that natimml 
ll.diau iudlllllries d~rve to be foatet·c>d and developed and desel'Ve to· be 
eou.onr.lged, the quetition Lefore us is this :· lihould it not be ~ade qu.i1t" 
el.•ar tha' that fosterh1g and devclopm~nt ought to be of the genwne, species. 
ot ~ht to be applird to gcnaiue lnd.an industri~s ~d no~ ~o such .i.udustJ.·ies 
u may come ~~nminally unc!er the ll!.l;tl of bemg m Bntlsh Ind1a, and in 
thi:A war tlaim to be eons!dered as Indian indUJtries t Tha~ b real~y ~ur 
11 prt'henRion, that firms end WOi'U may be set up by· foreign. capitalists 
amt manajred by foNign mrectcrs, with, of course, I <'!are say, a large pt·o
portion of Indian labour.. }~porting labour ~nto In~ia i.s out of the qu.(l~F 
tion ; 1 do a;ot expect 1t w1U pay lht ioretgu. · eap1tallit or the fore1grt 
D l't'ctorate. It canJtot poy tnem to bring labour frotn outside India, &lhl 
tllt!re:ore the-y want to err!o:t Ir.ai!!ln JaLour and Indian natural resources. 
Tl1e whole quelltion i11 this : whelhf'r fJr the fh'St time when we.ha\"e re-. 
co;ni~ the principle of a.trording pt·oteetion, we should not stimulate and_ 

' p:'Omcte purdy Indian indu1tt)' ; "·lltt• for the first time we have taken· upon 
o:.trselvee in pursuance of that policy to tell the tu payer that from his 

. tue• a eertain portion will. be given tr. t.he fo:;tering of any particular in~ 
dalltl')', whether it is not eompetent for us abo to BRY at the same time 

. tbt that iudu::.try will be Indian first, Indian seeond and Indian last. The 
, llonourable gentleman 11·ho spoke la't asked wbai is going to be under-

111ood by Indian capital, what is goin~ to be understood by Indian managl!-
: ment and what ia going to be undet'!rtood by Indin.n.labour 7 That is a ques
:. tion, 1 bclie\'e, that can be answere<! by anybody with a little common sense • 
.. It i11 nry eaq to unden;tand what is Indion capital ; it is ensy to undf!t'l. . 
. ato r.d 11·hat ia meant by Indian management. th&t is to say where the btlk' 
: cf the higher officials will be Indian. llard and fast rules are not requil't'tl 

to nplain this. Tberefcre, when we are JlOing to take the money out of· 
th ... Indian tU·P:IY~'' and pay bonntiPs--1 heliere we are now eonccrnt•J 
partit'ularly with elRuses 3 and 4 11·hicb di!al with bountie..q,-wben out of 
tbP Rtnt>rat tues of the t-ountry we ana ~U~ked to payl1ounties for the pro· 
tt>etion. I aupp011e, of fu!b-platt"S and rails, these are the two thin~ that are! 
l'f'ferred to in elau.~t'& 3 and 4-or for thut m:1tter for any other artid~ 
-.·hat.~vtr, we tontentl that it is p!'rrectly sound, it is perfectly legiti· 
mate-1 will f!'O further and say that not only b it ll-gitimate and sow:d, 
but it is absolutl'ly lle<'t>!!Sllry that we should say that the interests that 
would be protet>ted sho11ld be mainly Indian. Th!'re seems to be no mor1tl, 
tllere is no legal reason wbab:oever why tht~ poor Indian tu-payer shoul•l 
be mulcted of a portion of his money in order to benefit any industry tlt~t 
profits of whirb will in the Jong l'UD go out of the country. In the latwr 
e&l!e aome small portir.n of it lilu.• the wages of labourers, a few anDI'3 
eve11 day that they get. some IIDlall portion of the profits will remain iu · 
India. . We have a briiliant example of that in the Railway Companil.'s 
of Ind1a. The labourers in the· Railway Companies are Indian, but e\·erJ
thin~ else ia non-Indian. Tberefore, I submit that the whole question ~ 
whether, in agreeing to rrant bounti(ls out of the tax-payer's money \Ve' 
c;u:bt not to atipnlatt that the bounties "·ill be cranted onlJ to such &lid . ' 
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!1\Urh companic~, narucly. to companies which will be lndi:m in tho. 
rcr.eral sense of thr term, with Indian capital, Indian managPmt•l't, 
and of cour:-.e, Ir.dila• Iatour. 'l'hat b the wholtl position. 1 tlu 
not' see why we should complicate this question by trying to rai~·~ 
a series of other q11e~:t10n~. .My frirnd ::;ir Hivaswamy Aiyrr pointetl 
out and my friend Mr. IMl took n<lYuntn;;o of it, and said that thet·e were 
ma~y difficulties in the detail~ rcgllrding this qurstion. What scriom 
question is there on earth, what serioll!l question is there under the h!'avcus 
"·hich is not. mixed up with a lot or ditlicnlties ' llere we are verily to 
find a way out of those difficulties, fl)r in the wol'ld there is nothing clean 
cut ; in every undertaking there will be difficulties ; but if we are to ma!•J 
nny progress at all, we Mist bt> able to soh·e them. There fore, we shot: ld 
be able to get out of tho'e difficultic~ with the aid of the united talents 
t pposite. We all know there are difficultie:i, but tht'Y are not insurmonnl.· 
able. We want only Indian industry to be protected, and we are prepnrcd, 
tmly on that condition, to lend our surport to this Dill. If g('nuine Indian 
industry will be protectl'd, we shall agree to the Indian tax-payer's mOJIL'Y 
being doled out. If genuine Indian i'ldnstry is not going to be protected, 
we cannot be a party to any Dill that may be brought in by anybody, with 
all the prestige of Government even .!t may be, we cannot be a party to a 
Eill which asks us to dole out the Indian tax-payer's money to any concern 
·which is not going to be first, last, f()remo3t, entirely Indian. That is the 
position, Sir, and on that principle, Rir, we are prepared to lend our support 
to the Bill. Personally, I do not say that Mr. Patel's amendme'nt is the 
very best that could be drawn up. Perhaps, my esteemed colleagUil the 
Honourable Mr. Jinnah may give us a !Jetter one, or if I appeal to ~he oppo· 
site benches, my Honourable friend Sir Charles InneR might give us an 
amendment which accepa the principle and avoids the difficulties and "::aVP'i 
llS out of the whole ~dtuat;on. Therefore, the principle we want to be recu~· 
nised is that in giving bounties, in d()ling out the poor tax-payer's money, 
genuine Indian industry ought to b~ protected, and anything that is not 
genuine Indian industry ought to be excluded as far as human endeavout• 
can do so. Difficulties "ill no doubt be accruing, W~! cannot help th"m ; 
but we will bestow the maximum ben•)fit we can on Indian industry. That 
i~ all that we are required to do. ''fhrrefore, Sir, I appeal to the House 
that the principle underlying this amendment ought to be supported in 
such a manner as to work the least possible harm to any one and to give the 
maximum benefit to Indian Indufltry. 
. Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Sir, those of us who have accepted the 

principle of free trade for the time being, are placed in a very difficult 
predicament on account of this amendment. I am not so optimistic, 
Sir, as the Honourable 1\Iember who has preceded me, and if I may say 
so, I generally agree with the conclusions at which Mr. Bell has arrived. 
I realise, Sir, that on account of the shyness of Indian capital if we 
impose upon this industry an orilinance like this, it will mean virtually 
putting the heads of all the consumers of iron and steel in this country 
in a noose and handing the rope-end into the hands of Tatas. I admit, 
Sir, that we are practically legislatinll' for the benefit of a monopoly. 
I also agree with Sir Sivaswamy Aiye~ when he pointed out to us the 
grav:e diffi.culties in the w~y of carrying out these principles. It is 
poss1ble, S1r, that shares whiCh may l1e purchased in the first instance 
by Indians, may in the long run be transferred to foreigners. It. is also 
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quite clear, Sir, that the rupee capital is not necessarily Indian capital, 
for, after all, I do not see much difference in a ten rupee note handed 
over to the Tatas by .Mr. Willson or by Mr. Patel. Well, Sir, I realise 
all these difficulties, and I fed that a proposal like this is very difficult 
to carry out in practice. But realising all these difficulties, I have stood 
to-day to give support to the aml!nt:!ment of my friend Mr. Patel. My 
reason is very simple. I support this amendment because, Sir, it is a 
standing challenge to the principle which has been advertised so widely 
in the course of the last few days, and which has been voiced very 
strongly by many :Memb~rs in the cause of nationalism. I support this 
amendment, because I believe that, if we are going to have a mischievous 
measure, let us minimise as much as possible the mischief that this 
measure is going to do. I support this amendment, Sir, because I have 
a faint hope in my mind that by accepting this amendment the country 
might be saved from the evils of a Bill which we, who represent the 
coll.llumers, dread so much. Well, Sir, I support this amendment also 
because the facts and f.~ure~ as disclosed by the framers of the Report 
ef the Tariff Board point only to one conclusion and that conclusion is 
that at the present time, considering the present state of the country, 
if we grant protection to the iron and steel industry, it can mean nothing 
else but protection granted to foreign companies. Sir, I suppose all 
Honourable Members have read carefully the Report of the Tariff Board. 
I h(jpe that their attention has been drawn to page 162 of that Report. 
'!'hey would not have failed to notice that of the total amount of iron 
a.ud ste~::l consumed in the country, the bulk of it,-much more than 60 
Jler cent., eomes from fot·eign countries. And again, if they turn to pagt' 
1:> of the Report of the 'fariff Board, they must also see that, if Tata 's 
in the near tuture, in the course of three years, apply all their talent-;, 
all.their industry, all their powers of organisation, and all their capital, 
to' turning out articles of iron and steel, they can at best supply tbtt 
country to the extent of only one-third of the total demand. 'l:he only 
possible conclusion is that, in order to supplement the supply of the 
'l'ata11, we · 11hall have to fall back either upon high prices paid for 
imp0rted stuff or upon articles manufactured by. those companies that 
would be established in India with foreign capital. Sir, when the 
llonourable Pandit l\ladan Mohan 1\lalaviya was speaking on the fiM 
.lay, he said that there are one or two companies actually thinking of 
starting indu.•;;tries for manufacturing iron and steel in this country. 
'Ihe Honourable Sir Basil Blacl{ett, for whom I have always very great 
rt!spect and whose facts and figures I always accept without much 
argument, said that those two companies existed only in the imagination 
of the Honourable Pant1it. I was '·ery sony, Sir, that Sir Basil Blackett 
1org-ot for the time beinr·-1 shall only say, forg-ot-the evidence given hy 
Mr. Fairhurst of the Indian Iron and Steel Company and by .Mr. Tarlton 
before the Tariff Board. The evidence of these two gentlemen is also 
referreJ to in the Report of the Tariff Board on page 16 and on page 32. 
The Tariff Board have discussed the possibility of these two companies 
starting work in India in the near future but, Sir, more important than 
the conclusions to which the Tariff Board have arrived are the statE'ments 
.n1ade by these two gentlemen themselves. I shall, Sir, with your per· 
tnission, place before the A.c;sembly a short passage from the evidence of 
·the Indian Iron and Steel Company. The passage is this : 

11 We ounelvea think that if a prott>~tive duty of 331 per eent. was arrange1l1 
1& wrould act aa a atroug inducement to the development of &tccl maki.og plant ill 

LS3LA. 1 
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Jnlli11. We aml otht•re who at prt>st-nt t>oul.t not ronsilll'r any eu~b JHOJI08ition wout.l 
un1!oubtt>dlv be favourably intlul'nt•Nl by the prospt>t·t of the help so affordt1d1 the moru 
110 if govcrnnlt'nt would C'nll ior adl tht:>ir rtJquirt•mt•uttl b1 tentlera l.a India and ~tivo 
}lf~ffrt>Dee to the US!'fS of Jndiun stt•d. 11 

I now turn, Sir, to the evidence given by 1\Ir. Tat·lton. In reply to a 
qut:'stion asked by the Pr(•sidrnt, Tariff Board, Mr. Tarlton said : 

u Our tt•ehnical nrlvi~rrs have visitrtl tht! I'Omltry aml satisfied thrmselves on thi~ 
roiut. Thf:'~t' mt•n are of high stulltling in the 8tl'cl trnde, anti hu Vll retUfllt'd to 
J:ngland satisfit•d with the raw materinls ; tht•y are l'Onvinct•d tlwn1 is room for th!J 
works that Wt' arc proposing, and further that there is a market for the materi11l1 
we shouhl produce. 

Pmitl~nt.-It tomes to thi!l. The Corporation, na you hnve alrrady said in tho 
written stut~ment, nre sati~fied that, unch•r the eonditions that uiat in India, It 1!1 
perft>etly pos~ible for n prosperous stet>l mnnufncturing industry to grow up. aubj1•ct 
to this that it will be nccesijary for Government to give eome encourngemeut at the 
'a~turt. 

Mr. Tarlton.-Ycs, at the start." 

Sir, I ask the .Assembly seriously to consider whether or not these 
conditions are going to be satisfied by t'nacting the measure which i!t 
before us to-day and I believe, Sir, that the .Assembly will easily realise 
that, as soon as we accept the principles of the Bill, the only result-and 
the result from which we cannot escape-would be that these two 
companies, which have already developed their plants for the manufac~ 
ture of steel and iron in this country, would start work and the bulk 
of the protection, that we to-day in the name of nationalism are going 
to give to Tat a's, will be received by these two European companies. 
I do not see any escape from this conclusion. I .admit, Sir, that this 
amendment is absurd. I admit, Sir, that it is difficult to carry it out 
in praetice. But in consequence of the rise in prices that the poor 
consumers in India would have to face, without deriving any· consola~ 
tion that much of the articles that they would purchase would be those 
produced in their own '!Onntry, a great strain would be put on the larg11 
community of consumers in this country, and I feel that I should associate 
myself with every measure whieh is goin~ to block the passage of thig 
Bill, however absurd it may be. I therefore wholeheartedly support the 
amendment of Mr. Patel. 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra. (Industries Member) : 
Sir, I am extremely grateful to the previous speaker, my Honourable 
friend Mr. Sinha, for hning pointed out that it would be most inappr•J· 
priate to incorporate in the Bill the amendment which Mr. Patel has 
proposed. In fact, in view of the various conflicting opinions which 
have been expressed in the llouse on the merits of the Bill and of this 
particular amendment, I am inclined to think that the Indian fl'a.rif! 
Board were perfectly wise in advocating the course of action which 
they suggested and which has been incorporated by Government in the 
Bill before the House. , 

I may remind the House that that Board included, besides nn 
eminent member of the Indian Civil Service, two prominent Indians, one 
of whom at least has the reputation of being an economist. The objects 
which the Indian 'fariff Board had in view were two-fold. The 
~mmediate object of the scheme of protection is the preservation of the 
mdustry as it exists at present. I think it has been admitted by aU 
parties in this House that that object is a most essential object. If we 
do not sccm·e that object, what will happen to Jallll)hcdr,ur and the 
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50,000 labourers whom we have got collected there T The Board continue 
in their Report : · · 

" The mnoter but equally important object of the scheme is to attract eapital 
to the induatry and promote the development of India's natural resources.'' 

They say nothing there that this capital is to be foreign capital or 
Indian capital, and I believe they had good reasons for their conclusion. 
If . we turn to the Indian Fiscal Commission's Report and turn to the 
Minority Report which was signed by all the Indian 1\Iembers, we con~~ 
across this passage : · 

"We wil~ therefore, state at onee that we would raise no objection to forei~n 
.upital ill. Iadia obtaining the benefit of the protective policy provided suitabJCl 
tonditions are laid down to safeguard the essential interests of India. 11 · 

Mr. Patel's amendment has for its basic object the ruling out of 
foreign capital. (Jfr. V, J~ Patel : "No, 25 or 33 per cent. can be 
foreign.") True, but the conditions which Mr. Patel wants to impose 
may be difficult to realise. In fact, if we turn now to paragraph 292 of 
the Majority Report, we find this passage, the correctness of which it 
will be difficult to dispute : 

u The restrictiou proposed amount to an interference with privnte rights whid1 
we think it desirable to avoid and even if this consideration were ignored we do not 
believe that it would be poBBible to frame any legislation on these lines which coul{j. 
11ot easily be evaded by a foreigner acting through the intermediary of an Indiau 
nominee.'' 

That is the main practical difficulty attending 'Mr. Patel's amend· 
ment. At the same time :Mr. Patel is fully aware, and in fact the position 
bas been affirmed by the Honourable Sir Charles Innes already, that it 
is the declared policy of Government that certain conditions will be 
imposed as soon as practicable on the employment of foreign capital on 
the development of industries in India. These conditions are as a matter 
()f fact repeated in paragraph 51 of the Minority Report of the Indian 
I~'hieal Commission •..•• 

Mr. V. J. Patel : Have they been accepted by Government ! 
The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: Government have 

in this llouse definitely affirmed that it is their principle to act in 
accordance with the ..... 

Mr. V. J. Patel : The Minority Report f 
The Honourable Sir Bhupendra · Nath Mitra.: Not the Minority 

&>port, but with the three conditions mentioned in para~raph 51 thereof 
(A Voice : .. Why not embody it in the Bill ! '') The Honourable 
Sir Charles Innes has already said that the matter will receive full con
sideration from Government. I think that is all that it is practicable 
to do. If we try to introduce into the Bill various restrictions about 
the employment of foreign capital, we shall simply defeat the object 
with which this Bill hall been introduced in this House. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi : Sir, from the labour point of ''iew I wish to say * nry few words on this amendment. Sir, whether the capital is 
European or American or Indian, labour has very little to distinguish. 
'fhf'y f.!et from the capital, '\\'hether Indian or foreign, work and !or Llult 
work they get wages. The Europea!l capitalist does not give less wages 
and the Indian capitalist does not give more wages to Indian labour. 
Thetdore, from that point of view, labour has nothing to choose between 
Ill Indian capitalist and a European capitalist. Sir2 I am not a free 
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trader like my friend Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. I am th!'refore anxious 
that industriE's should lu• den•l0pctl in India. If the industries fall h.• 
developed with Indian capital, ~ir, having some nationalist' ft>eling in me 
I should prefer Indian capitalists. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : I l1ave also nationaliMt feelings. 
r.!r. N. M. Joshi : llut, Sir, if I am ghen a choice betwel"n hnvin~ 

no indu~try and havffir. industry with European capital, I shall withrut 
hesitation prefer to hiH·a some industry even with European capital. 
Therefore, 8ir, I am not in· fJlvour of this amendment. Moreover, why 
should labour show great prefe-rence to Indian capital although, as I 
said, havinf.'(' some nationalist feeling jn me, I may be anxious to do 1'10 '! 
Do the Indian capitalists deserve specia 1 treatment at the hands of the 
Indian labourer 1 If the Inrlian capitalistg want Indian labour to join 
in their :fight against foreign capitalists, ther must treat Indian lttbour 
better than the foreign capitalists do. But as ftne as the capitalists are 
concerned-and among them I may even include· semi-capitalists and 
rhf' friends of the capil:di::;ts-Indians do not show an.v more hvour 1,l 
Indian labour than the Europeans may show. Only a·'fP.W hours back 
we found in this House that an amendment for labour '"r._<ts ruled out 
of order without a protest from those people who protested;•., and pro· 
tested with success, in this House on behalf of another amendm1ent for 
the protection of Indian capital. Sir, remembering this I do no~~know 
"l1y Indian labour should show special favour to Indian cc ital. 
(A Voice : " Why are you ''indlctive T ") I am not vindictive. Not 
only that. I have not even forgotten .the fact that there are s me 
Members here who will treat Indian labour and Indian capital with f!he 
~arne favour. Let me quote my friend Mr. PatP.l. He had an amendn11•r~t 
in favour of Indian labour and he had an amendment in fa your of Inuia~ 
capital. But, Sir, unfortunately for me and unfortunately for Indialu 
labour, there are very few people in this House like ·Mr. Patel. · 

Mr. V. J. Patel: You had 11 in the Select Committee. 
Mr. N. M. Joshi: We had 11 in the Select Committee. I am very 

glad of that. But labour did not get the same support in this Assembly •. 
Seth Govind Das (Central Provinces : Landholders) : Don't you 

think that labour also should have some nationalist feeling 7 
' 

Mr. N. M. Joshi : They ha,·e got them in their hearts. Dut you 
must enable them to express those feelings by treating them as equal 
partners in industry nnd not as wage slaves. Sir, from the consumer',.; 
point of view if protective duties are an evil, perhaps a necessary evil, 
and if they impose a sacrifice on the Indian people, let that periorl of 
sacrifice be as short as possible, and if that period is to be as short as 
possible, it is not right that we should prevent capital coming into India 
and establishing industries here. It is quite clear that, if you do not 
allow foreign capital to come into this country, that period of sacrifice 
will be prolonged. Therefore we should not do anything by our vote 
here to-day to prolong that period of sacrifice on the part of the consumer. 
With these remarks, Sir, I oppose the amendment put forward by 
:Mr. Patel. · 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao (Godavari cum Kistna : Non
~uhammadan Rural) :Sir, I submit that this question of protection against 
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foreign capital is one of the most important points in regard to this Bill 
anJ there -is absolutely no doubt that it is owing to its importance that so 
many Honourable gentlemen have already addressed the llouse. Sir, the 
question has been considered in the Select Committee and I believe llonour
able Members have noticed the exact terms of the recommendations made 
by that Committee. They say : 

" The majority, however, of the non-official m~mbers cf our Committee incline 
to tbe opinion that tbe possibility should be seriously considered at an early date of 
1ecuring for Indian capital a substantial share in industries benefitting by State 
auistauee." · : \> · ·• ' 

So that, the majority of the Select Oommittee have already 'expressed 
their opinion tha.t seriou.C~ attempts should be mad¢ to consider this ques~ 
tion at an early date. Sir, the whole question of protection against the 
inflow of foreign capital has been fully examined in the Fistlal Commission's 
lteport to which my Honourable friend Sir Bhupeudra Nath .Mitra has 
already adverted. There were two fundamental views, one of the ma
jority and the other ot 1he minority who said that if protection is to 1e 
{!h·en, it should be P.onditioned simultaneously with steps against the inflow 
of capital from other countries. That is the essential difference between 
the view taken by the majority and the view taken by the minority. Per~ 
haps I might invite the attention of Honourable Members to paragraph 53. 
They Ray: 

11 There is one aspect of the question to ·which attention must be drawn. If our 
toll~ngue 'a recommendation is accepted, it will he open to every foreif!ncr to esbuliRll 
manuf:u·turing induAtries in India by means of companies incorporated in their own 
rountrit>a and in their own currency. This danger did not exist under a polie.y of free 
trade, but it ia bound to muteriulise when the benefit of protective duties . becomes 
avuilabl<J. We may have under such t'ircumstanees companies ineornorated elsi!M'here, 
any in Aml'rica in dollars, in France in franks, in Italy in liras, in Gennany in marks1 
in Japan in yens, and in ChiiUl in dollars, etc. It will be also possible for tbesc 
compunies to obtain their whole capital in their own countries and thus carry away 
th~ l'lltire profit of manufacturing industries established behind the tariff walL The 
~OIIMUmcr will have paid a highPr priee, due to protective duties, and the entire mann· 
faeturiug profit will have gone out of the country. We eannot obviously understand 
how under aurh ronrlitions 1 the main and ultimate end, 'Vi~ .• the enrichment of the 
country, will be attained '· We would venture to assl'rt thnt India cannot possibly be 
expert I'd to adopt a poliey whirh is likely to lead to such a result.'' 

Sir, in this par~graph the case for some steps in the direction suggest
ed has been put so ably that it does not require any further comment. Th!l 
sole question that we have to consider now is whether anything could be 
done in connection with this Bill. 1f the Honourable Sir Charles Innes 
had simultaneously examined this question when the proposalS of the Tariff 
Board were put into this Bill and had incorporated in this Bill provision~ 
"·hich would have given effect to the views of the minority, we should not 
have been faced with the difficulty in which we now find ourselves. · Sir, 
that is the position that we are now in. At the same ti:rp.e-, Sir, I feel consi~ 
dt>rable hesitation in ace!'pting my friend Mr. Patel's amendment. It is quite 
clear that, if that amet1•lment is accepted, and if we here and now witlliluf 
any further examination commit ourselves to the principle that no com
pany, unless it had two-third!~ Indian capital, should receive bounties, 
tht're would be considerable difficulty in the working of this Bill. I do 
not know whether my Honourable friendlil realise that if no compa.nies are 
formed after this Bill comes into force, Tata 's would really be establishing 
a monopoly for themselves. That is a position that we have to consider 
and therefore I f.ake it, Sir, that the scheme of the Tariff Board's Report is 
tha~ there should be internal competition in the country and that prices 
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[Diwan Bahadur l\1. Ramachantlra nao.l 
.should be so adjnstt>d by that competiHon. It the object of my Honourable 
friends is to produce that competition. certainly I should have lent my 
.support to that amendment. On the other ha.nd, my friend wants to put 
into this Bill a clause which w0~1ld uisable companit>s coming into existence 
to avail themselves of the benefit or this llill. That, !::>ir, is the most 
serious objection that I see to this amendment. Then'fore, I venture to 
think that the li01lOUrable Hir Chnl'les Innes should seriously considel' the 

.questicn rs to tow far he would go to meet the se.1timents which have bem ex. 
pressed by t.his How.;~! to-day, with which I am in entire sympathy and entire 
.agreement. There is ab8olutely no doubt whateYer that immediately and as 
-early as possible arter this Bill becomes law, this question of protrction 
against foreign capital should be ta.ken up. But if my friend wishes 
to put this into thi~ Bill immediately, I apprehend, Sir, that it would really 
be playing into the hand!! of Tata 's by giving them a. monopoly in regnrd 
to steel. That is tl1e position that I want to draw your attention to with 
reference to t.his matter and I would ~k Sir Charles (nne3 to iuform us 
w.hat the intentions c.~ the Government ::tre. 'fhe question wa.~ raisr.tl 
in the Select Committee l1y myllelf and variou~ (1ther Honourable 1\ier.lbt~r~ 
:and his an'swer was, it is opt'n to any J lonourable Member to bring forward 
"cl Bill to amend the Indian Companies Act. That i~ one sugge~tion taat 
he has made. The second l'mggestion that he made was that we mi~ht 
<liscuss t/he whole of this question in a Resolution framed by any Honour· 
.able Member or even by the Government, whichever is suitable. These 
were the two suggestions that he has rnad'l. B11t I see several Honourable 
.Members are not satisfied with that. solution of the question, and I trust 
that lf my Honourable friend Sir Charles lnnes makes up his mind and 
gives an assurance which will be sati~factory to my Honourable friend~, so 
far as I am concerned, I might be willing to lea.\'e the questJon where it 
is. (An Honourable Jlember :" Otherwi~·.e 1 '') Othenvise, Sir, the qlt·.·~
tion has to be considered by the whole House and my Honourable friend 
k:lows very well that I 11111 in sympathy with him, thou~h I am not in Byrn. 

pa.thy with his amendment. Sir, we have also to rem~ber that this il4 
a legislative enactment that we are now con!>!idering. [t i~ not a Resolu
tion. Our langua~e must be precise and we have to consider the bearing 
'Of an amendment !luch as this and itl:l general effect on the purpoile and 
-objects of this Bill. I seriously apprehend, Sir, considerable trouble if 
this amendment is pusheu. for acceptance. There are other amendments 
to which I might advert and if it comes to a (tttestion of choice, I 8hall in
dicate my choice at the proper time. For the present, !::>ir, I £eel unable 
to support my Honourable friend. 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta (Bombay Northern Division : Non-1\Inham
madan Rural) : Sir, I find that thr.rie Honourable Members of the IIou::;e 
wt.o were for the Bill, H!e whole Bill and nothing but the Bil~ are In a 
ruood of considerable perturbation. They find that after all the House 
has com~ to grips with the main question, namely, the refil f.lcope of this 
Bill. Whether the Bill was intemled to protect genuine Swadeshi indus
tr:i'e~ or whether it wa:; w let in a flood of foreign capital wa~ tbe m0:.;t 
anxious concern of several of us and we gave expression to it during the 
debate on the motion for its circulation moveJ Ly my friend Dr. Dutt. 
~e ~ound ourselves in a minority. However, I am glad to. note, Sir, that 
m Vlew of the ruling you have given it will be possible through thi~ 
amendment to find out what the object of the Government exactly ill. It 
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they accept this amendment it is clear that they want to protect the steel 
indulltry of this country. That would be a phenomenon on which I wlll 
congratulate them from the bottom of my heart. If they do not accept. 
it, then it is also clear that the protection was not intended primarily or 
mainly for the &1eel industry of this country, but fwo the " steel frame" 
fraternity in another form. Sir, the change which the Select Committe~t 
hu made in the Preamble, nalllely, that protection should not be merel;r. 
discriminating but should be given with due. regard to the well being of 
the commw1ity, is a proper alteration which will let . in amendments ot. 
this kind and also amendments of the kind tabled by my friend llr, Joshi •. 
'file amendment of my ll11nourable friend :Mr. P1.1tel is a sort of barbed w!r11 
entanglement against the inroads of foreign capital in this country. There
fCirl!, I most heartily WIJ~come and support it. I will Cinly notice, Sir, sorr.s 
of the 0objections which my friends Diwan Bahadur Ramachandra Rao and, 
t;a• Sivaswamy Aiyer :md other friends have expressed. They say " Do 
not burry. You might not be precise. " " This is not the place to make 
this amendment.'' These other difficulties, imaginary and rea~ are con .... 
jured up, in order to defeat this amendm;ent. Rea"y speaking there is nQ 

difliculty. Sir Sivaswamy .Aiycr particularly cannot be unaware that 
in the Insurance Companies .Act thert are several provisions which if Sir. 
!-\ivaswamy's view Wt~N t•l prevail. ought to have been made in the Indian 
Colnpanies Act itself, and yet, they are not in the Indian Companies Act, 
but in the Indian Insurance ·companies .Act ; section 34, for instance, 
'\\'hich prescribes special penalties for directors and others who: do not file 
their accounts· within six months after a certain date. The objectio~ 
which i~ being taken to Mr. Patel's amendment might have been taken 
'\\'hPn the Indian Insurance Companies .Act was passed, namely, " This ~ 
JHtf the place, the amend!!Jen~ ought to be madll in the Indian Compaaics 
Act." And yet the Legislature has in section 34 of the Indian Insurance 
Companies Act put in a proviso which strictly speaking ought to be in the 
1 ndian Companies Act. Why f Beclluse it was specially intended foil' 
the Insurance companies. Similarly, this provision is intended to restrict 
lwt all foreign capital but only to protect the steel industry, which is 
a basic and '\'ital industry and therefore it is very properly and very; 
rightly in this place. Besides, the dangers of thus allowing ·foreign 
rapital to flood us should not e11cape the attention of the Honourable 
Member. There are tea planting industries. There are the planters of 
Assam. There are the mining industries. There are the coal and the jut~ 
muustries ; a major1t; u!' all these are in the hands of the foreigners. 'l'tu~ 
•!·,rnination of the fol.'•~I:!U capitali'lts in these provinces is not unlmO\Vll 
to this House. It w:ll be within the memory of several Honourab!o 
'!IJ,~mbers that in 1902 in ,\ttf'mpting to protect the rights of Indian lab1mr 
in A!!Sam the late Sir Henry Cotton had to resign his office because the 
planter and the foreign capitalist were too powerful and because the Gov~ 
ernment o! the day was under their thumb. That history is likely to be re· 
peated unless this amendment is incorporated in the Bill. It may be tha~ 
tho•re is some vaguel!~ss abont this amendment. For instance, Sir Siva
li"'amy .Aiyer asked" Whllt i9 the stage at which yo'u can say that the start .. 
ing of the business has begun f " I beg most respectfully to point out t~ 
hhn that there is a Uegisrrar of Joint Stock Companies who issues a certifi. 
cate permitting the commencement of· a business. There is the statuto~ 
,,l'f')vision that when Cf'fl;•in conditions are satiAtied, the Registrar of Jc•int 
StQck Companies gives a ~rtificl!te ~~ the ~ . .tre.ct th~t such and ~llJ!h ~· 



LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. [4TH JuNlll 1021. 

[Mr .. Jamnadas M. Mehta.] 

ccmpany is authorised to c;tart its business. ..tf·rom that uay you can ta:-,, it 
that the business hu.; r:tartr:d. (A Voice : 11 What about subscqul'nt 
transfers 7 ") I will \'IW1C to that also. Of course tht·re is some vagucr.••s.i 
in its wording in spite of the absolute necessity of this amendment. nut 
T:c can correct this as time goes on. To-day this amendment is in tho 
1111t~ue of ~.warning to the inte~ded bawks who are hovering over th•• 
.hor1zon wa1tmg for an uppoMumty to deseenu on tbe prey. It will I)IJ 
a warning to them. , They will kno'' that there is this entan"lcmcnt 
in its wording in spite of the absolut1) necessity of this amendment. But 
l<'t it be there to-day ... And when t~e ti~(' com~s, pcrh~ps in S.•p· 
tcmber, we our~elvc11 ,., all find the dtfficultles whtch are m the way 
of carrying out to the full our intent and purpose. At that time 
we will gratefully and teadily accept such changP.s as are sugge~J+.cd 
by Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer. But to-day it is absolutely necessary that 
Juc'ia should feel assur,Jd. U.1t in tlae name of protection her resoUI'l'l'i 
are not being mortgaged for eve1· at the altar of foreign capital. 
That is the justification for this amendment being passed here anu JIOW. 

I will make one more observation. I would warn my Honourable friend, 
Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha, if I may, of the dangers of blowing hot and 
cold. He cannot support the amendment and condemn the underlying 
idea; Similarly, I find my Honourable friend Diwan Bahadur Rama
chandra Rao in the same position. He likes the idea and yet he condemns 
the amendment. My friend Mr. Ramachandra Rao is one df those who 
say that they must have the whole Bill and nothing else. (Diwan Bahadur 
M. Ramachandra Rao ~ " I never said that I should have nothing but 
the Bill.") That is my view of your attitude. I am. glad if I am wro~ng. 
The Honourable Member has given me every impression to hold that view 
and even now that impression has not been at all removed. Therefore, 
Sir, in view of the fact that the acceptance of this amendment is to us 
the only indication that the Government are genuinely anxious for the 
r•rutection of the indi;;e•·OU'J 1:teel induslr.r, we are keen expressing it. I 

· have great pleasure in supporting the amendment. 
Mr. M. A. Jinna.h : I am not one of those who is carried away by 

this one idea that I must have the whole Bill and nothing less and nothing 
more. But I want my Honourable friend to understand the po~>itio.n a 
little more carefully. If it were le'!t to me to legislate, if I were in power 
to bring in a Bill here and carry it through this House, I might do lots of 
thii1gs· which might please my Honourable friend behind and inany other 
Members here. But, Sir, I want thi11 House carefully to grasp the issue 
that we have got before us and not to be led away by extraneous considera· 
tlons which are likely to defeat the very object that we have at heart. Now 
let us con~ider the question in a ver~· simple way. What is the object of. 
this House t First of all, is this inrlnstry going to be protected or _not f 
(Mr. V. J. Patel: "If it is Indian.") The Honourable Mr. Patel says 
'' If ~tis Indian." At present the main portion of this industry is Indian, 
(lllr .. l"'. J. Patel: "Restricted.") The Honourable Member says" res· 
tricted." If it were in the bands df Mr. Patel he might turn this country 
into Utopia. But we must recognise-and I am no friend of Government, 
I am not pleading for .Government at all-but we must recognise that 
there is a force against us there on the Treasury Bench. And, in order to 
get at Romethi:ng else, out$i.de the immediate object. of the Bill which ig ccr· 
tainly desirable, let us not defeat what is within our reach. It is necessary 
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Ito regulate the fiow of foreign capitaL ·.Are you goi,ng to-day to risk this 
Bill being wrecked in your attempt to secure that f (Mr. Devaki Prasad 
S lnh.a : '' Yes. '') I was coming to the Honourable .Mr. Sinha. He 
is out-and-out a '\\Tecker. (Laughter.) (.A roice : " There are so many 
of us.'') So far as he is coucerued he honestly and frankly stated in this 
llowe that he wants to destroy this :Bill. He said, " If I cannot destroy 
it I want to le!iben the mi.schlCt aud i'f; I can wreck this Bill I should be 
glad.'' 1 dismiss him entirely from my consideration and I will no more 
appeal to him during the progress of this Bill. I appeal to the, House and 
Mr. ~iuha is entirely outside the scope of my appeal because he has con
fe!ll!ed openly that he is a wrecker and 1 will not appealJ to him throughout 
the various stages of this Bill. (Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : '' I am 
not a~;hamed of it.") I dirlnot say that you need be ashamed. Now let 
WI get back tQ the subject under consideration. The only justification for 
our giving protection to this iudUiitry is the preservation of this industry, 
a reasonable pronlli;tl of its development and lastly..,.-and this is the most 
importaut factor-the encouragement of internal cQillpetition.. Now, Sir, 
are we going to give a. monopoly to Tata 's f If so, our last principle which 
I jlllit 1>tated namely, encouragement of internal competition, is gone. 
(Mr. Jam•,adas M. Mehta : " ls ther~ no capital in India 1 ' ) If you· 
have got capital in India, if the capital in India is going to compete, if 
the capital is so 111trong, then you have no fear.· Is this House to-day going 
to make up its mind that foreign capital is to be ~xcluded from. this coun
try f (Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta :"Not excluded but restricted.") There 
I entirely agree. I agree absolutely, wholeheartedly, and fully that foreign 
capital'lilhould not have the full flow so a.s to take away the entire fruit of 
the labour, skill and the industry of this co,untry. I entirely suppo:r;t that 
view. Now, Sir, let us lopk at this amendment. What I feel is the question 
as to how to regulate the for£ign capital primarily in the interests of India. 
If we need it, we mUI>t allow the flow, and we mUiit regulate the flow accord~ 
ing to our best interests, not because it is foreign capital but because it 
is in the best interests of India. That question, I venture to submit to the 
llouse, is a very big one.· It is a scheme that. requires careful considera· 
tion. I have to . the best of my ability followed the observations of the 
}'i.t;cal Col.llllli&;ion and the various Qther observations which are made. 
But, k)ir, I am not prepared at this .short notice to comm!it myself to any 
proposal, much less to the terms of this amendment brought forward by Mr~ 
Patel. Now let us examine this amendment carefully. You want it em
bodied in the Statute. I may remind the Honourable Member from the. 
Dombay Presidency that the cauuot do it so lightly. It is not a Resolution ; 
it is an amendment you are moving, which, if passed, will become the law: 
of the land. llowever I appeal to and press the GO!V~rnm~nt, and the 
llunourable Member on the Treasury Bench : " Please do not delay this 
matter of dealing with the question of foreign capital any longer. Remem
ber, you have initiated this policy of protection after a great deal of delay ; 
remember you are not free from suspicion, and that is a legitimate charge ; 
and if you want to clear yourself of a very reasonable gro,und for suapect- · 
ing your attitude, eo~ out frankly and tell this House that you mean 
rt:ally, earnestly and serioU~>ly, to take up this question.'' I say, Sir, a 
tseetion in the llouse feels that the Government have got some ulterior 
motive or object in coming out with this measure at thts moment. 
I am not going to 8.'iSOci<i.te myself with that charge ; but I say that there 

Li3U ... 
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is a reasonable gfl>uuu for this apprehension, as Oovel'llruent have delayed 
this matter for a consiucrable time, and I tlH•reforc n~k t~e UoHnuucnt 
now, and hcr·e to' make the position quite clt•ar that there is llO foundation 
for that suspicion and that this memmre is intt.Jntled really anJ truly fvr the 
benefit of the Indian industrialist and not with a view to spur fon'i~n 
C'apital behind the tariff wall to take away the fruit:.~ of laLout· of tlw pl'oplr 
of India. (~1 l'oice: "See page 16 of the 'rari.tf DoarJ's Hrport.") 1 
have read it. Therefore, really the position h.1 this. Look at thi:-~ ameml· 
ment nq-.v and read it carefully. The amentlm,eut says that, " On bt•iJq; 
satisfied that at least two-thirds of the capital invested in the business cOil· 

cerned is Indian. " On the one hand the Honourable nlt·mbers suspect 
the Governrurnt, anu challenge the bona fidt:s of the Uovemmcut ; Oil the 
other hand, what is ~ought to be done by thi::~ amendment l Who is to uo 
this Y Who is to be sati~ficd 1 'fhe Governor General in Uouncil. lt 
show~ an extraordinary mentality, if I may say so. (.l Vuicc : " It i::~ 
inevitable.") Why is it inevitable 1 l'ersonally, ~ir, if 1 had the choice 
of these two amendment~!, I would certainly prefer the latter. H you suy 
that the Government have got thatmotive, that they have not come forward 
for the purp~e of protecting industry but to give an impetu::~ to the flow of 
foreign capital, anti yet that they ar~ to be satisfied, aml you are giving 
all power to them, I cannot understand this mentality. 'l'hcrefore, ~ir, 1 
l!trongly object on that ground alone. 1 will deal with the l!econd amend
ment when it ill moved. I do not say tlmt I aru iu favour of it, but I strong
ly object to this amendment. 

Then there is one m~re thing I want to ~my. Mr. Devaki l'ra11ad ~inha 
actually went to the length of saying that you have got two Enropean 
companies mentioned by the Tariff Board and they have started and 
are well on their way to get steel from below the earth, and are you going 
to allow them to exist 1 t!ir, I do mo~:~t earnestly and seriously appeal 
to this Hou11e. .Are you going to exclude thOt!e companies which have 
already come into existence ? ( r oices : " No. ") Is that the feeling 
and opinion of thi11 House ? Is that the way you are going to treat a 
foreigner who has established himself in this country 1 ..•.. 

Mr. Deva.ki Prasad Sinha. : I did not say that they should be excluded. 
I said that protection given to the t~teel industry shoulu not be protection 
given to a steel industry the majority of the shareholders of which were 
Europeans. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : I am very glad really that I mi11understood my 
1Ion01urable friend and withdraw at once every word I said as criticism. 
I therefOO'e understand that the only object of those who are now pressing for 
this principle to be embodied in thi;; Bill is really to regulate the future 
flow of foreign capital in this country. That being so, I entirely agree 
with my friend, t!ir t!ivaswamy Aiyer. As he said, this is 11ot a suitable 
place, llQI' can you deal with this matter by a small amendment of this 
character. I am in full agreement that the House should carefully con
sider the matter and that there must be a proper well-considered legislative 
measul'c, and if the Government do not bring it-although they say they 
are anxious to consider the matter-if they do not, 1 will ask rny Honour
able friend Mr. Patel to briug in a Bill, and I feel cnnfident that any Bill 
which i::~ intended for the welfal'e and Lenefit of luJia will have the full 
support of this House, aud we ;;hall carry it in ~pite of the Gov~rnment, 
and let them then exercilie any power they like. 
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The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett (Finance Member) : Sir, while 
' do not for a moment doubt that your ruling on the subject of this 
nmrwhnt•nt w11~ corect, n11mely, that it was in order, I would ·)bscrve that 
.it Jw~ some disadvantll!?es. We have had three second reut.ling debates 
~n thr ~uhjrct of this Bill and we are finding some difficuHy in. making 
prn~m·-.·; with the consideration of the clauses in spite of the fact that 
in ad11it ion to three 1mch second reading debates it has been fully con
!'i<lered hJ• a 8!'lcct Committee working under pressure for two days. 
To-day \''C hare raised by this amendment a major subject, a very big 
and important subj<•ct, which is accidental to the Bill, but ·not a neces
sary part of any Bill of this sort. Owing to your ruling, we are 
eppar<'ntly to be sawd from another second reading debate on another 
11rl'idental snhjt~ct, namely, the effect of. protection on labour legislation. 
Wh,.n ~:n important departure is taken, such as the Government and the 
IIou~e P rp taking now in the introduction of the Bill in accordance with 
the principle already accepted of protection for Indian industries, it is 
qnitr clear that other big subjects are very distilltCtly affected. The 
introduction of a Bill to protect the steel industry as it is part of a 
gent>ral policy of the introduction of protection f.or such Indian industries 
11.i <'1111 eventually establish themselves on their own foundations, brings 
11p at onee before those who are considering the subject, the· question 
of labour legislation, factory legislation, and in this case Companies 
Aet lrp-islation in rrgard to the importation of foreign capital. The fact 
that yon have decided on this policy undoubtedly makes it important 
that crrtain linh.iectR which arise with tl)e industrialization of a country 
l'houl1l '"' consitlered. One of those subjects is labour legislation. An
othrr or flli)Nf' snb.ieets if~ the conditions under which foreign capital 
~ho~tlcl J,l' prrmittetl to enter. But if we are to conduct our debates in 
ord~>rly fao;hion anti pass our legislation in orderly fashion, we must 
make> some attrmpt to deal with each subject on its merit<i!, one subject 
11t a tiJa". Le~islation regarding the conditions on which trades unions 
are to l1r rccoi!nis<'d is not legislation that you can usefully or fruitfully 
carry !Jy taekin~ on to a Bill for. the protection of steel clauses in regard 
to labour l<'gislation. Similarly, the subject of the introduction of f.oreign 
rapital into India i:-~ not a 1\ubject, I submit, which you can usefully or 
fruitfully tackle in an amendment to a particular clause of this particular 
Tiill. It is a sub.ieet you must deal with by itself, and it is a very 
tliffirnlt subject. There is f;ome obscurity, some confusion of thought, 
T think. as to which particular amendment we are discussing. I imagine 
th.1t I ~honld he out of order, howf'ver, if I discusRed any particul11r amend· 
mrnt. otlwr than the one of Mr. Patel : 

•• On being Aatistled that at least two-thirds of the eapital invested in the 
husinP~R ronrrmt'd is Indian.'' 

Rut I hopf' the Honse' will allow me, if I may, first of all to deal a little 
l•roadl~· with this whole problem of the importation of forei~~'n capital 
into India. I think it was in my Budget speech a year ago that I ex. 
prPI'iserl the Yiew that therP. were practically no limits to the amount of 
capital that colll<l.he usefully expended in India on development. I have 
nnt obs<'r,·ed, sinl'e I came out. any very free flow of foreign capital into 
Tndia. It hlHl bren, I am afraid, the other way, and though I hope there 
"ill he no diffirulties about placing a 20 crore loan this year in accordance 
with the Bnd!!f't programme in this country, I have seen suggestions, 
fr,,•n Rwadrsl1i t~ourct>s a<~ far as I could make out, that I should go to 
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England for the money in orrler not to drain the Bombay market. . I 
have no desire to go to England for the money, and I trust that the Indian 
capital\st will show by his readiness to subscribe to that 20 crore loan 
that there is no reason for my doing so. But undoubtedly one of the 
difficulties of continuing even the Government's programme of capital 
development in India is the limitation of the capital available in this 
country. I was very glad this year when we were able to avoid a sterling 
loan. It is much too soon to say what will happen next year, but I am 
sure the House wm ag-ree tl1at our policy should be not to borrow in 
sterling unless we have to, to borrow in India for our capital expenditure 
when we can. I have every sympathy, like all the other speakers, for, if 
I may use the word without offence, the sentiment that underlies this 
amendment. That sentiment is based on various reasons of public expedi
ency, of political motive. But it is a sentiment which, I submit, may 
land India in real difficnltie_s if it is given way to too much. The subject 
of the importation of foreign capital is one which has always cropped 
up when pr{)tection is adopted in any country. I have here a qnotation 
from perhaps one of the greatest men who ever founded a new country, 
Alexander Hamilton : 

" It is not impossible," (he write.~ in rerwril to the ail mission of foreign capital), 
tt that there may be persons disposed to look with a jealous eye on the introduetion 
of foreign capital as if it were an instrument to deprive our own citizens of the profits 
of our own inilustry. But perhaps there never coulil be a more unreasonable jealousy. 
Instrarl of bf1ing viewen flR a rival, it ought to be eomidorerl as a most valuable 
auxiliary, ronducing- to nut in motion n. grf'nter quantity of productive labour and a 
greater portion of useful f'nterpriRe than rould exist without it. It is at least evident 
that in a rountrv sitnnteil like the Uniteti Rtntr:>8, with :m infinite fund of resources 
yet to be unfolrird, every· farthing of forei.g-n rnpital which is laiil out in internal 
ameliorations and in industrial establishments of a permanent nature is a prer.ions 
acquisition. '' 

That is not to say that there is no objection to the introduction of foreign 
capital, but foreign capital iR a danger only in certain circumstances. 
It is a dan~er if it can come in in such circumstances that it exploits the 
resources and the labour of the connt.rv into which it comes and at the 
same time is strong enough t.o kill internal competition. It is when it 
comes in with a view to killing internal competition and destroying, if 
they exist. pre-existin!l industries or preventing the establishment of rival 
indigenous industries, that it becomes a danger. · Otherwise I maintain 
that it b almost an unmixed good. People talk about the drain that 
foreign capital causes. Well. the firM drain is the drain of the foreign 
capital into India. TTntil yon drain the forPig-n capital here, you cannot 
even begin thr drain the other way. If. without that drain of foreign 
capital from abroad, the industry of India il'l not dPveloped, there are 
no profits to drain away. India has, after all, even in the worst of cir
cumstancer;;, got labour employned anrl the actual presence here of 't large 
amount of capital assets created by the importation of foreign capital,
all that before there can be any drain abroarl. But I go further than 
that, in the case that we are discussing now. One or the verv definite 
objects of this Bill, as stated by the Tariff Board themselves, is n'ot merely 
to maintain the existence of the J amshedpnr steel industry, but to en
courage internal competition with that industry. That industry will, 
I submit, not be encouraged unless you l<'ave a considerable freedom to 
foreign capital to come in and help to estahli~h competitive industries. 
The only justification ior a Bill to protect the steel industry must, I 
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submit, be that in the long run it will increase the national clividend of 
India. Now will you increase the national dividend of India if you 
couple with your Bill for protection, conditions preventin!! such foreign 
capital as is drihbling in here now from going on dribbling in here 1 
You will thet\'by not increase the pace at which India is being developed. 
Yon will meanwhile hand tht> country over, as has been pointed out, to the 
mercies of one iron and stP.rl company, which, however entirely Indian it 
may be, has not and cannot have ns its first interest, the reduction of the 
price of steel to the consumer of steel in India. Mr. Patel is not alto
~ether illogical becam.e I think his view is that this Bill is a bad Bill and 
that we ought to have introduced a Bill to buy up the Tata Iron and 
Sterl Company. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : Or share the profits. 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : Or to share the profits. But 
i! this is not a Bill simply for the Tata Iron and Steel Company its justifi
cation mul't be that it creates conditions which will lead to the establish
ment of competitive iron and steel industries in this country and that in 
the long run India will supply herself with a far larger proportion of her 
11trel than 11he does at present at, on the whole, a price not very much 
higher, if at all, than the price she would have had to pay for imported 
steel. An amendment of this sort will, I submit, go quite contrary to 
thP whole purpose of the Bill, namely, to establish the industrial strength 
or lntlia in thl' matter of steel on firm foundations. The Government have 
brPn asl\l'd what then they are going to do about it T Mr. Jinnah ha~; 
t'\'t>n ventured to suggest that there may he sm:picion of the Government 
in thi11 matter. l\Ir. Jamnadas Mehta.did not hesitate-at any rate the 
tlay before yesterday-to mention his suspicions. In fact he said that 
hP frlt it necessary to get down on all fours and look on all sides of this 
Dill to Rre just what the damage was that the Government were trying 
to.do t~ India by this Bill. I would snggPst to Mr. Mehta that he should 
at1opt thP morr human position of standing upright and take hold of 
this Bill in both hands while be can. But tlH•se unworthy suspicions do 
nnt takP. us any further. (Jlr. Jamnadas M. Mehta: "They are histori
Nal.") 

I have expressed at short notice a few of the views that can be held 
in rP!!ard to foreiA'n capital. It is a question which undoubtedly requires 
wry careful Hamination. I am not sure, speaking for myself, that J 
~;hould hP willing- to subscribe to either the minority or the majority rep(lrt 
of the Fi:«'lll Commission. anrl I know that a good many people hold 
ditrerrnt ''irws on the 1mbject. I haYe here a book by a man who I think 
was a memhPr of that Commi~sion-Profe~sor Coyajee-which contains 
ii!Omf' nry wtlnahle thinking on this subject. The Government undoubtedly 
will h:>ve to introdnre in due conrRe legislation to deal with this subject, but 
T Rm inelinl'rl to ag-ree with Professor Coyajee's conclusion. I wilL it 
I mny, rrnd it to ~·on beeause I think it sums np the subject very well : 

" Our ronrlusion is that tht>re nre strong rt'asons for pausinJ! bf"'fore adoptin!l 
nn~· t'oUM!l' w!Ji~h rt>striets the free flow of foreign rapital into India. We have to 
ronsidt•r tht> fa<"t that ronditions rssential t.o exploitation by foreign eapital are a 
matter of thP r•ast so far as India is eoneerned ; that a vast amount of foreign capital 
i' t'!lqential for anything like an aMquate industrial development of the eountry : 
that nuder yml!t'nt til'l'um~tane!'s of t!:P world's enpital resourees, nothing like thi~ 
atlNllllltP supply of fort>ign eapital is likely to be attracted to tl1e country ; that 
n rt ifh·inl rt•n,cJit•s for the nationalisntion of foreign eapital have not provPrl sueet-ssful 
in any eountlJ' ; finally, that the ~on1petition of foreign capital wonld lighten the 
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hnrolo•n of protrrtion on thP Tnolinn ron~nmrr, wonhl shortrn th11 twriod of infanr.v 
of our inolustrh·~ nne! wonltl girt' n~ tho llltll'h lll'l'tlt•d 11:oqwrit•ru•e, or~aat~Htion :utol 
inoln~trial rrn·ircHllltPUt. Nothin~ i~ tn hP !ONt hy cll'layin~: th~ fol'llllll:ttinn ur ll 
pt•lit·y of n•Mtril'tivt> ~haral'tt•r until Wt' t•:m rl'ml thu ~il(n~ of thP timPr..'' 

I hnve no definite proposal to make. I rurmot on ht·half of OovPrn· 
ment promise that leg-islation of n particular (•harMtPr will he hr·ought 
in at a particular date ; but the Gowrnment would b£' wry l'PHdy, I am 
snre, to consider-possibly in consultation with a eommittee of this Ilous,• 
if the House <ll•sire it so, or in surh form as might appeal to the House 
in g-eneral-the whole of this very difficult question with a vit•w to 
legislation, if necessary, to amend the Companies Act. I would submit. 
to this Ilou~e that after the long discussion we have had to-dny, and in 
Yiew of' the reasons for hal'ltening the consideration of the Dill, that the 
House should be content with that assuranee on behalf of the Government 
lmd should not pre!ols for the incluflion in this particular Dill of nny 
particular amendment. I would point out that neither, as far aH I can 
see, anybody in this Honse nor the GoYernment have any suitable amend· 
Jn('nt even adumbrated. 

Mr. W. S. J. Willson (Associated Chambers of Commerce : Nomi· 
nated Non-Official) : Sir. the amendment before the House and the dis· 
<>mlsion thereon have bro.ught out that th!.'re is a great cl('al of confm;ion 
of thoug-ht in this matter. Many :Members seem to think that when yon 
n~e the word " Protection " yon mNm proterting everybody anfl every
thing all the way a'l you go along. We shonlJ. realise I think that tlw 
word " Protection " rrally means the opposite of Free Trade and wr 
should not, whrn we bring in a Bill for the purpose of afl'ordinl! protrc~
tion to the steel trade, try to protect a grrat many other thing-l-1 in the 
one Bill. For my part I am a g-reat deal more in sympathy with the 
clause~'! which it was sought to introduce in regard to labour, than I am 
with the clauses which it is sought to introduce in restriction of" foreign " 

.. enpital. The former, the protection of labour, seems to me to hr. in no 
wny contrary to the spirit of the Bill. The protection of Indian c:~pitol 
and investors srem11 to me, however, to be decidedly contrary to the hr·nd· 
ing of the Bill which is : 

11 A Bill to provide for the fostering nnd !l('V(•]oping of the sterl in!lustry in Inrlia!' 

To attempt to tack on to that Bill any clause circumscribing your capital 
is not to " for-;ter and develop " the industry of India but to undevelo~; 
it and to hamper it. With the aspiration-or, as the Honourable Sir 
Basil Blackett says, the sentiment-underlying this amendment I haVr! 
a certain amount of sympathy ; but I have a ~reat deal more sympathy 
with the srntiment nndPrlying a protection of labour which doeiJ not aim 
at the root of the Bill. 

I oppose this amendment on the two grounds of principle and practice. 
I sa! that th~ principle is bad and I say that the practice is next to im
})Ossible. Tlnnk for one moment how you would carry it out. It is 
propos:d that .the capital should be proverl-provNl, mind yon-to ho 
two-tlnrds IndHm and one-third anything else. ~ow, Sir, before tilt' 
Government could pay out the bonntirs whieh hy this Bill we Hrek t'l 
~"rant to the steel indnstrv. th"l Government woui(l have to br satisfic.>rl 
t?at the company (•ontain~d either two-thirds-or any other figure you 
hke to mention--of 11 Indian" capital. How could they possibly do 
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it J If they &tudy the list of shareholders, they may see on it a gentle· 
tuan by the name of " Cooper." How are they going to :know if he is 
a JJom~ay Par.~i or a European f Similarly, they may come across a 
Jewish name :is it a Baghdadi Jew, an Indian Jew, or a foreigner 1 Then 
U1cre is the question of " Benami." I will not say anything bf 
" Benami " : you all know all about it and you know perfeetly well that 
if any foreigner-a German or an American-a.sked an Indian bank to 
!told hili ~;hares in their name they would do it. If they asked a solicit0r 
to hold Mhares on their behalf, he would do it. It would even be possible 
for them to :float a company and hold the shares. ·It wot!-ld be possible 
.1h<o to have trustee~; who can hold shares for them in any company they 
lil;c. You cannot get at the root of the evil and the only time you really 
lind it out, iw when there is a war when it is a serious and a military 
o!fencc to Le holding a ~;tock for a German. So much for practice. 'fhat 
much for the JJractical part of it. Or again you could have a company. 
The company might have a very small capital of ordinary shares. The 
Indian capital might be a very large proportion in preference shares, 
IJUt with no vote. Therefore, that company, with two-thirds or more of. 
tue capital being Indian which would have no say in the matter, would 
l1ave no practical control, would yet either come within the terms of the 
dPcision which Government have to take, or Government would take
they mi~ht take.:.....One or two years to make up their minds ! I feel con· 
lident that no Govcnunent l\li•mber would undertake to carry this out,
hut the only pcrsou who would ever undertake to carry it out would be 
ti lawyer, and hi:; deci...,ion woulJ be liable to appeal, and it would be 
decided the Yt'ill'S hence in the House Qf Lord!;. 

I would like to refer to some remarks which fell from my Honourable 
ft·icnJ Pandit .Madan Mohan Malaviya this morning in. which, if I may 
boY !iO, 1 think he soug-ht to draw before the House a very unfair conclu
sion, a conclusion which might mislead a great many of the Memberl'i. 
J le attempted to show that British legislation, especially the Trade 
l''ueilitiel! Act, excluded foreigners. He quoted this, section-! am not 
HUre if he quoted the whole of it,-but he said that the rrrades Act pro· 
viJcd that : 

'' Provided no eredit shall be granted by the Board under this section to au 
alien or u firm in which the majority of the parties are aliens or to a company whose 
British aubjel'te do not form a ma,iority of the Directors where a majority of the 
voting po\wr is not in the bun <Is of British subjerta.' 1 

Now, was it fair to trail that before this House and represent to the 
House that Gt·cut Britain's legishtion attempted to confine itself to 
1-:nglilihmcn f It does nothing of the kind. There is nQthing to stop 
Indians in quantities from going to England and starting Indian companies 
thrre to their heart's content, and any of you who have been to England 
recently know that the place is really :flooded with Indians . 

• Then .Mr. Patel and Mr . .Mehta both had the idea that " Protection" 
mt•ant the protection of Swadeshi enterprise. Now that is an entirely 
!ieparate thing altogether and it must be separately dealt with. To 
attrmpt t'o do it in tbis Bill is to attempt the impossible, as I have just 
pninteu out ; and Mccondly, allow me to put before you the case from the 
lntlustrialiNb;' point of view. As an industrialist all my life, I may tell 
) otl that you cannot develop the steel or any other industry if you are 
going to put power into the bands of Government and enable them to 
contro~ cramp anJ. limit it. You must allow your management to have 
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an absolutely free hand to cotHlnct the busines:o~ in their own way. y,Hi 
11hould neither approach t11e UoH•rnmt•nt for uny help twr give the Uon·m· 
ment any right to interfere in your process. If you insert tid~ clallilt! 
in' the B1ll, you will be first of all casting upon Uovcrnnwnt a responsi
bility, which, in my opinion, they could not undcrtukt•, Jnd in the 11t'eond 
I•lace, if they did undertake it, it would be extremely unJt·sirable und it 
would affect the indu:stry very advcr:sely. On the prmcipltl whether it is 
ue:sirable even to exclude foreign capital, there again I am under no mis· 
apprehension whatever myself. You have the 'l'ata Company, which is 
~tdmittedly an Indian Company, concl·ived anll stat·ted by Indian urnins, 
and floated with Indian money in the first instance. JJut ii: you urc 
I;'Oing to lay down the principle that all your protected industries should 
be the same, then you are going to get into the same ditlicul;ie:~ n'l tlu.• 
Tata Company have got into. No matter what concern you are floating. 
you cannot guarantee its ~uccess. You ha VtJ to take a trado risk in ull 
your commercial ventures. If you take a trade risk in sumethlng unu 
lose your money, as Tata's did, allll if you become sufficiently hard pressed 
for money, it is useless to be tolJ ·to go to Indium; for the money, which 
you cannot get ; you 'would, if you were liuflicicntly pressed, borrow from 
the devil. 'l'herefore, Sir, what i:; the use of putting into the Dill any 
bUch restrictive clau!:!es which will defeat your object when you really 
want money ? You haYe now the very tint~ Tata Company. You have 
two other companies, one called the Indian Iron and Steel Company aml 
the bulk of itt) capital is subscribed, I am told, by Indians. They can 
raise no more capital ; that company cannot start work at all. Now is 
it better that you sh{)uld have the Indian Steel and Iron CJompany with 
a certain amount of its capital paid up ren1aining stagnant, because it 
eannot do anything, it cannot develop the industries of the country, or 
would it be btJtter that it should be allowed to go to the open market for 
money 1 In ~hort, let us assume for the moment that the Tata Company 
was not an Indian company. Is it better that you should have all the 
iron ore lying u:~eless under the ground or is it better that you should 
have 90,000 people living on it, of whom say 89,500 are Indians Y Which 
is better ? Do you want to develop the country or not 1 There iR also 
another company which has been mentioned in the 'fariff Board 1\eport, 
the Associated Steel Company of Al!lia. I believe again-certainly I am 
told-that the bulk of their capital is Indian. They have not litarted 
work. I do not expect they will be able w start work, a~ far as I can 
make out for want of capital. So I say on principle thls is an essentially 
Lad idea. • 

Apart from that, speaking for the interest~J whi~h I naturally 
represent,, I feel stro~gly that if it is sought to tack on to this Bill any 
clause whiCh ~o my mmd has nothing to ~o with the Bill, then I say quite 
frankly, that If that clause is passed in this llou~e, it is aimed at capitalists 
M~ch a~ us and, if you aim at throwing ::~uch as us out, of the l:lCope of the 
li1ll, ~hen I do not know how the Government are going to proceed with 
the Bdl, {)r wht•ther they will withdraw it but if this clause is p<issed this 
afternoon, then !~Shall ca::;t my vote on the 11ide of those who would throw 
the Bill out. 

Th.ere ill just one }wint more, ~ir. Now let u.s as:mme that you are 
all Indian !.ihareholdei'i in an Indian rt::sti·icted Company and no~ ~:kle. 
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The day will oome when you will all die, a very cheerful prospect always 
open to every one of us. When you die, how is your money to be realised? 
Even if you do not die, you may want to sell your shares ; y<>u ma.y always 
want to ~~ell your shares. But if you have any such restrictions in your 
articles of asMociation, you are cramping your own market and you cannot 
,;ell your own shares. To those of you who do not know it, I will give a 
roncrete instance. I have ~;hares in a Olmpany which has restrictions on 
transfer. My honest belief is that those shares are worth Rs. 200 each 
as against their original value of Rs. 100, but I cannot get more than 
Rs. 125 for no other earthly reason than that the market is cramped. 
Yon must as investors have an open market for y~ur shares. 

These are the few remarks that I wish to make, and I think the House 
will do very well to bear them in mind from the practical point of view. 
As an investor, do nothing to cramp your own activities, always be free 
to realise your property whenever you wish to do so, and above all, do 
11ot tack on to what apP._ears to me a straightforward Bill, a clause which 
will alienate such sympathies as my own. 

Mr. President: :Mr. Dumasia. 
Mr. Bipin Chandra. Pal (Calcutta : Non-Muhammadan Urban) : Sir, 

I want to ask you only one question, with your permission. Am I visible 
or invisible 7 

Mr. President: I have called upon Mr. Dumasia to speak. 
Mr. Bipin Chandra Pal: Thank you, Sir. 
Mr. N: M. Dumasia. (Bombay City : Non-Muhammadan Urban) : 

8Jr, this amendment is not only impracticable but, c<>nsidering the con .. 
ditions through which the country is passing, it is positively injurious 
to the best interests of the country. We have heard about sentiment 
being against foreign capital. ~can say, Sir,· that that was not so during 
the post-war boom. • The price of the shares of the Tata Iron and Steel 
Company were raised in the share marl<ets by the reports that foreign 
capital was to be brought to this country in connection with this enter
prise. So, Sir, the sentiment against foreign capital is not so very strong 
as it is made out to be. If it were not for foreign capital, India would 
have remained in an undeveloped condition. (Art Honourable Member : 
"No.") Sir, that is a matter on which there can be a difference of opinion. 
Foreign capital, in spite of the drain, which nobody denies, has done a lot 
of good to this country. We do not need to go far to prove this. If it 
were not for foreign capital, if it were not for foreigners taking deben· 
tures of this very Tata Iron and Steel Company, the Company' would 
have gone into liquidation, as is stated in the Report of the Tariff Board, 
in 1922. This is the hard fact, which you cannot deny, and, Sir, as I 
said, this amendment is impracticable because, how can you decide as 
to whether Indian capital is one·third or two-thirds ? Sir, those people 
who oppose this Bill do so on the ground that it imposes a burden upon 
the tax·payer and the consumer. Are you going to perpetuate that 
burden upon the tax-payers and consumers 1 Sir, if you eliminate 
foreign competition, if you eliminate internal competition, then, as night 
follows day, you are going to perpetuate this burden upon poor consu
mers. So, Sir, those who are against imposing this burden must oppose 
this amendment. Monopolist interests are more injurious than protec
tion. And, as my Honourable friend opposite said : " Are we going to 
put this noose round the neck of consumers and give the rope into the 

L8.3~ X 
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hands of the Tata Iron and Steel Company t " Well, it will be an evil 
day for India when foreign capital ceases to flow into thi~ country. 

Sir, why is this company suff~rin~ T It. ie~ on account of the want 
of capital. You could not get cap1talm lnd1a at 10 per cent. or 12 per 
cent. and that is the very reason why this company is throttled. In 
European countries you can get capital at 3 per· cent. and 4 per cent. 
Why should India not take advantage of that chenp capital and develop 
her resources Y This is. the one industry which will enrich the nation. 
This is the one industry which will change the industrial face not only 
of India but of Asia. If this industry is to thrive, then we must admit 
internal competition. We must welcome foreign capital,-if it is cheap 
capital and if our other interests do not suffer by the admission of this 
capital into India. Sir, everybody is agreed to ~ive protection to the 
struggling industry, which I say has been kept alive by the tremendout~ 
sacrifices which the agent of this company has made. There have been 
mh;takes in the past. There have been sins 6f' omission and commission, 
bat that is no reason why we should now handicap or kill an industry 
upon which the future of this country depends. But, if it is to be 
fully developed, then, Sir, we must welcome foreign capital. In· India 
capital is not only shy, but at present there is no capital. That capit"al 
has been taken away from India by the currency legislation- I mean 
the. muddle of the Reverse Council Bills. India has suffered much. But, 
Sir, India will be the greatest &ufferer if it is deprived of the benefits 
of foreign capital. With these remarks I oppose the amendment, 
: . Ml:· Bipin Chandra Pal : Sir, it is a. gTeat relief to- me personally to 

be assured: that I have not already been transported to the realm of the 
unknown and the unseen. Now, Sir, coming to thi:; a~endment, it seems 
to me that, though some of us, if not most, fully agree with the spirit of it, 

. the wording i~ difficult, if not impossible, to fully accept. We agree that 
Indian capital should be encouraged but we also kno.w that, unless we 
encourage foreign capital to come to this country under such conditions 
as foreign •!apital is "invited and tempted to go to other countries that are, 
subject to a national government, it will be impo:;sible for us to foster 
our industries. My friend 1\Ir. Joshi has said that there i~<~ no distinction 
between f<'reign and indigenous capital. All capital, Sir, is one and all 
capitalists also are one, whether they are brown or white. They have 
their spr.cial interests and it would be prejudicial· to the general interests 
of the country if we were to bind ourselve; hand a11d foot and place our
s~lvell at the mercy of indigenous capital. But what I want, at the same 
tune, is this, that whatever capital rece'ires protection from the State 
?Ught to be controlled in the interests of the general public by the State 
Itself. With regard to this particular matter. it se'eml'! to me that we 
nee.d not. arcep~ t~e wording of ~.Ir. Patel's amendment, which will place 
senous difficulhes lD·the way first of practical adminiltr:rtion, for we should 
have. to st~rt inquisi!orial ~xaminations info the share list of every. com
pany that .1s st.arted ~~ India for the promotion of steel manufacture, and 
even then ~t Wl.ll be ~Ifficult for us to calculate exactly whether two-thirds 
of the cap1tal IS Indian or not. The first difficulty will be the definition 
of the word " In~ian ". :vm Sir Basil Blackett ba an Indian according 
to the terms oi this clause If he were to lay out all his savings, taken from 
our pocke~, for the development of the steel indust'ry l I think I should 
welcome hun and all the Government Members who put by and lay out all 
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their savings in India instead of taking them home and laying them out in 
England. (Mr. V. J. Patel : "An~ not send profits home."). That will 
be one diffir.ulty. Will he te an· Indian· according to the terms of this 
ameudment or not ·f Besides this, if Britishers send their money to this 
country, why should we reject them f If Americans send their money 
here, why .should y;e reject them Y .All that we want is not the exclusion 

·from Indta either of foreign money or even of foreign brains, but what 
I wunt i!'l indigeno~ national control of whatever money comes from out
side to India and whatever brains also are imported for our benefit and 
for their pl'ofit. · That is what I want a~d in view of this it seems tq me-

. I do not ktlow, Sir, if you will rule me .out of order, I dare not move an 
amendment unless you give me permis~:>ion-but I would alter the wording 
(ll thiil amendment in thiil. war. Pandit .Mailan Mohan Malaviya has 
pointed out what was known to most, if not all of you, the settled policy of 
the Goverument as recorded in the 1\Iinority, Report of the Fiscal Com-

• mission. The settled policy of the Government .is that no concession should 
. be gi veo to any firm~:~ in regard to .industries in India unless such firms 

· have a rupee capital. You might incluqe this condition here '' on being 
· satisfied that whatever firms or companies or persons are engaged in' the 
manufacture of steel have a rupee capital.'' '!'hat is the first condition. 
The second condition is that . they . have an Indian directorate, that is, 
1hat they have a certain percentage, a certain proportion, of Indian direc· 

. tor11. And tho third, which is the most important of all, is that they allow 
facilitif's for Indian apprentices. to be trained in their works~ I would 
therefore suggest, Sir, that in place of Mr. Patel's wording, we should 
hare the following : · 

j I On' being' Satisfied that these firms, COmpanies, bUSineSSeS Or petsODS Satisfy 
thfse conditions, namely, that they have a rupee capital, that they have Indian directors 
and that they allow facilities for Indian apprentices to be trained in their works.' 1 

Mr. It. G. Lohokare: It is there. 

Mr. Bipin Chandra Pal: Not in Mr. Patel's amendment. 

Mr.· It. G. Lohokare: It· is there in my amendment. · Exactly the 
same words occur there. 

Mr; Bipin Chandra Pal: If it be there, then I support your amend· 
ment. I do not know if it has been ruled out of order or not. 

·, . .,· '. . 
Mr. It. G. Lohokare : It has not been ruled out of order. 

1 Mr. Bipin Chandra Pal : If that is so, Sir, I appeal to the House to 
accept 1\lr. Lohokare's amendment to this extent only and no further, that 
is, incorporate the settled policy of the Government in this clause, namely, 
that the Governor General in Council shall be satisfied that any company 
or firms or tJersons engaged in steel and iron manufacture and· receiving 
bounties fr(\m the State fulfil these conditions. This is all I wanted to 
say and I thank you, Sir, again for having given me this opportunity of 
b-aring my own voice in this Chvmber. 

Pandit Madan Mohan Ma.laviya.: Sir, the discussion has been very 
comprehensive and it is necessary that we should bring the attention of 
thl' Honse to the points that really arise in this debate. We have heard 
a great deal about the advantages of not restricting the flow of foreign 
capital into this country. We have also heard a great deal about the 
adwmtages which will re~ult to this country if we invite foreigners to come 
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and obli~'~'e us by starting facto1·ics and helping t11e rapid industrialisation 
o! this c~untry. But, Sir, that is not the point before the House on the 
amendment. The very limited que~">tion that arises in this case is whether 
taxes raised from the people in the shape of higher import duties on 11tecl 
should he used in giving bounties to Indian companies or even to foreign 
companies th!lt might be started to manufacture steel here. We are not 
shutting out fore\gn capital by the amendment which is now before the 
llouse. The amendment allows that 25 per cent. of the capital may be 
non-Indian. And beyond that, it limits its operation to the future. It 
does not prewmt other companies coming and being established in this 
country. ThP.y are :free to do so until we pass legislation to prevent it. 
But at present the am~ndment does not suggest that we s.hould prevent 
the coming in of foreign capital into this country. All that it !leeks to do 
1s to ensure that taxes raised from the people shall not be spent in 
giving bounties to and either, directly or indirectly, encouraging foreign 
eompanies to establi11h themHelves in this country. In that view, all 
the discourse that has been given to the IlouHe by Sir Basil Blackett 
becomes irrelevant. But, as he ha~ been pleased to give it to us, and 
as 1\Ir. Willson followed on the same lines, it is necessary to point out 
some truths, which though they may not be familiar to Sir Basil Blackett, 
are yet familiar to many' an under-graduate of Indian univerHities who 
failed to obtain a degree. I think, Sir, the knowledge of such under
graduates is more real and their a~:~piration for the welfare of their 
country deeper than Sir Basil Blackett will claim is his for Indians. 
Now, Sir, there is a very important point that is overlooked when we 
talk of foreign capital. Foreign capital has already been invested in 
too large a measure in India. Is there any Member of this House who 
is unaware, is Sir Basil Blackett um:ware, that foreign capital is invested 
in a large measure in India ? Is not India paying enormously in the 
shape of interest on the foreign capital that is invPsted in this country 7 
And is not England the richer for receiving all the interest which it has 
received during the last 75 or 100 years on such capital 1 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blacl:ett : Is not India the richer also 7 

. Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya : India is richer not in the sense in 
wh1ch we Indians understand it, but in the sense in which Sir Basil 
Blackett or an Englishman underst mds it. India is not richer for the 
interest which it has to pay to foreign companies and foreign subscriber~:~. 
Ther~ is a great distinction, Sir, between utilising foreign capital and 
hndmg over the management of one's country's enterprises to forcignerd, 
'l'he. Japanese have seen it. They are willing to obtain as much foreign 
~ap1~al as ~hey can on loan. We, Indians, are also willing to obtain 
tore1gn capital on loan when we need it and have the power to do so. But 
we refuse to be misled by the talk of the disadvantac,es which will result 
to this country from shutting out unrestricted for;ign capital. If the 
Government becomef! national, af! I do hope it will become before long, we 
shall sh.ow to our English fellow-subjects that we too have a little sense 
and a httle 11nr.krstanding of these questions. If India could borrow 500 
~rores irr l'ltartmg s? many lines of railways, if India can borrow HO much 
ln order to help railways to he extended and improved in this country, 
w~1Y cannot a national Indian Government borrow to promote large indus
tms, to supply cash and creuit to them in order that they might flourish 
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and grow f If India had the power to keep all the cash balances which are 
at present held in England and to -~elp merchan~s and tra~er~ in this 
country with a part of that cash, India would be riCher than 1t IS to-day. 
Sir Basil Blackett has asked if India is not richer for the investment of 
foreign capital in this country. I wish it were so, but he knows it is not 
and every schoolboy here knows it is not. I do not say every schoolboy 
in the world knows it, but every Indian schoolboy knows that it is not. 
Indians see n very realistic picture before themselves. Indians see that 
from the time when their British fellow-subjects took the responsibility 
of administering the affairs of this country, they have used their power to 
discourage Indian industries and not to encourage them. Indians know 
that in the meantime England has grown rich on the policy of protection 
whic':l she pursued in her earlier years and on the policy of free trade 
which she pursued during later years,. Indians also know that during 
this very period, every other great modern country has grown rich by 
ptmuing a policy of protection which it has not been in the power of 
Indians to ptl:!'sue. There is a passage in the Report of the Indian Fiscal 
Commission to which I invite attention and in which the matter is ex
plained very fully. In paragraph 58 of their Report the Fiscal Commis
sion say : 

" The protectionist feeling in India to which we have referred is strengthened 
by a consideration of the taritl' systems prevailing generally throughout the world 
and the relatively backward condition of Indian industries under a policy of free 
trade, With the exception of the United Kingdom all the great industrial nations 
of the world shelter their industries behind a protective wall, and cla.im to owe thtli.r · 
prosperity to the taritl' protection which they enjol. The general movement in Europe 
towards free trade, which appeared to be setting m with the conclusion of the famous 
commercial treaty between England and France in 1860, lasted only for a few years, 
and waa followed by a strong reaction, never perhaps stronger than in recent years, 
towards protection. In 1879, Germany definitely adopted a. policy of protection, from 
which she has never departed and under which she had made up to the outbreak of 
the war astonishing industri;/ progress. In 1881, France turned her back on the free 
trade tendencies which had never really met with popular approval In 18991 Japan, · 
freed from the trammels of the treaty restrictions, utilised her autonomy to establish 
a proteetive taritl', which was considerably intensi1ied in 1911. The United States, 
industrially one of the foremost countries in the world, has had ever since the time 
of the Civil War a very high protective taritl', and at the present moment appears 
to contemplate raising it still higher. The British Dominions too have without 
exet>ption utilised the right of framing their tariff policies in their own interests to 
protect their industries by high duties.'' , 

Now, Sir, if Indian were free to develop its industries by 
means of high protective duties, India would not be the P,Oor country 
which it is to-Jay. I submit therefore that no one should be led away by 
the idea. that we desire to shut out foreign capital altogether. But in 
the first mstance we want to tap our own resources. If the Indian people 
can give 20 crores or 30 crores or 50 crores that is needed by the Govern
ment almost every year, is there any justification for any Government 
Membu saying that capital will not be available in India for developin(l' 
the few large industries with which we are at present concerned ? !feel 
Sir, that if India has found all this money, if India found a hundred 
millio~s to .be given to the British Government during the time of the 
war, 1f Ind1a has found all the money that has been needed during the 
rct!'nt years by Government loans, we can very well expect that with a 
definite nntional policy of protection Indians will yet be able to give a 
sn.m which will not be inconsiderable for the development of their indus
trtes. Therefore, there are two points which should be borne in mind. 
The object is not to shut out all foreign capital. We have already said 
that we wish our English fellow-subjects to work together with us. If 
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they will do so, they will find that we are absolutely fair to them. Even 
if they 'do not show any inclination at ·present to be fair to u~, we desirt•, 
in the fond hope 'that they will yet become so in the future, that they 
a;hould come and establish themselves in this country al!l partners with their 
,Indian fellow-:-~ubjects in the firms which may be established in lmlia. 
But ·unfortunately, they want that they should have the whole show to 

. the~selves ... That is' where the trouble comes in .. We refuse, as Members 
'representing the pe?ple, to consent to a ~oli.cy by ~·hi~h w~ shAll invi~e 
foreigners to est~bhsh themselves and thetr \~dustrtes m. t~ts countr~ m 
which .Indians w1ll not have a share. The F tscal Commtsswn, therefore, 

.'holding 'the views to which I have made a reference, unanimously rccom· 
mended 'three points .. They fought shy of certain difficulties which have 

, 'been mentioned in the debate. ,They were agreed that three things should 
: be ·guaranteed, namely : 

' u That in all such eases where the Indian Government ia granting conees~ion'l 
or where the Indian· tax·payers' money is being devoted to the ttimulation of an 
enterprise~ it is reasonable that special stress should be luid on the Indian chartu•tl•r 

• pf the eompanies thus favoured. In all such eases we think it would be reasonabln 
' 1'to 'insist that ·companies enjor,ng euch concession!! should be incorporated and registen~a 

jn India with rupee capital ' 

Noi one word has been said either by Sir Basil Blackett or by any other 
1')Iember 'w"ho. :has I spoken' here;'' against 1 the inclusion of thi~ provision in 
:this J.3ili: , So this requires no further examination. 
. . Secondiy,' they say ; I ' .... , ,,, .,, ' . ' 

11 That there should be a reasonable proportion of Indian directors on the Board." 
• • .,"' ••: 'I' 1·, '·'I rl "' 1 i., I 

When. there are ,three lndian :Members, Sir, on the Executive Council of 
the:dovernnient of India, it is ·eertainly time that Members on the Gov· 
ernme:nt· Beiiehes should drop the idea of urging that· there would be any 
difficulty in 1aecepting- a proposition like· this; particularly in view of the 
f~~ocf that' one ·:.-Jf, their Colleagues, :Mr. A. C. Chatterjee, has already said 
more ·thim once·~ ' ' · · , 
• ' 

1 
•.i That'no concession should be given to any firms in regard to jndustries in Inilir!, 

unless such· firms· have a. rupee capital, unless sncb firms have a proportion, at any 
·rate, of Indian directol'B, and unless such firma allow facilities for InJian npprentic·e~ 
to be trained in 'their works. This has boen mentioned more than once, and I ct~n 
only repeat this declaration.'' • 

We ·are dis~ppointed that the Government have neither included any pro
;tisi,on1 of_.th~~ chafacter in: .the. Bi~l, n?r have the Members of Government 
up to 'thts time gtven any md1cabon m the debate that they are prepared 
to includE: those provisions at least which were accepted on behalf of Gov. 
'ernment 'on earlier occasions. It is in this position that we have to discuss 
this qu,estion. Now, it has been said that it is not to help Tata 's alone 
that the Bill is. being passed. The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett spoke 
the· truth, so far as the object of the Bill is concerned, when he said-I ftrn 

!not imputing any unworthy motives to Government-! take the words of 
'Sir Basil Blackett and the Preamble as it stands before the Honse. Tht> 
Preamble' ~ays, as Mr. Wills?n has d~awn .attention, that the object is to 
foster and develop the steel mdustry m th1s country, whoever may be thP 
n.tan~facturer. ~ That is not the concern of this Bill. Sir Basil Blackett 
.went fnrtn~::r and' said that the justification for the Bill was not that it 
·would help Tata's, but t~at it wo~ld enc.ourage .and foster a policy of tht~ 
de.velopment of the steel mdustry m Indm. It I~ exactly to this aspect of 
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the Bill that we raise an objection. Mr. Willson asked ~hether it would 
have been better that all our resources should have remained in the bowels 
of mother earth than that foreign capitalists came here and establish.ed 
themselves and gave employment to a large number or the p'opuhition, 
I say definitely, Sir, that that i:-~ not a fair question to put. The fair 
question to put is, whether a fair and honest attempt has been rr1ade qy 
the Govermnt•nt of the country to encourage the people to invest the~r 
money in the industries which are necGs:-~ary in order that the resources 
of Indiu may be worked out and Indians may find employment and earn 
profits. That is the point. Mr. Willson also complained that, I have been 
unfair in mftlting a reference to the proyision in the Oversea~ Trade Act 
in which it was said that no bounties should be gi ren to an alien or to a 
firm of alien~;, He forgot that I read exactly as much of it as he has read. 
Now, Sir, the matter is very simple. .B1acilities wer~ to be given to certain 
firms in England and Mr. Willson forgot what I had quoted fron:t,.the 
debates in the House of Commons on the question. On the earliest 
occasion that the Overseas Trade Facilities Bill wa:; introduced there, Sir 
.John Butcher asked : 

"Do I unrlerstand that they (credits) are only to be given to Briti~h firm~, or 
are they to be given to foreign firms as well, or are the credits to be given to 'foreigR 
Governments f ' ' 

Sir Robert Horne replied : 
'' It is perfectly clear that credits will only be granted to British firms.'' 

It was not said that cre<lits would be granted to " British subje~t!i." 
The matter was made clearer by l\Ir. Bridgeman who spoke later in the 

same dehatf.. He said : 
' , , I 1 

. , " The ho~I?mable and lt>:nued ~embe.r for York asked whether. this 'Yould ,~e 
hm1ted to Bnt1sh firms and sellers m tins country. Yes, the advances will be so 
limited.'' 

A third member yet asked : 
'' Whether credit would be givt'n to British finus even if they do ~ot trade in the 

ilirligenous produee. '' 

Not content with this, the questionf'l' further asked : 
" I should like to know, also, whether advanl'l'S are to be made to British purchasers 

ns well as to British sellers. If the British purehaser desires to . get goods .. frOm. a 
foreign country, can he have monry advnneed to him to enable him to purchase the 
goods~ '' 

A11d tbe rt1ply was that it could not he done. 
Sir John Butcher said : 
'' I am glad to learn that the eredits are not to be giv('n to British firms who 

'Vant to purchase. goods in foreign countries.'' 

Mr. Willson : Not '' Indian ''. 
Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya: Mr. Willson laid stress on the 

wordR " British subjects " and he said Indians were free to go and 
establish tl.em.,-elves in London to establish companies and trade. lt is 
a fine propo~;al that Mr. Willson has put forward. Why is he not con
tent to tracle in his own country '?. I~ct him go back to England. He i!-1 
familiar with the c.ountry and will enjoy its bracing cold. Why should\ve 
leave our own sunny cduntry and take up the burden of developing the 
resources of England ? Mr. Willson kno>Ys that we ca:nnot go, a:tufthat 
if we did begin to go in large numbers, onr fate will not be different fr~m 
what it is in other pa;:ts of the British Empire. I ~~eref{)re ask my 
English fellow-subjects to deal fairly with m. We have no ill-will toward!! 
British firms established in this country. We want all those European 
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firms which are already established in India to continue to do their work 
on their present bases, but we desire that in future development, if any, 
of these firms which are manufacturing steel desire to manufacture 
steel on a larger scale and desire to raise larger capital they shouM ns 
good fellow-subjects invite us to share with them the respom;ibilities 
and advantages of such expansion. In thil'l view I should like, 8ir, 
with ynnr permission, to move as an amendment the following proposition. 
I beg t0 propose that the following be substituted for the amendment which 
is before the House, namely : 

" Tl!at no bou.nty shall be granted under the Ac-t to nn nlirn (I have tak•m tho 
word from the Overseas Trade Act) or to a firm in which the mnjoritl of the partner~ 
are aliens or to a company where Indians do not form a majority o the directors or 
where a majority of the voting power is not in the hatuls of Indians, t'xcept in tlw 
ease of companies or firms already engagt'd in the manuful'tnre of steel in India to the 
extent of their present subscribed capital. 1 1 

The exception covers all British firms existing in India. I am not 
concerned with other firms, because I do not make any secret that, while 
willing to make some sacrifices for British firms, we are not under the same 
obligation nor in a mood to make sacrifices for other foreign firms. We 
are prepared that European firms which exist to-day in this country and 
which are manufacturing steel should not come within the exception of 
the earlier part of my amendment. The advantages of this amendment are 
that no bounty shall be given to any new firm which will be established 
to manufacture steel, unless it is a company where the conditions mentioned 
are fulfilled, that is, unless it is a company in which Indians form a 
majority of the directors, or where a majority of the voting power is in the 
hands of Indians. With this exception made in favour of English com· 
panies, I venture to think-! wish I could say with confidence-that 
my English fellow-subjects, who have established their business in this 
country, will regard this as a reasonable assurance that we do not mean 
to injure their business in this country, but that we do mean to protect 
ourselves from invasion by' other capitalists. I hope this amendment 
gives at any rate a reasonable basis upon which to consider what should 
be ~he final shape in which this Bill should be passed. 

I want to address a few remarks on the statement that the proposed 
amendment is not germane to the Bill. Sir Basil Blackett spoke with the 
high authority of a Finance Member and said that the question of foreign 
capital was accidental to this Bill and not a necessary part of it. Now, Sir, 
I was surprised to hear this. But I should not say surprised, because 
Sir Basil Blackett's ideas of political economy are those which I cannot 
understand. They are beyond my conception. I have said that we have 
the precedent of the English Act passed by the IlouHe of Commons. In 
t~a~ Act where certain facilities were to be granted in the way of bounties 
st~Ilar to those we are now ~onsidering to certain firms, it was clearly 
laJd down that no such bounties shall be granted to a foreian firm or to 
companies in which the majority of the shareholders were not British. If 
for the word " British " we substituted the word " Indian " it becomes 
~nathema. Is that. political sc~ence, i~a that common sense 1 The proposal 
IS absolutely essential. What IS the alternative thrown out ? It is always 
a matter of regret to me when I differ from my Honourable friend 
Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer. ~nd in this matter I have the misfortune of 
differing from my friends Mr. Jinnah and Mr. RamaC'handra Rao also. 
The Honourable Sir Charles Innes suggested tha~ Government were willing 
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to consider what legit>lation we should undertake in order to consider how 
the wh>hes of a large number of Members of this House could be given 
effect to. It was said that the Companies Act might be amended .. I fear· 
my friends have not gone sufficiently deep into this question, and I fear 
they are labouring under a misapprehension. This is the Bill which says 
that import duties shall be raised from the people and that those duties 
!ihall be spent in a particular way. \Vhat the amendment asks is that 
we &hould say that in addition to the particular conditions under which 
the money should be spent there should be a third condition also attached. 
Thill Bill is the measure in which such a condition should be introduced, 
but we are told that this is not the place for it. No reasonable argument 

, bas been advanced to support that view. So far as the amendment is 
concerned I have said already that the language of the amendment will 
not matter. If we agree to the principle, then certainly there are Members 
on. the Government Benches with long experience and a great deal of 
ability in dealing with questions relating to Indian and English fellow
•ubjects, who can arrive at a form which will be acceptable both to Gov
ernment and to the llouse. Is it beyond their power ! Is it beyond their 
ability to do so f I cannot accept that. The matter is a very simple one;~ 
This is a very important Bill and we are told that we should be content 
to let this Bill pass and take the earliest opportunity in September to 
diliCUBS it ; that the Finance Committee should be instructed to go into 
this question. But there are limitations under which we work under the 
Government of India Act. It is provided there that the Indian Legislature 
has not, unless expressly so authorised by Act of Parliament, power to 
make any law repealing or affecting any Act of Parliament passed after 
the year 1860. So that it has no power to repeal any provision of the 
English Companies Act of 1908. The Indian Companies Act, 1913, lays 
down that no company, association or partnership which has been formed 
here shall be recognised unless it is registered as a company under that 
.Act or in pursuance of an Act of Parliament. If, therefore, 3 company 
is formed in England in pursuance of an. Act of Parliament, we can!lot 
pass any legislation by which. that company would be affected, unless 
we get the consent of Parliament. Now, under the English Companiea 
Act of 1908 an English Company can regi~ter itself in England, keP.p 
its rf'gistered office there and carry on business in India. There are DJ.any 
such companies carrying on business in India which have registered 
offices in London. Vnder section 3! of that Act : · 

11 A company having a share eapita~ whose objects comprise the transaction of 
busint>sa in a rolony, may, if so authorised by its articles, cause to be kept in ~v 
eolony in which it trnnaaets business, a branch regiater of members resident in ttult 
eolony." · • 

And clause (3) of the same section says that : 
11 For the purpose of the provisions of this Act relating to colonial registers the 

term 11 ~olony ' includes British India and the Commonwealth of Australia.' 1 

So that an English Company may be registered in London ; it may 
have its registered office in any part of the United Kingdom or Great 
Britain, and it can carry on business here. I hope this will make it clear 
to the As.<;('mbly that the idt>a that we can, by passing a law, prevent the 
f.'stablishment in this country of any company which does not answer the 
description which we wish to lay down with a view to promote the welfare 
of the Indian people, is not well based. If that is the position, Sir, that 
we cannot, by amending the Indian Companies Act, prevent the establish
ment of eompanies in this country if they. have been registered under the 

Li3LA. • 
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Englisk Comp4la.ies Act, what is the. other Anggestion that has been. held 
ou•· ill order .. that we might .fortify. ourslllves against the disadvantngea. 
accruing from. the present· mea:mte in its broad unlimited form f I am 
not aware of any. I shall be very glad to know if there i~ any definite. 
proposal which can be put fo11ward und which we can adopt in or<hH• to 
meet· the.evil which. faces. us. If there i~o~· no such proposal, then I ask my 
friends both on the Go,·ernment Benches and on the other side most seriouN
ly .to. consider· the. situatiot:~ in which we. are placed. This is the first time 
that·legislai.ion.· for protecting an. Indian.. industry is being considered by 
this.representative. Assembly. We are here repreNenting the people. We 
are-asked .to .support indirect taxation to the extent of a crore and a half 
every, yeu,. in. order that· we. should Have an industry which h1 valuable to 
us<Blly and.which·.we. wish· to live. and grow. We are all willing generally, 
the.--bulk- of: u.s.. are. willing!" to-lend our full support to that industry. We 
are willing· that we. should be respon~o;ible with the Government for placing 
these.. burdens' upon the people at large throughout the country in the 
hope that: t.b.edarge gain which will result to the country in future· will 
compensate.: the. people for the loss which they Will at present bN:U', flut 

. we want a :very simple, a. very. definite, saieguard and limitation for which 
we. find a. precedent in. Engli-sh. legislation, for which we find the support 
of the. Fiscal Commission~ which was appointed by the Government of India 
themselves,. and neither, from the Government Benches nor from any other 
supporter of:the Bill have I heard anything yet as to why the Government 
in Jraminm. the Bill, ignored the unanimous recommendation of the FiMcal 
Coossion. It. may. be said there was a majority report and a minority 
report;; The- majqrity. and the minority were agreed, Sir, on this_ point. 
I ~:ve q.u<>ted;the portion where the majority made their recommendation, 
and: the. minot:ity. agreed to that recommendation, for they said on page 
203.c: 

,,~.·We wiH· at ·onee proceed to state the eonditions which we think should be 
laid•.do\11\JL in. regard t. foreign enterpriae with reference to manufacturing industrit'l 

· in lDclja.;. 
(1) Such eompaJlies should. be incorporated and registered in India in rupot 

· capita~ 

(2) The{~ shquld be: a. reasonable proportion of Indian directors on the boar•!. 
(3) Reasonable facilities sboulil be offered for the training of Indiull 

apprentices.'' 

They, g~ OJ). tc;~: say : 
1

' A11 a matter of -fact, there is no difference of opinion as regards the conditiona 
mentioned. The Government of India have themselves laid down these condition!'. 
under a free trade policy in regard to all companies which get concessions. Our 
eolleagues have also made recommendations on the same lines, if any concessione Huth 
as bounties and .subsidiee are granted.'' 

Up to. that extent they were unanimous. But (the minority) went 
beyonti it,. anclc this .sen.tence is pregnant with wisdom which I commend 
to .Si,J: Barsll :2lackett and to those supporting the Bill. They say : 

11 There- is ia our opinion no distinction between direct concessions and the right 
to • establisll· indul\trics, within the tariff wall. In the one cat~e the Government· tu 
the. people while in the other Government permit the consumers to be exploited· bTo. 
mean~ of higher prices due to protective duties." · 

Tha~ is th.e reason. why. the minority wanted to broaden the recommendatio~. 
Goverm;nent have not merely ·not accepted the larger recommendation of 
the minority, but they have ignored, without assigning any reason for it, 
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the unanimollii recommendation of the Commission. I submit, Sir, this is 
not fair to the people. The peopJe are at present in a very unfortn.nate 
·position. The Tata iron and steel industry is a national industry. We 
want that it should live, but we are put in this position,· and my friends, 
some of them who have spoken. have spoken under a sense of the fear' that 
if we press ·our amendment upon the Government, the Governmllnt '!tl'ight 

·refuse to accept it and thereby the passing of the 'Bill 'WID' be im1Jenlled. 
I hope, Sir, that this fear ill misplaced ; I hope that every Me'lllber of' the· 
Government, English as well as Indian, will stand by the people of· India 

·and hone&'tly do their duty by the people in. putting in all the ·safeguards 
that are needed in this Bill. I have nothing more to add on 'that question 
than that I expect every Member of' ttho Governmlmt rt<i pntri.Ji:im.Selt in the 
position ·of the Indian consumer and see ·'11·hat· he.,olight io,ido. · "I would 
ask my English friends to put themselves in the· position· m ·which they 
would be in the House of Commons if a meas1ue like .thls-were- before tha~ 

'House. I would ask them to say how they WGuld view itrin t,hat situation. 
1 

Would they agree to be willing parties to support a measure which does..not 
eafeguard the interests of the general consumer 7 

There is another aspect which· has been pressed .upon .. the .'House. 
The Honourable the Finance Member dwelt ·On it, and several othilr 
Members have dwelt upon it, namely, that you must promote internal 
competition. If you do not let· fo!ei~n capita~ come. in,·y~u Will"giye a 
monopoly to the Tat as. Now, Sir, 1f my friends would .take , a ·little 
more trouble and seek the light which English enactments on· the sub
ject Jrive, they would find that they can introduce a -provision in this 
very Bill to guard against the monopolist' Tatas racking the -countrtby 
the raising of prices. ·In the Overseas Trade 'Act,' whi&h' r'Mve teferred 
to, there is a provision that no steps should be take'n to lerld a:ny-·sull'POrt 

1 to an industry unless it was proved to 'the satisfaction 6f a' Committee 
that it was carried on with reason11ble efficiency and economy. ;You 'tli'!lld 
not be left to the mercy, as Sir Basil Blackett ·said, of the '-Tatas, tbe 
country need not be left to the mercy of the Tata ·Company. He mis
)Hd the House when he said it. If you leave the country· to· the me'rllY 
of the Tatas, the Government and thiR Assembly will be responsible ·for 
it. The English Act ·'Provides· that,' whet'e the' iGovernmentf:helps ··any 
Company, it shall see that the C(lmpanies work-with ·reasonable··effieimcy 
and economy, and all ·questions ··relatin:g' to labon.r,. the·, ~reatment ''t.>f 
labour and of profits, can very properly be 'dealt 'with ·by-the Govern• 
tnrnt when the Government are taxing' the people in order· to bolster 
up the Tatas. The Government are entitled to put in a ·clause in. this 
'\•ery Bill that, in adrlition to the other conditions laid down,1the·Go'\·crn- · 
ment are to be satisfied fnrther that the Company is·:being worked· with 
rea11onable economy and <!fficif"ncy ; that would 'g-ive the 'protection which . 
is needed. Without taking- charge of the ·works,· the Government ··can. 
put in a clause by which they :can assure themselves that the COlfl'ltry 
is not being overcharged by 'Tat as ....... . 

Mr. President : The Honourable Member is .travelling' far beyond 
the subject before us. 

Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya :·If that is your view, I must bow 
to it. I thought the pre,•ious ~>peakerR dealt with all these subjects, bnt 
I ll'ill bow to your rulin~. Therefore, I say it is possible to ~guard. 
against the danj!er of want of internal ·competition which 'some ,of· my 
friends have dwelt upon, and that it is possible to do it by putting in a 
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clause such as they have in the English Acts. That does away with the 
apprehensions of the evils of the want of internal competition. 'fht>re 
is nothing else that I can think of that stands in the way of the GoYl'rn
ment accepting the amendment which halil been proposed, oa· the amend
ment which I have proposed. or aj?reein~: to a further modificatior. of 
that amendment which would br nccPptablc both to the Government tmd 
the public. 1 !';Ubmit. Sir, that many 1\lembPrs cannot make up thPir 
minds to vote for the Bill aR it !'itancl:-~. and if the Bill is dE>feated, 1 say 
it with very ~?reat rep:ret, the hlnme of it will not liP 11pon tl10se Member!! 
who cannot support it in its present form, but upon the Government. 

Lala Duni Chand (Ambala Division : Non-Muhammadan) : May I 
say one thing t For more than five hours I have been trying my hest 
to catch your eye, but I have not succeeded !'lo far. 

Maulvi Muhammad Yakub (Rohilkund and Knmaon DivisionR : 
Muhammadan Rural) : I beg to propose that the House dO' now adjoul'n 
till to-morrow. 

Mr. President : Order, order, the adjournment of the House is in 
the hands of the Chair. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : I must confess, Sir, that my 
heart sank when I saw the Honourable Pandit Madan Mohan Mal11viyn 
rise. When we are discussing a Resolution we have some safeguard in 
the Chair, but when we are discussing a Bill we are entirely at the mercy 
of the Honourable Pandit Madan 1\Iohan 1\lalaviya. But, Sir, I must be 
careful against falling into the same trap as my Honourable friend. I 
propose at this stage of the evening, when we are all tired, to be as brief as 
possible in my remarks. 

The main charge, as I understand it, that I have to meet is this. It 
has been pointed out that in paragraph 292 of the Fiscal Commission ~s 
Report the Fiscal Commission made certain recommendations in respect 
of bounties. They said that, whPn bounties or other concessions were 
given, it would be reasonable to make certain stipulations regarding rapital, 
that the companies enjoying concessions should be incorporated antl 
registered in India with rupee capital, that there should be a reasonable 
proportion of Indian directors on the board, and that reasonable facilitie.; 
should be offered for the training of Indian apprentices. And it has bePn 
quite correctly pointed out that Government on one occasion uid say that 
that was their policy in granting conces~ions to firms. I have heen asked 
quite definitely why, when that is our policy, when we have said so, in so 
many words, when a recommendation of that sort has beer1 made to us 
by the Fiscal Commission, we have not embodied it in thifl Bill. The 
answer, Sir, to that is quite simple. The first point is that there is a H:t'.)' 

great difference between a policy which the Government frame for thi.Jiy· 
own guidance anu a policy which you propose to incorporate in the law of 
the land. The policy you frame for your guidance can he adju'lted to 
the particular circumstances of thf' case. When yon ineorporate that 
polic! in the law of the land you haYe to define with great precbion 
~nd mdeed you have to litereotype all the incidents of that policy. If, for 
mstance, you are prepared in anv wav to limit the amon11t of forci 11n 
ca~ital, you have got to decitle wh~t pr~portion of foreign l!apital yon a~e 
gm~~ to allow. If yon are going in any way to interfere with the com· 
f'OSltion of the board of directors and to limit the proportion of foreigners 
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on that board, you have got to define that proportion. Now. Sir, obviously 
Jw.fore you can take aetion of that kind, it nf'f'ds the most ·eareful pre
pAration and thf' mMt t'arefnl thinkin~ out ; and indf'ed I feel that in the 
.rhole of nur dPh~tte to-da:v we havf! hf'E"D on delicate and very dan~erons 
Jlround. I elaim that the course of the debate is «.>ntirelv in favour of 
"·hat .I have just Mid. namely, that heforl.' :von ean incoroorate a policy 
of this kind in a Statute>. you must have the most eareful preliminary 
"'n•' .. 11ntl inwsti~ation, for there has b«.>en no unanimity among Member.:: 
nf the A~~mbl:v as to wh11t the P'(1!rt htei:lents of that"poliey ought to be. 
~fr JJohokare RtH!!!'~>'ts that half thP enoital should be held by natives 
ot Jndill. and half the directors should be natives of India. He has an 
altc>mativl' snl!'gestion that the company should be a rupee comr·~my. 
Mr. Patel has a suggt'stion that two-thirds of the capital should be Indian. 
lle bas also got an alternati\'e suggestion. 1\fr. Pal has made another sug
l!l'stion. 1\fr. Duraiswami Aiyang"ar has made another sug~estion, and the 
Honourable Pandit has made yl.'t another sufl'gestion. Jt is perfectly 
clear that nobody in this House has JZOt any clear ideas as to what the 
incidents of this policy, if it is adopted, should be ; and tl1at, I claim, is 
the main justification for the position that I am about to take up. I have 
already as.'lured Honourable Members that, acting on the recommendation 
of the Select Committee, we are prepared to take up this question ; we 
are prepared to investigate it at once ; and, as the House knows, there ic; 
attached to my Department an .Advisory C'ommittel.' of the Indian Legis
laturl.'. I am quite prepared to go into the qut>stion at once with that 
.Advh.ory Commith~e ; but at the pre:-;ent stage I must make it perft'ctly 
clear that I am not prepared to go further. We are not prl.'pared, as at 
}JresE"nt advised, to agree to the introduction of clam~es limiting fort>ign 
capital and prescribing a proportion of Indians on the boards of dirertors 
into thi11 Bill-in the first place, for the reasons I have already giV('U, and 
in the second place, because I think that these clauses would be futilt> 
and illogical. It would be futile for the reasons that I pointl.'d out this 
morning to insert these provisions in rl.'gard to the clauses about bounties 
on rails, and I rl.'peat again with absolute confidence it is impossible that 
any firm oth('r than the Tata Iron and Steel Company could make rails 
during the lifetime of this Bill. That being so, I Sf'e no nect'ssity to insert 
tht•se provii'iions into that t'lausl'. In the st'eond place, I say it is illogical. 
These bounties a•·e aftt>r nil mt'rl'ly 11 form t'f })rott>ction. If you are going 
in for a polie~· of the kind which has bl.'l.'n imprt>s.'\l.'d upon us by Mr. Patt'l. 
b~· l\lr. Duraiswami Aiyangar, by thP. Honourable Pandit :Malaviya and 
h\- othl'rs, that policy should apply throughout. and should apply to duties 
a.~ well as to bountit>s. It wonl·i be impos.-:ible for us to \\"Ork into this 
Bill, in so far as dutir:~ are concerned, the policy adumbnted by those 
Honourable l\ll.'mbt>rs. You eould confine it only to the bounties. 

And now, Sir, bt>fore I sit down I should just like to make an ap
pt>al to the House>. The llonourahlt> Panuit has said that we _are ~omi1~g 
to a !itt>rions situatil'n. If that is so, I ask thl' Honse to be gmded m th1s 
mattt>r not b\' the Honourable Panuit Madan ~Iohan ::'llal:niya but by 
praeticlll bu~im•ssmen like Mr. Willson and by ee.onomists of Eurorum 
rt'putation like my Honourable Colleague on the r1~ht. I ask the IlolL-;e 
to remt>mht·r this. \\'t> have come before them with a fair offer and au 
otTt•r whil·h many people haYe acknowledged to be far in advance of any
tbinll dont' in lntlia in this line before. I ask the llouse to remember 
that· in a matter of thit1 kinJ there must be some give and take, and I do 
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'ask the Honse not, by insisting on amt>ntlmenbl of this kim!, to put lht' 
Government of India into a very serious difficulty, ancl nnt tf\ tmprril 
not only a great industry existing in India but al~o the future oi th, ~tePl 
industry of India. I appeal to every modt>rnte mimlrd man in this Ilon:-~e 
to be satisfied with the assurance I baYe given that I am prrpnre«l to tnke 
up at 'once the examination of this questicm, aml to support the Govern
ment in rejecting Mr. Patel's amendment. 

''Pandit Motilal Nehru : Sir, I have no intention at this late hour 
to inflict a speech on this House. I have been watchinl? this dt>bate with 
the keenest interest and I can B.'!sure the IIrnse that all the time t~u·n has 
been a struggle going on in my mind between two principles-- the princi
ple that indigenous industry should be protecied a~ainst forrign inru~o~ion. 
and the principle that foreign capital is as mnch nt~cessary for the l.lert'
lopment of the country as Indian capital. During the continnane•! or 
that conflict, I have tried to solve my difficulti('~ by the help of the speecht'!i 
that have been made. That is the reason why I am the last person to 
stand before this House in this debate. l\Iy difficulty il'l that, while 1hPrc 
is a genuine desire, and a ''ery natural desire, on the part of thiioi Ilonsr. 
to·protect Indian industries from foreign invasion, there is the altern1tire 
·that, if they insist upon it, the effect will be that the Government will not 
·accept the amendment and the Bill will practically be thrown out. I have 
been considering all this time as to what my plain duty is 11nder the rir
cumstances. It is true that we are entirely in the hands of the Govet·n
ment so far as this Bill is concerned, if we do not want to throw it out. 
Mr. Dumasia indulged in an appropriate figure of speech when ht: said 
that the noose was round the necks of the consumer!'~ and the string ir1 the 
·hands of the Tatas. 

Mr. N. M. Dumasia : I only borrowed the metaphor used by my 
friend Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. 

Pandit Motilal Nehru : I think at the present moment that metaphor 
applies more to this House and the Government than to the 'fatas and the 
consumers. The noose is round the neck of the House and the end nf the 
string is in the hands of my friend the Honourable Sir Charles Tnnt's. 
Now, it is said that it will be difficult to include in this Bill the complex 
provisions that would be necessary to attain the desired result, and inclecd 
we are ourselves not quite clear as to what it is that ~;houlJ be included in 
the Bill. I admit that there is great force in thil!l contention. But there 
is nothing, in my bumble judgment, to prevent this Ilolll!e from com
mitting itself to the principle without going into any details whatever. 
Assurances have been given from Government Benches that a new Com· 
mittee or the old Advisory Committee or the Finance Committee will at 
once be called upon to consider this matter and then the Government will 
see what steps to take. That, I submit, is not a committal to any 
policy whatever. The very least that I expect the Government t.o do 
is to commit themselves to the principle underlying all these amendment!! 
w~thout ,.committing themselves to any particular amendment or the de· 
tails of It. Now when I am asking that, I am not a:-Jkinrr anythin~~' new. 
because we ha~e it in the Fiscal Commission's Report at p~ge 161 W

0

hcr~ a 
Member of this Government, the Honourable Mr. Chatterjee, on behalf 
of Government stated : 
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1
' The settled policy of the Government of India, as I think we have mentionerl 

more than once in this Assembly, is that no concession should be given to any firm~ 
in regard to industries in India, unless such firms have a rupee capita~ unless such 
firms have a proportion, at any rate, of Indian directors, and unless such firms allow 
facilities for Indian apprentices to be trained in their works. This has been mentioned 
more than ouee, and I can only repeat this declaration.'' 

That being the settled policy of the Government of India, if nothing 
has happened to induce the Government to change that policy, where il' 
the difficulty and where is the harm in putting in a very innoeent provision 
in this Bill declaring that that is the policy '? Now as to how that may be 
done, we might consider the alternative proposal of my friend Mr. Patel-
! know it is not before the House-but I am just referring to it as my own 

'suggestion. I put it in my own 1vay, and I would beg the attention of 
' my Honourable friends oppositi3 to the alternative amendmPnt. th:1+ 1 pro
pose. It would run something like this : 

'' Provided that nothing in sections 3 and 4 shall apply to any company, firm 
or other person who starts the business of manufacturing steel rails, fish-plates or 
iron or stt•el wagons after the passing of this Act except under such conditions as to 
the proportion of Indian capital and the Indian element in the mana.gement as may be 
determined by the Governor General in Council in concurrence with the Indian 
Legislative Assembly.'' 

You have here the recognition of the principle leaving everytr.ing
else in the hands of the Governor General in Council to b'..l dven etTect 
to by rules to be made by him ·with the concurrence of the- Assembly. 
It is a suggestion whieh I ma.ke with the concurrence of my Honourable 
friend Mr. Patel who will be willing to adopt it as his own amendment. 
And when I put it forward as an amendment, I do not ask the Govern
ment to go in the least out of their way, but to concede a principlP to 
which, in my humble judgement, they have been committed all thbse 
years. While the control of this House is preserved, the amendment 
is flexible enough to give the Government their proper share in the 
determination and selection of the companies which will be entitled to 
the benefit of these provisions, and what is more important it recognises 
the principle on which the House insists. Beyond that, it does not go. 
If necessary, I will move this as a formal amendment, but I hope that 
my Honourable friends opposite will see their way to accept it. 

Now, there is one thing which I wish very clearly to bring to the 
notice of my Honourable friends opposite. The one predominant note of 
the whole debate has been suspicion, suspicion, suspicion ; distru-st, distrust, 
distrust. On the one side, there is the suspicion of the Tatas, on the other 
side, there is the distrust of the Government. Now I cannot say that such 
suspicion and distrust is wholly unjustifiable. On the contrary, there is 
good ground for it, as has been pointed out by speaker after speaker, in the 
past history of this country. So far as Tatas are concerned, that suspiC'ion 
ranges round the question of labour, its treatment and management. But, 
that is not the point now before the House. A'!:i regards the Government 
I do not at all mean to convey that I agree with those Members who suspect 
that the real object of this Bill is to introduce foreign companies into this 
countT·y. That is an extravagant assumption to make and I e.annot he any 
party to it. But that the Bill leave;.; a very wide <loor open ior such eom
panier-; to come in, there is not the slightest doubt. Not that I will not 
welcome them when they come, if they will let us also have a finger in 
the pie, but not otherwise. All I ask the House to do is to acknowledg-e 
this principle for the pr~sen~ and. l~a\'e the rest to ~he r~les to be ~ade 
by the Governor Generalm ( ounctl m concurrence w1th th1s House. rhat 
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is my sug-gestion, ~ir, and I hope and trust that it will be adopted bv 
my friends. I am willing to make any Vt'rbal altt'rations in my drart t'o 
suit tht>m ; but if they do not see their way to accrpt it, then I wtllv will 
be placed in a very difficult position because I cannot honPstly n~k the 
House to forego this principle altogether and rest contrnt with the promiMf' 
that the matter will be considered in a particular committct'. .I ~~ould 
accept even that if it involved a recognition of the principie-I do not 
mean that I do not take that assurance such a!!! it iM-but what does it cornt> 
to Y It simply comes to this that you say to us : " You peovlc have taken 
so much time over this question : all right we will discuss it with yon on 
some future occa.~on." A non-committal sort of thing. I want this 
llouse, including the Government Members, to recognise and dcclartl a 
principle only and leave the rest of the matter to be settled in the bt>st way 
in which it can be done. That is my snggestion, ~ir, and 'I formally movl"! 
this amendment : 

11 That at the end of clause 31 the following proviso be added, nnm!ll,Y : 

• Provided that nothing in this section and section 4 shall apply to any company, 
firm or other person who starts the business of manufacturing steel rails, fish·plntt,, eor 
wagons aftl"r the passing of this Act except under such conditions as to the propor· 
tion of Indian capital and Indian element in the management as may be detl"rminecl 
by the Governor General in Council in eoncurrence with the Indian Legislativfi 
Assembly '." 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : Sir, may I just say a few words 
in regard to the amendment of which the Honourable Pundit Mot.ilul 
Nehru has just given notice. I understand that this is an amendment 
not to the actual amendment which we are now discussing, that is, :\lr. 
Patel's amendment, but to the alternative amendment wht<'h, l under· 
stand, we are not discussing at all at the present moment~ 

Mr. President : Pandit Motilal Nehru's amendment will take the 
place of all amendments on this subject. That is the suggestion. If it iw 
accepted, 'all the other amendments will go out. 

· The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : It is rather difficult for me, Sir, 
to agree to amendments being moved on the floor of the House on a wry 
controversial and difficult matter of this kind. The Honourable Pnndit 
has asked the Government to commit themselves to a principle and poli.cy. 
It has already been stated publicly in the Fiscal Commis)lion's Report 
that :Mr. Chatterjee, on behalf of Government, made this ~tatemr:nt : 

"That no concession should be given to any firms in regard to industries in India 
unless sueh finns have a rupee capital, unless such finns have a proportion of Indian 
directors, and unless such firms allow facilities for Indian apprentices to be train~<l 
in their works.'' 

Pandit Motilal Nehru : We want nothing more. 
The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : But why should Pandit Motilal 

Nehru not be content with a declaration which is already stated ? 
Pandit Motilal Nehru : The statement is not connected with the 

steel industry and doel'i not appear in the Bill. 
The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : The amendment of which he has 

given notice goes beyond that ; it goes beyond anything that Government 
have ever committed themselves to. 

Mr. President : I understand the Pandit i!! willing to adjust the 
wording of the amendment to :mit the views of Government. 
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The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : 
" Es:eept under such conditions as may be determined by the Governor General 

Ia Conneil in eoncunenee with the hdian Legislative Assembly.'' . 

I could not possibly agree straight off to an amendment of thnt kind. 
moreover, all we have ever agreed to is that such concessi~ns should be given 
to fit'lllll with a rupee capita~ that is to say, the Indian investor i~ given 
an opportunity of investing. We have never attempted . to prescribe a 
certain proportion of Indian capital and that introduces a new principle 
as far as we are concerned which we must examine. We could not possibly 
agree to that. I think the best plan would be, Sir, since I eannot possibly 
agree to this amendment as it stands, that, if the House agrees, we should 
adjourn till to-morrow. 

Dr. H. S. Gour : Sir, may I make a suggestion f I am just making 
a suggestion which I am sure my friend Panilit Motilal Nehru will accept. 
Instead of tacking this clause on t6 the provisions of clauses 3 and 4, 
whlch are transitory, I would suggest the addition of an independAnt 
clause at the end of the Bill to the effect that nothing herilin contllinc~d 
shall apply to bounties except to cases covered by the Fiscal Commission's 
I!eport, section 292. In other words I want a s~parate declaration. 

Mr. President : It can only apply to bounties and nothing else. 
Mr. Chaman Lal : :May I suggest, Sir, that the House might now. 

adjourn f 
The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : Sir, before the House 

adjourns, may I suggest that this subject has been thoroughly discussed 
to-day and there should be no further discussion of it to-morrow mor- · 
n.ing f 

Mr. President : We had a full discussion of this subject and- we 
adjourn now in order to enable the Government to consider how far they 
are prepared to meet Pandit Motilal Nehru's suggestion, whether in its· 
present form or in some other modified form that may be agreed to, · 
Otherwise we will proceed to the voting on this amendment. 

The Assembly then adjournt-d till Eleven of the Clock on Thursday, 
the 5tll June, 1924. 
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Thursday, 5tk June, 1924. 

The Asselflbly met in the Assembly Chamber at Eleyen o~ the Clock, 
~lr. President inthe Chair. · · · • · · · 

QUESTIONS AND,.ANSWERS. 
:' 

CALCUI.ATION OF THE PJ:RIOD OJi' RE-EMPLOYMENT IN. 'l'I;IE' MILITARY 
AcCOUNTiil DEPARTMENT DURING THE. WAR AS SERVICE TOW~DS Q~A· 
TUITY OR PENt!ION. 

1246. tMl•, X. G. Lohokare: (a) Will Government be pleased·~to 
111tate : · 

(1) Whether persons with short service who had retired qefore 
were re-employed in the Military Accounts Department 
during the period of the Great War Y 

(2) Whether any of such pensioners were allowed to count towards 
pem;ion or gratuity, their re-employed service ! · 

(3) Whethl'r on re-employment any persons· who had retired or 
were discharged before were reinstated in their former ap· 
pointment11 f · 

(b} Whether 1\Ir~ S. R. Muley, a former clerk in the Office of. the 
Controller of Military·Accounts, late 6th (Poona) Division, 
Poona invalided a,ftcr seven years' service, had put in a 
representation· requesting that his subsequent re-employment 
r~ervice of six years in the 'Office of the Field Controller of 
:Military Accounts which was supported by a physical fitness 
certificate, be taken into consideration for a claim to pro
portionate pension t 

(t) Do Government deal with such cases under Article 361 (a) 
C. S. R. t 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : The llonourable Member is 
reff'rrt>cl to the replies given to similar questions by 1\ir. N. (j, Kelkar. ' 

TREATMENT OF MEMORIALISTS AND PETITIONERS BY THE FINANCE DEPART· 
MENT. 

1247. *Mr. K. G. Lobokare: Are.Government aware of the fact thanhe 
memorialists and petitioners, etc., who approach the Finance Department 
of the OCivernment of India are not even fu.rnished with bare aclmowledg· 
m('ntR of their applications t 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : CommunicationR of this kind 
rt'reivP<l from non-officials are always acknowledged. As rq~ards offit'inls 
the channel of conununication for memorials and petitions has hecll 
prescrihf'd by rulrR and is, or should be, known to all.Oovernment servants. 
M~morials and petition~ sent direct to the Finance .Departm<'nt .in defiance 

( 2623 } . 
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cf the orden regarding the channel of submission are not infrequently 
ignored, though practice in this respect is not invariable. If tho rir
eumstances of the case appear to warrant it, the mt>morial CJl' petition mny 
be sent for disposal to the Head of the applicants' Department or rt-tut'Dl•tl 
to the applicanthimsdf for submis:-Uon through the proper channel. 

INDIA'S REPRESENTATIVE AT THE ADVISORY COMMISSION OF TilE LEAGUE 011' 
NATIONS DEALING WITH THE OPIUM TRAFFIC. 

1248. •Dr. S. X. Datta: (a) WiU Government state whether India will 
be represented at the next meeting of the Advisory Commission of the 
League of Nations to .deal with the oplnm traffic f 

(b) If so has the Indian representative been selected 7 If the selec· 
don has been made will Government inform the JJegislative Assembly as to 
the name and qualifications of the Indian representative 7 

(c) In the event of a representative being sent, will Gon rnment in· 
form the Legislative Assembly as: to his instructionr:~ regarding (1) the 
internal control of the sale of opium (2) the export of Indian opinm (3) 
the restrictions on the cultivation of opium so as to limit production for 
medical and scientific pmposes alone Y · 

(d) Are Government prepared to give the Legislative Assembly, an 
opportunity to discuss the in:.~tructions r,ivrn to the Indian repre•Jentatin 
in t.he event of one bei'a1g a!lpointed ? 

The Honourable Sir BasU Blackett: (a) and (b). It is not clear 
to which body the Honourable Member refers as the ' Advisory Com
mission.' If he means the Advisory Committee, l\lr. Campbell who ha~ 
been representing India on that body will continue to do so. If, on the 
other hand, he means the forthcoming International Conferences ttbont 
opium and other drugs convened by the League of Nations, l\1r. Campbell 
will represent India at these conferences also. 

Mr. Campbell was a member of the United Province~~ cadre of the 
Indian Civil Service and has been latterly employed in the India Offic·e. 
He is well acquainted with the opium question and the policy both 'Jf the 
Government of India and of the League of Nations. 

(c) There are no special standing instructions for Mr. Campbell, who 
takes the orders of the Government of India on each point as it uise:-~. 
The general polic;J .of the Government of India in regard to opium is well 
known to th1s House,· and this Govemment has always been ready, ev('n 
at the sacrifice of suhstantial revenue, to conform as for as possible to the 
wishes of the League of Nations. It should hu pointed out, however, that 
the control of internal consumption of opium in In(lia i~ a Provindal' 
Transferred subject. 

(d) The Government would ha\·e no objection to such discussion if 
a mitable opportunity arises, but it cou!J hardly take place before the 
September session. 

· Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Is it not a fact that while the League 
(>f Nations sanctio.ns the use of opium for strictly mNlicimt1 purposNi, 1h 
Government of India sanction the use of opi11rn fnr nwdicirwl nntl alllc"i· 
timate purposes also ? " 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : It is a question of the definiti~'h 
of what " medicinal purposes " is. 
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Paorosrn ExTENSION OF THE DIAMOND HAnnoun BRA'NCH oF THE EAsT.ERN 

BENGAL RAILWAY. 

1249. *Mr. Bipin Chandra Pal : With reference to the questio~ ·by 
Sir Surendra Nath Banerjea in the Imperial Legislative Council in 1920 
reg:udin~t the proposed extension of the Diamond Harbour Branch of the 
Ea11tern Bengal Railway to Kagdwip via Jaynagar, Bistupur and Kulpi 
and the reply of Government that the Agent had been directed to investi
gate its traffic possibilities, will the Government be pleased to state thw 
result of such investiga,tio~ f . . . . 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : The traffic investigation has had to be post-· 
poned. It is however hoped to carry out the investigatiop . this cold 
weather and the Agent, Eastern Bengal "Railway, has the matter in haQd. , . 

THE PosTAL INsURANCE FuND. 

1200. •Maulvi Muhammad Yakub : Will the Goveriuucnt ·· plea.se· 
state : 

(a) In what year the Postal Insurance Fund was institutl!d t 
(b) In what years since its institution were it~ assets and linbilities 

actuarily valued ! 
(c) What bonus WM declared at each such valuation 7 · · 
(d) In what year such valuation was made for the last time, 

an<l 
(e) When do the Government next propose to actuarily value the 

assets and liabilities of the Fund ! · 
Mr. H. A. Sams : (a) 1884. 
(b) Actuarial valuation. of the al:lsets and liabilities o£ the Fuu(l wa111 

made annually from 1886-87 to 1912 and quinquennially since then. 
(c) No bonus was granted before 1907. In 1907 the value ~f the Life 

Immrance policies then exi!:lting was raised by 10 per cent. and premium 
rate11 were correspondin~ly reduced for Life Insurance policies issnad 
Hince then. A bonus of 2 per cent. on Life Insurance policies and 1 per 
cent. on Endowment As!:lurance policies was granted as the result of 
valuation in 1911-12. And a similar bonus of H per cent. on IJife 
lnHurance policies and 1 per cent. on Endowment Assurance policies was 
granted al:l the result of valuation for the quinquennium 1912-1917. 

(d) In 1919 for the quinquennium 1912-17. 

(e) The question of valuation of the Fund for 1917-22 is under 
consideration, 

EUROI'EAN OFFICERS IN THE SURVEY OF INDIA. 

1251. •Maulvi Muhammad Yakub : (a) Will the Government be 
{lleased to state : 

{i) What is the present strength of imported officers in the Survey 
of India f . 

(ii) What steps are being taken, and to what extent it i:1 vroposed 
to give etTect to the rccommendatio~ of the Inchca.pe Com· 
mittce that the numbrr ~;hould be, progressively reducrd t 

(b) What was the proportion in 1914, and what is the present pro- · 
portion, of executive Jn<! ~~inistrative appointments held b7 imported 

' o " "' I • 
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cfficcrs to the strength of their caltre iu the Ikparh•ll'nt of the Survey of 
India t · 
·. · \c) (i) What wns the nvrr:t~e 'in~n·:l.!' ,r ~atary !-tiven t.1i. offiet-rs of 
Class II and offict'rs promott•d to ( 'la.-;s 1 of tlw t'urwy of India m; n result 
of the recommendations o! the l'uLlic ~en iLc::~ l'onunission of 1~ 12-13 7 

( 1i) 'Vhat was the average incrca:;c given to unalogom.1 services !ur 
the same reasons T 

(iii) What percentage of increm:e '""s given to the Mn1lra~ Survey 
DeJ)artmen~ Y · 

(iv) If (i) is less than (ii) and (iii) will Government state the reasons 
for the ·differential treatment ? 

(d) (i) What is the number of Class II officers of the Surwy n! India 
who were reduced from 1st to 2nd class by the introduction of the new 
T. A. Rules 7 

(ii) What other analogous service~ were ori1iinally afTcctell in the 
11ame way arid which of them have now had their previous classification 
1·estored f 

{iii) Will Government give reasons for the differential treatment 7 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : (a) (i). Fifty-two. 
(a) (ii). 'rhe matter i~ under consideration but no final decision is 

likely to be reached until the report of the Hoyal CommM~;ion on the 
superior services in India has been considered. 

(b) A statement giving the information required is latd on the tahlA. 

(c), (i), ('i-i), (Hi) and (iu), (d) (i), ('ii) anJ. (iii). The Government 
of India regret they cannot give the informa.tion required as the labour in
volved in its collection will not be commensurate with the results. 

Statement 811owing the proportion of executive and aclm~nistrative appointments h6!11 
by imported officers of the Survey of India DeparhnenC to the stre11oth of their 
cadre in 1914 and 1924. 

Number Number of executive Number of adminia· 
·Year. of imported charges appertaining trative posts held 

officers. to them. by them. 

1914 .. .. 56 22 5 48·21 

1924 .. .. 52 22 6 53•84 

Maulvi Muhammad Yakub: Will the Government be pleased to 
collect the infor~ation by taking more tLne if they cannot do it now? 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : It is not so much a question of the time, Sir, but 
I suggest to the Honourable Member that if he will kinulv let me have 
later a revh:!ed request for information, I may be able to nt~tt him. 

MaUlvi'MJhammad y~;~b; Ver.Y'well1 :Sir ; I will do ·so. 
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FEES OP Ma. Ross .ALSTON, BARRISTER,. FOR THE PROSECUTION IN THE 
CA WNPORE CoNSPIRACY CAsE. 

12~2. *Maulvi Muhammad Yakub: Will the Government be pleased to 
state : 

(a) Was llr • .Alston, Bar-at-law of the .Allahabad Bar, 'engaged by 
the Government of India to prosecute the Cawnpore conspi
racy case f 

(b) IIow much mon('y was paid to him as his fee and \vhat waa his 
daily fep. in the cru;c ! 

(c) Did the Government try to engm!'e any local or onh:ir!t'l Indiau. 
lawyer to prosecute the case, if not, why not f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : (a) Yes. 
(b) Rs. 1,000 for preliminary consultation (one day) u t Delhi. 
R11. 2,000 for preliminary work in the case. 
R11. 1,000 per diem for consultation with .Advocate General of Bengal 

1t Calcutta. · • · 
Rll. 500 per diem for consultation at .Allahabad. 
Rs. 1,000 per diem when appearing in the case at Cawnpore. 
{c) and (d). No. Government employed the Counsel who in their 

opinion was best fitted to pro~:~ecute the case. 

DISMISSAL OF 1\!R. S. V, NArpu, LA,TE STATION MASTER OF BARABANKI. 

1253. •Maulvi Muhammad Yakub: Will the Government be pleased to 
!State : 

(a) Under ~h~t circumstauce~ and on account of what charges wu 
Mr. S. V. Naidu, late Station Master of Barabanki, dismissed from the 
railway after putting in a service of 23 years ? · 

(b) Is it a fact that :M:r. Naidu. brought serious charges of corruptioo 
again11t certain railway officers which resulted in his removal from service ? 

(c) Was Mr. Naidu given an opportunity of proving the allegations 
maJe by him before he was dismissed from service ? 

(d) Is it a fact that Mr. Na\du's grat~ity was also withheld and he 
was informed by the .Agent of the Oudh and Rohilkhand nailway that 
he should give 11n assurance in writing to the effect that in the event of 
gratuity being granted the same will not be used to re.open his case Y 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) and ·(b). Mr. Naidu's services were 
terminated with a month's pay in lien of notice in accordance with the 
term111 of his employment, because he had brought grave charges against 
a rexponsible officer of the Railway \diich after investigation were found 
to be fal~o~e. 

(c) No, as this was not considered necessary. The charges madtJ by 
him were proved by documentary evidence to be false. II<' was accord
ingly, as already 11tated, discharg«.>d 1\'ith a month's pay in E«.>u of notice 
and not dismissed. 

(d) In view of the circumstance!/ of. his discharge, he was not judged 
by the .Agent to be cligi~lc according to the rules for a gratuity. No such 
condition all that refe1-rcd 'to W.A~ proposed by the Agent. 
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UNPROTECTED PAssENnBR SuED AT TilE 1\IoRAJJABAD RAILWAY SUTION, 

1254. *Maulvi. Muhammad Yakub: (a) Are the Government Mrnn 
that the newly built passenger shed at the railway station, 1\loradabnd, 
has got no walls to prot~ct the pas11en~er~ from the Hun, rain nml wind 
anrl its le,•d is lower than the level of the road so that the water from the 
road will flow into the shed 7 . 

· ··(b) If so, do the Government propose to order that the sht•d be pro
tected by walls and proper arrangements be nuule for its drainage Y 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) Yes. 
(b) The shed is incomplete and it iH r•·oposed to provitle proteetiou 

at the sides for half its length. The necessity for providing proprr drain
age has not been overlooked. 

INDIAN LADIEs' WAI'riNO RooM AT 1\IoRADAOAD RAILWAY S·rATioN, 

1255. *Maulvi Muhammad Yakub : (a) Is it proposed to remove tha 
Indian ladies' waiting room from the main building of the Moradabad 
railway station to. the newly built p~t.~sen~~rs: shed and is the ~:~hed at 
siJmt' distante and u;olated from the mam bLUldmg 7 

(b) If so, do the Government propose to stop this proposal being given 
effect to Y 

Mr. C. D. M. liindley : (a) Government understand that there is 
no proposal at prcst•nt to close the Indian ladies• waiting room which forms 
a part of the main station builtling. There hi a proposal, however, to 
provide another waiting room for thit·<l class punlah ladies near tbe third 
class waiting hall, which is being re-sited. 

(b) Does not arise. 
Maulvi Muhammad Yakub : Is it not a fact that it is the third clas• 

purdah ladies' waiting room which is in the main block of the station 
building and the proposal is to remove it Y 1\Iy submisHion is that it will 
he very inconvenient if this third class ladieH• waiting room i:i removcd 
from the main block of the station building. It is the third class ladies' 
waiting room which is in the main block of the station building. 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : I do not think, Sir, the Honourable Member 
listened to my answer very carefully. PcrhapH I may read it again. 

(The Honourable Member then read the answer again.) 

CONSTRUCTION OF A PLATFORM AT KATHGHAR RAILWAY STATION. 

·1256 •. •Maiuvi Muhammad Yakub : Are the Government aware th~1t 
the railway station, Kathghar, and the Ramganga Bridge at Moradabad 
which is a station both for the 0. R. R. and the R. K. R. has got no plat· 
form, mnch to the inconvenience of the passengers, especially the womfln 
anti the children ? Do the Government propose to order that a platform 
be constructed at this station at an early date ? 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hin~ley : The qu.estion. of providing a raised passenger 
platform at Kathghar Is under comnderahon by the Oudh and Rohilkhand 
Hailway Administration. 

PAY AND ALWWANCES OF THE Two ARCTIITECTS OF THE CENTRAL Btrli.D· 
INGS, NEW DELIII. 

1257. *Mr. T. 0. Goswami : (i) What are th'l names of the two 
u architects of Central Buildings " of New Delhi, mentioned in the Budid 
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M 11 Specialist Officers " f What are their qualiflcations .t Is one an 
assistant of the other ; or do they hold charge of independent branch<JS of 
work f . 

(ii) What is the salary of each of the two above-mentioned officers f 
Did they actually draw any allowances in addition to salary ; and, if 
llO the amounts so drawn umler various headings (travelling, etc.), ~inCf' 
th~ dateH of their appointment ? Are they entitled to any ' commissions ' 
u well! 

(iii) Is it a fact that these officers are not required, by the termli of 
their service to stay in Delhi for t.he greater part of the ye·ar, and is it a 
fact tl1at on~, or both, of them actually stays out of In~ia the w~ole of the 
bot weather ? Are paRsa:.res to and from England pmd by India ? How· 
long did each of the two officers stay in Delhi during the year 1923-21 9 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra: (i) The names of the 
architects are : 

Sir E. L. Lutyens, and Mr. II. Balter, 
So far as their contract work in New Delhi is concerned, they are 

partners. 
For information as rrgards their qualifications, I suggest that the 

Honourable Member should refer to " Who is Who " and other hiographi
cal records. 

(ii) Copies of the agreements have been placed in the Library. The 
payments made to date are as follows : 

( i) Commission "£ J.15,500 
(ii) Travelling Allowances Rs. 56,247 

(iii) Fees , 3,39,980 
{iii) The answer to all these questions is in the affirma1 iYe. 
Sir E. L. Lutyens stayed from 3rd January 1924 to .29th Febl'uary 

1924. . 
Mr. 11. Baker stayed from lOth January 1924 to 29th Pebritary 1924. 
Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : Is it the Government's opinion that 

all the qualifications contained in " Who is Who " referred to justiJ'r the 
drawing of thelic commissions f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra : The answer is in t.he 
affirmative. 

EXPENDITURE (m THE FOREST RES!URCII INSTITUTE, DEIIRA DuN. 

1258. *Mr. T. C. Goswami : (i) What is the present number of officers 
in the Imperial Forest ScrYire recruited in J~m·ope ? 'What illl the present 
numher of Indians in the 1 mperial I~'orest Service f 

(ii) Is it a fact that Local Governments have complained that the 
preHrnt system of training in Europe does not attract a sufficient number 
of Indian candidates of the proper educational qualifications and social 
l!tatus 1 

(iii) In what respects is the Research Institute at Dehra Dun unable 
to p:rovide the training obtained by the probationers in Europe T 

(iv) What is the total 11monnt already ~o~pent up to date on the new 
ForeRt Ursrareh Institute .at Dehra Dun ? 

(v) What salaries are paid to the European "Expert.'l" in the 
Research Institute and to their Indian Assistants f What are their 
qualifications f 
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Mr. l. W. Bhore : (.) There are ~O:l officers of the Indian For•!st 
S€'rvice who have been trained in Europe aml appointt'd b> tht' ~~·~·rdnry 
of State. Of these 3:1 are Indians. 

( ii) The reply is in the negative. 
(iii) It is only in respect of certain afipccts of 11 practicnl ~ylviculture'! 

that the Forest Research Institute and College, Debra Dun, i:i not ~till 
able to give effici~nt training, bnt this deficit'ncy iN decrca~ing ~tt'tHldy 
as time goes on. The attention of the Honourable l\IE'mbrr i"! also imitt•d 
to the replies given to Mr. Patel's question asked in the !JrgiMlatn·c 
Assembly. on the 11th February, 1924, and to the Ilonourable Mr. P. e. 
Sethna's question in the Council of State on the 20th February, 1924, rP· 
garding the training of Indian Forest Service probationerM at lMtra Dun. 

( iv) The Honourable Member is referred to the an~wcr ~ivcn by the 
Honourable Sir Narasimha. Sarma to the Honourable ~lr. P. C. ~"thua \, 
question in the Council of State on the 7th March, 1924. 

(t•) A statemf'nt giving> the information n~krd for i!!laitl on th•l tahll'. 

Statement showing the pay and qualification~ of th11 European Experts ami their 
Assistants employed at tile Forest Research Institute, Dehra Dun. 

Name. Section. Pay. QualificatinnA. 

----------------ll-----------l------------1-·--------------
1. Mr. W. Raitt,Offict'r-in· Paper Pulp . . Rs. 1,7:i0 

11harge. 
• • Ia a paper and pulp 

makl"r by profesHion. 
11'.C.S. 

2. Mr. M. P. Bhargaval, 
Imperial Assistant. 

Do. • • Rs. 375 in the 
I. F. S. scale and 
duty allowance of 
Rs.l50, 

Haa undergone training in 
the United Kint.'(dom in 
pulp making on State 
Srhnlarship frnm the 
United Provin•·cs. 

3. S. Fitzgerald, Officer- Se1lsnning • • Rs. 1,750 . . Is ·a s!'asoning exp11rt by 
profession. in-charge. 

4. L. N. Seaman, Offirer. Timber Testing Rs. 1,750 
in-charge. 

• • M.A., B.Se., A.M.E.U.:. 

5. C. R. Ranganath:1.n, 
Imperial AsRistant. 

6. Syed Mohammad Has· 
nain, uppt>r grade aAsist
ant. 

Do. 

Do. 

, . Rs. 375 in I. F. S. B.!k (Honours), I. F. S. 
scale plu11 duty Officer. 
allowance of Rs. 
150. 

• . Rs. 250 plu.t duty 
allowance of Rs. 
75. 

B. & E.E. (Roorkee) with 
2 yeal'll' prarticnl train 
ing in N. W. R., Lahore. 

7. Captain J. H. Warr, Wood Pres£>rva- Rs. 1,700 
Oftirt>r-in·charge. tiun. 

, • Is a wood pre~ervation 
expert by prnfeH~ion. 

8. S. Kamesam Do, .. Rs. 475 in the ! B.E. (:'tfech.), ~f.E. (Hun 
I. F. S. seale plu., ours). 
duty allowance of 
Rs. 150. 

9. W. Nagle .• . . Wood WorkKhop RR. 7ii0 in 750- Is an expert wood worke 
60-850 scale. by profell!lion. 
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Pandit Shamlal Nehru : 'fhe Honourable Member says that the 
number of Indians is 3:1 out of 30:1. :!Hay I know what was the number 
before the Indianisation began ! · 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : I must have notice of that question. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : To what cause do the Government of 
India ascriL:• the low percentage of Indialll? in this Service Y 

. Mr. J. W. Bhore : I am not prepared to assign any re~son. 

~TATEliE~T re THE TWO JUDGES WHO EXAMINED THE CASE OF INTERNEES·IN 
BENGAL. 

. 1259. ~'I:Ir. T. C. G::;swami: (i) Has the attention of Govcrnme11.t been 
drawn to a newspaper statement that of the two officer.s, described by tlus 
Governor General in his inaugural .Address to the Assembly on the 31st 
January 1924 as "two lligh Court Judges", and, later, corrected by 
the Home Member as " two Sessions Judges", who are stated to have 
examined the ca~:t'S of the Bengal internees, one is not even· a Se!islons 
Judge but a District .Magistrate f · 

(ii) If the a hove statement is true, wHl the Honourable Home Member 
be pleased to make a fina.l, definite and correct statement on the· subject ?. 

(iii) IlaYe t>"ernmrnt con8idered the advisability of disclosmg the 
names of the " Judges " f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I invite the Honourable 
:\!ember's attention to the replies given to questions on the subject a~ked 
by Messrs. Syamacharan and Amar Nath Dutt on the lOth March, 1924, 
and by Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh on the 13th March, 1924. 

NoMINATED OFFICIAL MEMBERS OF THE CENTRAL LEGISLATURE. 

1260. *lJir. T. C. Goswami : (i) Is it not a fact that among the nomi
nated official Member11 of the Assembly and the Council of State, other than 
llonourahie Members and Secretaries in charge of Departments of the 
Government of India, there are some highly-paid officers who have no 
substantive post other than membership of the Assembly or the Council 
of State t 

(ii) How many of these officials, refe\·red to above (that is, other than 
lk~1bers uf. the Executive Council and Secretaries) fill no other posts 
dm · ag the time that the Legislature is not sitting 7 How many, if any, 
of them revert to other duties as soon as a session of the Legislature is 
over f 

(iii) What were their numbers during the last session of the Legis
lature in Ntch of the two Houses f What is the salary drawn by each of 
them f Do they receive, in addition to their grade pay, any other allow
ances, e.g., travelling and halting allowances as M. L.A.'s! 

Sir Henry Moncrieff Smith; (i) and (ii). It is presumed. that th~. 
Honourable Mt'mlwr is referring to officials serving under Provincial liov
l'rnnwnt·; , ... ilo :t:-•• nr.milLlterl to repreHrnt their ProYinces in the Lertisla
ti\'e ~\s;,f'mhl~· or ronn~:il of State; All such officials hold other apl~oint
ments when the Chamber of which they are Members is no~ sitting, and 
on the termination of a session revert to those appointments unles& they 
proceed on leave. 

L85LA B 
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(iii) During the Delhi ~o~itting-s of the current session there were 6 
pro,·incial officials in thr ( 'ounril of ~tate nml 12 in the Legislative 
Assemblv. The Gon•rnmPnt nf r ndia hH\'t' 110 information 8!1 to t.heir 
salaries ·which dept>nd on thf' natnro of tht:>ir appointrnt>ntl4 in tht>ir l'r(l· 
vinct•s. Officials, whose hendqnnrters lll'e not at the place of meeting, are 
entitled to the samt> tt·avrllingo ~md haltin;! allowanet>~ as non-otlicinl 
1\Iembers. 

Mr. T. C. Goswa.mi : Is it a fact that all these officials hav~ 
11ubstantive pm;ts tn whieh tla•y 1'<'\'t't't on the tl'rmination oi the Ht'~""'ion ··' 
All of them f 

Sir Henry Moncrieft' Smith : They all have substantive posts. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Is it not a fact that one Mr. Forrest wnll 
representing the Oovernml'Ilt of Bihar ami Orissa in the Council of Stato 
for about a year and nt thnt time h<> hrl1l no snLstative post under tlw Uo\'· 
ernment of Bihar and Orissa 1 

Sir Henry Moncrieft' Smith : I think it is extremely improbable. 

DISMJs~AL oF MR. N. SuBBA UAo, TELtoRAPHJST, BEZWADA. 

1261. *Mr. T. C. Goswami : ('i) Is it a fact that an order was pa!iieJ 
by tlte Postmaster-General, Madras Circle, in dismissing Mr. N. Subba 
Rao, Telegraphist, Bezwada, in 1922 after a service of seventeen yearR, 
on charges furnished by an anonymou~ letter and a C. I. D. lnspe1~tor'" 
report and that the order sets ont the different heads or counts under which 
bf: j;: charged with being either a non-eo-operator or one who ~~c-:~vely 
llYinl~t~lhiscs with the movement ? 

(ii) If so, will Government he pleased to say : 

(a) Whether there is or has been any rule or order forbidding 
Government servants to wear Khaddar or declaring the 
wearing of Khaddar by a Government servant an offenee 
punishable with dismissal ? 

(b} 'Vb.ethr contribution by a near re~ation, P..g., daughter, of a 
Government ~en-ant to the Tilak Swaraj Fund is fvrbidden T 

(c) W.IJethet· reading of the " Bombay Cln·fln:<·le" the "Hindn," 
etc., by a Goverdrnent servant i!-1 forbidden 7 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra N ath Mitra: ( i) The attention of the 
Jlonourablt> l\Iemht'r is drawn to the replv g-iw•n to qnestiou No. ll:JH by 
1\Ir. Gaya Prasad Singh. -

(ii) (a). No. 
(b) ThiN will df!pen<l on thr circumstances of ea(!h indiridual 

case. 
(c) No. 

Mr .. T. C. G~swa~~ : Will the Honourable Member kindly answe~ 
my ~peCific questwn ( 11) (b), namely, whether contribution by a nea: 
relatwn, e.g., daughter, of a Oovernment servant to the 1'ilak 8wuJ':t. 
Fund is forbidden and constitllk-! ~lfl 1dr'r•nee for the father 7 

The Honourab~e Sir Bh~pendra Na.th Mitra. : 1 have already given; 
~f'ply to that questwn .. I! will dPj:tnd on the circumstance:; of each iud 

Yidual. case, and ~he opmwn of GO';emment will be baseJ on the int,~r 
tnetatlOn of the Government SPrvants' Von,luct Rule~!. 
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Mr. T. C. Goswa.mi : But thi:-:; is a ~pecific case . 

. 1\fr .. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : :May I know whether a contribution 
by Itself will con~titnte an offnH P I 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : l will refer the Honour
able Member to rule 22 of the Gonrnment ~ervants' Condnct Rules. 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : I want to know the opinion of the 
Government of India upon that mattt>r. 

Mr. President : You cannot a~k for opinion. 

Pa.ndit Shamlal Nehru : May I know what action was taken again~t 
the wives and danglltt>rs of member~; o( i he Indian t 'hil ~ervice who had 
~ubscribed to the Dyer fi'un(l : 

Mr. T. C. Goswami : 'l'hat is a hnmanitarian fund ! 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : 1 shall require notice 
of that question. 

Pa.ndit Sha.mlal Nehru : l will .~end notice later on. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : What i:-; the imerprE'tation of the Government in 
regard to the rules in the <•m:f' nf a l iownlm<'nt :-:<'1'\'<lllr contributing to the 
Tilak Swaraj Fund ? 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : I do not quite catch 
the Honourable MemLel'. 

Mr. V. J. Patel: What is the interpretation of tlH' (iovernment of 
India of the rules guiding Govemment KervimtH on the question of the 
contribution by a Government servant to the 'l'ilak 8waraj Fund, f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : 'l'he Government of 
India have to form their opinion in Pach CIViC with t·Pference to the 
Government Servants' Conduct Rules. 

:Mr. V. J. Patel: Bnt what i!l tlH~ interpretation of the rules so far 
as this particular question is eoncel'ned ·q What is the interpretation 
of the Government of India on this question ? 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : I have nothing to add 
to the various replies that I have already given to thi:-; House. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : I appeal to the Ohair. [ \nmt the interpretation 
of the Government of India on the rules. 

Mr. President: It is quite a leg'itimate ant:~wer to give that ''I have 
nothing to add to what I have alrec:dy t>aid." You cannot compel any 
Member to give an answer when hP :;ays •' I cannot add to what I have 
already said." 

Mr. V. J. Patel : Does that mean that the Government of India 
have no opinion ·~ 

Mr. President : Order, order. J 

Pa.ndit Sha.mlal Nehru : :\iilJ' I <t;o;!k whether the Honourable Member 
finds it inconvenient to add to the am1wer~ he has already given 1 

Mr. V. J. Patel : :May I ask a supplementary question ? 
Mr. President ~ If it 1s a new one. 
l'ttr. V. J. Patel : Doei'l this mean that rthe G.overnment of' India have-

no opinion wb_Q.t_eve\ ?, · ... 



LP!OISLATlVE ASSEMBLY. [5rn JuNE 192(~ 

Mr. President: You cannot ha\·e a question on a matter of opinion. 
Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Is there any rule according to whirh 

contribution to any funi.l by a daughter constitutes an ofl'ence against 
the father T 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : I have already rrplit•d 
to that question, namely, that each ca!'le bas to be jud~ed by Government 
with reference to the circumstances thereof. I have nothing to add to 
what I have already stated. • 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Can Government conceive of any cir
cumstances in which contribution by a daughter involves an offence for 
the father T 

Mr. President : That has already been answered. 
Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : l\fay I know how the Government 

expect their subordinates to be guided with regard to the interpretation 
of this rule if in each case the circumstances have to be judg-1·d ~Separately 
by the Government of India and the Government servants do not know 
exactly the import of the rule 7 · 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : The Government 
Servants' Conduct Rules are \'ery explicit on the subject. 

Mr. Amar Nath Dutt : May I know what is rule 22 T 

Mr. President : Order, order. The Honourable Member may look 
at rule 22 instead of putting that question. 

Lala. Hans Raj : May I know if that girl is married or unmarried f 

· . The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : Our information is that 
s'ie is unmarried. 

Mr. Amar Nath Dutt : Has she no property of her own f 
Mr. President : Order, order. There have been a sufficient number 

of supplementary questions. Mr. Goswami. Question No. 1262. 
Mr. Amar Nath Dutt : I only ask, has she no property of her own f 
Mr. President: Order, order. 

TENDERS FOR LocoMOTIVES. 

1262. •Mr. T. C. Goswami : Will Government be pleased to state : 
(1) The number and type of locomotives for which tenders have 

been called by the Railway Board at the beginning of this 
year; 

(2) The total numbers of tenders which were receivr.rl. ; 
(3) 'l'he lowest prices received from tenders from 

(a) the United Kingdom, 
(b) India, 
(c) the Continent. (especially, Germany), 

(4) Whether.it is true that orders have been placed in the Unitell 
Kingdom; 

(5) If the reply to (4) is in the affirmative, what 'rere the rea!lons 
which induced the GovefiUllent to pass over the lower Con-
tinental tenders ; . - . 
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(6) lf there waf:l any departure from the lowest price tender for 
the sam(' specification, why the benefit of that departure was not 
g't\IC;H 1o the Indian locomotiYe manufar,tnrers instead of being 
given to the United Kingdom 1 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : As my reply to this question is rather a 
lengthy one, I will, with your permission, lay it on the table. 

Mr. T. C. Goswami : Will the Hoiwurable Member kindly read the 
answer, because the House would like to hear his answer if it is not too 
long ? 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The answer is rather long, but if you wiHh 
me to do so, l will read it. 

Mr. T. C. Goswami : rrhe question is a short one, and I request the 
Honourable Member in charge to answer the question orally to the 
House. 

Mr. President : What was the answer given ? 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : My answer was that " the answer is a long 
one and if you will permit me I will lay it on the table.'' 

Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : Then how can we ask supplementary 
questions ? 

Mr. T. C. Goswami : I submit that the questions are very short 
ones-questions of figures only, and I think the House would appreciate 
the Honourable Member's reading out his answer. 

Mr. C. D. 1\i. Hindley : I am perfectly willing to do so, but I was 
only wishing to avoid wasting, or rather taking up the time of the 
House. 

(1) The Railway Board called for tenders for 60 broad gauge 
locomotiYes as follows : ' 

40 ')f the 4-6-0 type and 5 each of the following types 2-8-0 and 
0-6-0 goods and 2-6-4 and 2-8-2 tank. 

(2) 21. 
(3) rrhe lowest prices tendered for each of the types were : 

4-6-0 2-8-0 0·6-0 2-6-4 2-8-2 

(a) from the Unitd Kingdom £5,950 £6,448/16 £5,135/10 £5,467/15 £5,080 

(b) from India . . Rs. l, 25,538 No tenders received 

(c) f:om t 11e Continent £5,478/13 £5,540/B £i,M2 £4,700/9 £4,464 

( 4) OrdcrR were placed in the United Kingdom for the 4-6-0, 
0-6-0. 2-6-4 and 2-8-2 types. No orders were placed for the 
2-8-0 type. 

(.)) & (6) The forty 4-6-0 type locomotives are urgently needed in 
c011C with traffic on the East Indian Railway. The approxi
mate rnpee price of the four lowest tenders was : . 

Rs. 98,000 for a F'reneh tender. 

Rs. 1,0:1,000 } 
Rs. l,OG,OOU for British tenders. 
Rs. 1,10,000 
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The British tender at approximutely Rs. 1,10,000 per locomotive 
was selected as the most advanta!!eous of the!le four because all the 
locomotives from this finn would be available for use on the line about 
three months before thoMe otrert'd by the other British tit'Jus, anJ ~o~h!l 
longer before those offered by the Fr.-nch firm, an order with whom would 
not be completed for over a year and a half. It was clear that more 
would be lost by the delay in delivery than the sum of Rs. 12,000 per 
locomotive by which the nccepted British tender exceeded the lowe~:~t 
French tender, or the sum of Hs. 7,000 by which the accepted tender 
exceeded the lowest British tender. 

The Indian firm tendered at approximately Rs. 1,25,500, or about 
Rs. 15,500 more than the accepted British tender. In addition they could 
only offer delivery more than three months later. Their tender had 
consequently to be rejected. 

For the 0-6-0 type the three lowest tenders were from a French, an 
Italian and a British firm. 'l'he Italian firm offered delivery after 63 
weeks, a period which rendered their tender impossible to accept. The 
contract was offerrd to the French firm but waN declined hy them, and 
the order was consequently placed with the British firm. 

The 2-6-4 locomotives are urgently required for suburban service 
on the Eastern Bengal Railway. and traffic is being lost by their 1tbsencc. 
The two lowest tenders were. from a French and a British firm. The 
British firm offered delivery approximately five months earlier, and 
their tender was consequently accepted. 

The three lowest tenders for the 2-8-2 type were from two French 
and one British firm. Orders were passed that the contract was to be 
offered first to the lowest French tenderer and secondly to the next 
lowest French tenderer' and only if both failed to satisfy the require
ments of the High Commis.~ioncr for India, to the British firm. One 

. of the French firms failed to satisfy the High Commissioner's require
ments and the other declined the contract. The order was consequently 
placed with the British firm. 

Dr. H. S. Gour : In view of the statement of the Honourable 
1\Ir. Hindley, will he please explain to the Ilom~e how ht• can reeoncil-:! 
his statement with the statement published in the newspapers which 
I will read to him : 

11 ~he Vulcan Foundry, Lin1ited, of N~wton-le-Willows, were notified in mail week 
that theu tender for the supply of 40 loeomotives for the East Indian Railway Compant 
had been_ accepted. The engines are of a very heavy type for use on a 5 ft. 6 in. 
gauge ra1lway. The tenders were put up to open competition which was very keeu 
and the Vulcan Company n1ade a big eut in priee in order to ke~p the work in Englanrl. 
The engines have to be delivrred within the next five or sis months and their manti· 
facture will provide for a large number of men." 

Another telegram dated the 24th April says : 
" Orders have bren pla<'ed with Messrs. H~wthorn Leslie and Company, IJf 

Beburn-o.n-Tyne, an~ Messrs, Kerr Htuart an(l Company of London for four and six 
tan~ engmes, respectively, for the Indian State rnilwavs in addition to the 40 passenger 
eng:tnes reeently ordered from the Vulcan Founrlrv of Newton-le-Willows for the Ea~r 
Indian Railway Company. The contracts were secured in the face of keen eontinentnl 
~ompe.tition, the deciding fartors being the high elass character of the work and spee•l 
m delivery.'' 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The Honourable :Member asks me to 
reconcile my statement with· the newspaper report. I am not responsible 
for the newspaper report, Sir. 
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Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya : May I ask the Honourable Member 
if it is a fact that on the announcement made by the Government in 1921 
that locomotives will be purchased in India the Peninsular Locomotive 
Company was formed and that on the formation of that company 
English manufacturers reduced the price of a certain type (lf locomotives 
from £13,500 to £5,000 apiece. 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I think the Honourable 1\lem:her i<~ asking 
me to state whether it is a fact that certain statements .made by the 
Tariff Board are correct. (.A Voice : " Will you please addre&s the 
Ilom;e f ") I am addressing the Chair, not the. House. 

Pandit Madan Mohan Mala.viya : Will you speak louder ! 
Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I am not going to speak any louder because 

I can be heard quite clearly all over thC' Honse . The Honourable Member 
Rir, has asked me to ~;tate whether certain remarks made by the Tariff 
Hoard in their report are correct. · 

Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya : I did not say tha~. 
Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: The Honourable Member's statement ap· 

pPared ·to be taken :mb.,tantially from the •rariff Board's Repo'l't a:J.d if 
he was quoting from it, I hare no douht the facts are correct. . 

Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya. : My question was whether it is a 
fact that on the announcement made hy t11c Gorernment of India in 
1921 the Peninsular Locomotive Company was formed, that the company 
offered to supply locomotircs of a certain type which the English 
manufacturers had offered for £J3,GOO and that on that company heing 
formed the English companies rcdnced their price for tha sam~ type of 
locomotives from £13,500 to £5,000 apiece. 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : That is a complete misrepresentation of the 
facts. The true facts will be found in the Tariff Board's Report. 

' Dr. H. S. Gour : Is the Honourable Member aware of the fact that 
the •rariff Board Report recommended that, in view of certain fact::; 
wh;ch they stated, the Peninsular Locomotive Company's claims should 
receive the special consideration of the Government of India ? Has the 
spe:oilll consideration recommended been given to the eompany or is it 
to be given f \ 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I am quite aware that the Tariff Board reco.n· 
mended that special consideration should be given tJ the Penimmlar 
Locomotive Company. We are still waiting for some sui!·gestion from 
that •~ompany for the kind of special consideration which they would 
like to have. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Is it a fact that for thre~ years preced
ing the present year the demand for locomotives in the 8tate-maua<~ed 
l'ailways and Company-managed railways was m(lre than 300 per yea;, 

Mr: C. D. M. Hindley » I cannot remember the exact figures, but the 
number was probably somewhere in the neighbourhood of that. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Can the Government of India give anv 
renson for this sudden decline in demand from 300 to 60 ? · ' 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I can give a large ·number of reasons. I do 
not know whether I am expected to make a speech on the subject. 
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If the llonourable :Member will give me notice of that que~o~tion, I will 
answer it fully. I have a very full an'l l'omplete rxplanation for the 
drop in the demand for locomothes. 

Dr. H. S. Gour : Is the Honourable .Member awat·e that English 
railway companies have placed their orders for the supply ot lo•~omot:vril 
in Oermany and that the matter was the subject of debate in the JioUMtl 
of Commons. Y 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Government are not aware of that fact, Sir. 
Mr. Chama.n La.l : Will the llonourabh~ :\!ember read }lage 170 or 

the Tariff Board's Report, which sub~tantiates the statement made by 
the Honourable Pandit 7 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I am sorry I have not got the Ueport with 
me. 

Dr. H. S. Gour: We can give a copy with the portions duly markerl 
for the benefit of the Honourable Member. 

Mr. T. 0. Goswa.mi : Is it a fact that the Bombay, Baroda and Central 
India Railway are making locomotives which are both I'IJund and 
economical T 

·Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : The Bombay, Baroda and Central India 
Railway have manufactured a certain· number of locomotives at the 
Ajmer workshops which I belieYe are giving good service. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : May I remind the Honourable Member to read 
the footnote at page 170 of the Tariff Boarc~ 's Heport. .... 

Mr. President : That is not a question. 
Mr. Cliaman Lal : I am putting the question to him whether it is 

not correct that the price paid in 1920 for a Locomotive was £13,6:33 and 
in 1922 it was £5,120 7 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: Yes, Sir, I believe that statement is perfectly 
correct. · 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : Is it a fact that the price quoted fot· 
locomotives in England is much less than the price of the same kind of 
locomotives in India 7 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : No, Sir, I think I am right in saying that 
that is not the case. · 

ENCOURAGEMENT OF TIIE MANUFACTURE OF WAGONS AND LOCOMOTIVES !X 

. INDIA. 

1263. •Mr. T. C. Goswami : Will Government be pleased to state : 

(1) Whether the Railway Industries Committee recommended that 
even at a sacrifice industries for the manufacture of wagons 
and locomotives were to be hrou~ht into existence in this 
country; 

\2} Wn.e,ther Sir Charles Innes was thairman of that Committee 
and Mr. Hindley a member of it ; 

r:3) Whether the recommendations of that Committee were accept· 
ed by the Government ; 

(4) Whether they suggested that the amount of subi:>idy, bounty 
or other assistance to be giv\:n to Indian manufacturers 
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of wagons and locomotives should be determined by the 
Tariff Board ; 

(5) Whether the 'fariff Board considered this question ; 
(6) Why the Government have allowed d('cisions to be reached 

?n t·equirements fol' t!t(• (:\ltTent yeu!' before their proposal!:! 
m the light of the Report of, the 'l'ariff Board could be 
considered by the A~;sembly ; 

(7) Whether Government propose to inst!tl!!e an inquiry into the 
conditions of these indnfltries and into the causes why they 
are unable to compete and what is to happen to them if 
the Government pursue their poEc;.r GI not buying in thQ 
cheapest market but in the United Kingdom during the re
maining two years of the Railway programme of five years 
sanctioned by the Assembly '! 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : (l) ~o. 'l'he recommendation made by the 
Railway Industries Committee is to bt• fnund in the concluding portion 
of paragraph 9 of their Report, and is to the etred that the Tariff Board 
should investigate and make recommendations regarding the locomotive, 
wagon and similar industries, when <·.om;idering: the question whether 
protection should be afforded to the steel indnstr~·. 

(2) Yes. 
(3) Yes. 
(4) Yes. 
(5) Yes. 
( 6) The pro~sals of the 'l'at>i ff Board were ill the hands of Govern

ment before a decision wa~; t·eached on this year's tenders for loco
motives ; and a number of wnu;om: hns still to be purchased this year, 
sufficient to enable effect to he giwn to 1 he recommendations of the 
Tariff Board as embodied in the Hill to lw placed hefot'P the Assembly 
this Session. 

(7) The policy of Goyernnwnt i:-: not a:-: statP<I by the Honourable 
Member, and thef do not propose to institute the inquiry suggested by 
him. 

INQUIRY INTO THE WoRKI~G OI<' TliE UuYEI1~0IEt\T OF INDIA Ac'r, 1919. 

1264. *Mr. T. C. Goswami: (a) Will Governmrnt be pleased to lay on 
i,he table a copy of the circular letters is~;ued from the Home Department 
Gr the Government of India to thr Provincial Governments, early in 
April1924, in connection with tlH' inquirr into the workin~ of the Govern
ulent of India Act of 1919 ? 

(b) What steps, other than ihir-; cirC11lar, have been taken in this 
matter riO far 1 and if so with what re~mlt:.; ': 

The Honourable Sir Alex~tnder Mnddiman: (11) and (b). Government 
are not prepared at prNwnt to lay on tlw ta hlr a copy of the eircnlar 
letter referred to. The lett(•r i.•; snmma1·ise(1 in the communique issued 
on the 16th instant. a eopy of \rhich has alrrady been placed on the table 
and which also refer:-: to the other step:-; which have been taken. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Why are not thr GoYernment '{lril11arBd 
to lay a copy on the. tahlP ? 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: Because the import nf 
the letter ha~:: alr,eady bet.m communicated to the Hou~e. 

L85LA v,,. , o 
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TJIST OF DmECTORS AND SHAREHOLDERS or THE 'rATA IRoN AND STEEL COM· 
PANY, ETC. 

1265. *Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : Will the Gonrmnent 
be pleased to lay on the table : 

(a) a statement showing the list of the Directors anJ sharehol<lcrs; 
(b) a copy of the last audit report 5l:owing the assets and 

liabilities, of the Tata Iron and Steel Company 1 
The Honourable Sir Cha.rles Innes : (o) and (b). A copy of the la!-!t 

balance sheet of the Tata Iron and Steel Company has been placed in th·~ 
Library. This also shews the names of the Directors. 

The shareholders munber several thousands and the Government 
have ·not copies of these registers. They can be inspected on payml'lnt 
at the office of the Registrar of Joint Stock Companies, Bombay. 

PUBLICATION OF THE JJEE COMMISSION REPORT. 

1266. *Kh:1n Ba'l)adur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : Will the Government 
~e pleased to state by what time the Public Services Commi~<sion (Lee 
Commission) report is expected to be published f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : The Honourable Memher 
is referred to the answer given to Dr. II. S. Gonr's Question No. 1063, 
on the 27h May, 1924. 

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE INDI.AN BAR CoMMIT'fEE. 

1267. *Khan Ba.hadlU' Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : Will the Government 
be pleased to state-when and what action they propose to take on the 
recommendat\ons of the Indian Bar Committee Report T 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : The Local Governments 
have been asked to furnish the Government of India with their views 
11s well as the views of the Hig-h Courts, Judicial Commissioners' Courts, 
and of legal associations on the recommendations of the Indinn Bar 
Committee. The Government of India propose to await their re1llies 
before taking any further action in the matter. 

GRIEVANCES OF FARIDPlJR RAILWAY PASSENGERS. ""11 

1268. *Khan BahadlU' Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : (a) Has the attention 
of Government been drawn to the letter published in the issue of the 
Forward of the 9th May, 1924, page 8, under the heading '' Grievancea 
of Faridpur Passengers " f 

~b) If so, are the statements made in the letter, correct ? . 
(c) If correct, do Government propose to issue necessary· instruction!i! 

t~ the railway authorities to remove the grievances complained of ? 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) Yes. 
(b) and (c). Government understand that the suggestions made in the 

letter are not practicable. Moreover the averag-e daily number of 
passengers from Calcutta to Faridpur by No. 25 Up, who might other· 
wise travel by the Chittagong :Mail, is small. In the circumstances 
Government do not propose to take any action. 

SmFTIXG OF THE SrTE OF THE RAILWAY STATIV~ AI' F.\Juor•en. 
1269. •Mr: Kumar Sankar R.ay, : Are the Government aware of ~uy 

controversy gomg on b~tween two parties at Faridp~ (Bengal) regardmg_. 
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the shifting of the site of the railway station there 1 If so, which site do 
the GoYernment contemplate adopting ! 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Government are not aware of any controvet·sy 
goin~r on regarding the shifting of the site of the railway station at 

. Paridpur, but inquiry will be made into the matter . 

. PROVISION OF LATRINES IN QUARTERS FOR THE MENIAL STAFF OF THE 
EASTERN BENGAL RAILWAY. 

1270. *Mr. Kumar Sankar Ray : Is it a fact that the Eastern Bengal 
, Hnilway authorities build quarters without latrines attached for the menial 
, 11talt f If so, "ill the Government be pleased to state whether they con
, template directing the provision of latrines in such quarters f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Usually the quarters for the menial staff on 
· the Eastern Bengal Railway are in blocks which have no latrines 
attached to them but are served by communal latrines situated close by. 
At small wayside stations, however, where there are few menials tlwy 
are allowed to use the station platform latrines. Government consider 
these arrangements sufficient. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi : May I ask, Sir, whom the Honourable Member 
calls menials f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I am sorry, Sir, to have had to use the word 
but it is a common word in use in the railway service, and applies to the 
lower paid unskilled staff. I quite appreciate the Honourable Member's 
int<'ntion in aliking this question, and I have for some time been trying 
to take steps to remove the designation. I hope we shall be successful 
in finding a substitute. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi: The expression was not in question. 
Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: May I say, Sir, that the expression was used 

in the question. 

EMPLOYMENT OF LADY DOCTORS OR MIDWIVES IN STATE RAILWAY HOSPI'fAL"l. 

1271. *Mr. Kumar Sankar Ray : Is it a fact that there is no lady doctor 
or midwife attached to any State Railway hospital f If .\10, does the 
Government contemplate making such -provision f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The reply is in the negative. The facilities 
of local:' Civil hospitals to. which the Railways contribute are open to 
Hailway employes. 

MEDICAL ATTENDANCE FOR THE STAFF OF STATE RAILWAYS. 

1272. *Mr. Kumar Sankar Ray : Is it a fact that the present system 
ef rendering medical aid to staff of the State Railways is neither sufficient 
nor adequate to the needs of the staff and in I!Onsequence most of the 
employees have to seek medical aid at their own cost from other 
practitioners t 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : There is, so far as Government are aware, no 
ground whatever for the statement made. 

INTRODUC'TION OF A TIME ScALE OF PAY FOR THE SUBORDINATE ESTABLISH
MENTS OF STATE RAILWAYS, 

' 123. 7*Mr. Kumar Sankar Ray: (a) Is it a fact that a time scale of 
pay has been introduced in the Postal, Railway Mail Service and Telegraph 
Departments in India f 
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(b) If so, will the Govt•r1J.ment be pleased to state if they contemplate 
introducing snch scnle in the ~tate 1\ailways snhordinate establishment 8R 

weU ! 
(c) If not~ why not ' 
Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (n) The rt'ply is in the affirmative. 
(b) and (c). Railway subordinates ordinarily R('rve on suitable incrf'. 

mPntal rates of pay and it is not considered desirable or necessary tt' 
make any changes. 

DIFFERENCE L'll RATER OF STARTING PAY OF TilE MENIAl. STAFF OF THF: E. R. 
AND N. \V. RAILWAYS. 

1274. *Mr. Kumar Sankar Ray : Is it a fact that the menial staff of the 
Traffic Department of the Eastern Dengal Raihvny stltrt on Rs. 11 wherea!! 
the menial sbl11 oi' the Traffic Department of tht~ North-Western Railway 
begin with Rr. 15 ? If so, will the Govtlrnmen~ l.Jc ]>leased to state the 
reason for such difference T 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The rates of pay of menial establishments are 
fixed by local authorities on each Railway and naturally differ according
to local conditions affecting the cost of living anrl consequent standarll 
of wages necessary to secure the staff. 

QUARTERS OF THE STATION STAFF ON THE E. B. RAILWAY. 

1275. *Mr. Kumar Sankar Ray : (a) Is it a fact that most of the 
· thatch(~d quarters for the station staff in the Eastern Bengal Railway arll 
in a bad condition through want of repairs and leak heavily during tb·' 
wet sea!<on and that repeated representations to the local authorities for 

: the pu!'pose have brought no reliPf 1 
(b) If so, do the Government contemplate to remove the cause for 

furtl1er complaint at an early date 1 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The reply to the first part of the question 
is in. the negative and the point raised in the second part does not, ther<l· 
fore, arise. 

IMPROVED TYPE OF QtrAR'fERS FOR THE INDIAN STAFF OF STATE RAILWAYR. 

1276. Mr. Kumar Sankar Ray: (a) Is it a fact that repeated represen
tations have been made to the effect that the type of quarters built fnr the 
:indian staff of the State Railways are most unsuitable in point ·of twcom· 
mo~h!tion, health, etc., and asking for an improved type of quartel's ! 

(b) Has any action been taken in the matter T 
Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : (a) a nil (b). All types of staff quarters on 

State Railways are approvPd by Go\'ernment and they are not aware 
that complaints have been made of the unsuitability of types adopted for 
the Indian staff. 

GRANT OF MEDIC'AL LEA\'E TO THE STAFF OF TilE EASTERN BENGAL RAILWAY. 

1277. •Mr. Kumar Sankar Ray : Is it a fact that in many instances 
District Officers of the Eastern Ben;.ral Railway do not grant immediate 
leave to the staff on medical grounds for a month or even shorter period 
when such lean• is recommenderl lJr thr. Railway Medical Officers, with
out referring tl1r.ir cases to the Chief Me<.lical Officers which necessarily 
entails a good deal of delay and inconvenience to the applicants t 
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Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Government have no information on th:! 
subject which is moreover a detail of internal administration which must 
he left to the Agent of the Railway to settle . 

.ABRANGE.MENTS FOB CREMATION AT LALMONIRIIAT ON THE EASTERN BEX~AL 
RAILWAY. 

1278. *Mr. Kumar Sankar Ray : Is it a fact that the Eastern Bengal 
Railway authorities have discontinued the privilege hitherto enjoyed by 
the Hindu employees of Lalmonirhat to carry the dead bodies of employee'i 
or their relations to :Mogalhat in a brake van worked by a shunting 
enJrine or by a eonvenient train for crf'mation M there is no burning gh:it 
at Lalmonirhat f If so, do the Government contemplate making ~;l)me 
Arrangements for cremation at Lalmoni'rhat ! If not, do the G<,Ycrnment 
propose to direct the Railway administration to make such pi:'tll'i~>if•n for 
the Hindu employees as has been mad·~ in the case of others f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Y ts. The privilege was however authorised 
nntler some mhmnderstanding and was withdrawn after 3 months. ' Ao 
far as Government are aware, no such concession is in existence elsil
wht>re and it is not proposed that any action should be taken in the 
matter. Local arrangements for the disposal of the bodte~ of deceased 
Hindu employees should be made as in other places. 

QUARTERS FOR hDIAN ASSISTANT STATION MASTERS IN THE KATIHAR 
DI8TRICT. 

1279. *Mr. Kumar Sankar Ray : Will the Government be pleased to 
state how many Indian .A~;xh;tant Station ::\lasters are there in the Katihar 
District and how many of ihem are provided with family quarters and !Jow 
many with single rOom quarters ? • 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : There are eighty Indian Assistant Station 
Ma~:;ters including relieving hands in the Katihar District, forty-six of 
whom are provided with family quarters and sixteen with single 
quarters ; the remaining eighteen who are nc,t provided with quarters 
draw house allowance in lieu. . , · 

PRODUCTION oF MEDICAL CERTIFICATES BY THE EsTABLI&IDtENT or' Tf.m 
OFFICE OF THE CoNTROLLER OF MILITARY AccouNTs, SouTHERN Cmi
MAND AND POONA DISTRICT, ETC. 

1280. *Mr. N. C. Kelkar: 1. (a) Is it a fact that in almost all cases 
of leave on medical grounds applied for by the establishment of the Office 
ef the Controller of Military Accounts, Southern Command and Poona 
District, a production of a certificate from the Staff St~rgllrm, Poow;,, is 
insisted upon f 

(b) Will the Government please state why the certificates granted 
by medical attendants possessing a degree or diploma registerable in the 
United Kingdom or a dee:ree or a license in medicine of the University 
of BombAy, Calcutta, :Madras or Lahore, or registered under the Bombay 
Medical Act VI of 1912 are not accepted f 

2. Is it a fact that promotions to the selection grade (90-5-170) 
to tl1e extent of 30 per cent. of clerks in the Military Accounts· Depart
ment have not been notified since April 1922, by the Military Accountant 
General t If so (a) will Government state the cause of delay also (b) 
when are these promotions likely to be notified r · 
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3. Is it a faet that the Government of India have withdrawn the grant 
of eonveyHnce allowance sanctioned to clerks serving with regimental u:r~.ih 
and other Military formations. who reside over 3 mileti from the place of 
duty on the ground that the clerks have gained advantageil in the matter 
of their pay f Are the Government prepared to reconsider their 
deci"ion 7 ' 

4. Is it a fact that the Military Accountant General has retueed to 
publish a periodical list of clerks who have passed the Subordinate Accounts 
Service Examination and are awaiting prornlltion to that grade, to enablt~ 
the individuals concerned to ascertain their respective seniority t Il 
so, are Government prepared to ask the Military Accountant General to 
reconsid,}r his decision f · 

The Honourable Sir ·Basil Blackett : 'l'he answer is a long one 
and I propose to lay it on the table. 

1. (a) and (b). The Oonrnment of India have no information on the 
subject. Under Article 833, Civil Service Regulations, the ordinary rule 
is for such medical certificate to ·be countersig-ned by the officer in chid 
medical charge of the District in which the clerk resides. The Head of 
an office can, however, exercise his discretion in accepting or rejecting n 
certificate furnished by a clerk of his office from his medical attendant 
without such countersignature. 

2. Certain promotions haYe been made and notified but not to the 
extent of 30 per cent. Promotions to this extent are not obli{latory but 

. depend on the discretion of the Military Accountant General and the 
existence of suitable candidates. 

3. The reply to the first portion of the question is in the affirmative. 
Reports received showed that the privilege which was not intended to be :\ 

. source of profit was being abused. Sanction has, however, since been ac
corded to the grant to permanent accountants and clerks serving with units 
and formations1 of a bicycle advance of Tis. 150 each, recoverable in instal
ments. The Government are not prepared to r1•considcr the drcision al
rea~y arrived at by them in the matter., 

4. As the promotion of clerks to the Subordinate Account Service is 
made by selection, the publication of a seniority list of passed candidates 
serves no useful purpose, more especially as the order would change after 
each examination. The Government do not consi(ler it neces:mry to make 
any change. 

INQUffiY 'INTO THE WORKING OF THE REFORl-IS. 

1281. ~'Mr. Ga.ya Prasad Singh : (a) Will the Government be pleased 
to state if any Committee has been appointed in India to examine the 
question of constitutional Reforms ? If so, what are the terms of reference, 
and who are the members T 

(b) II any such Committee hall! been appointed, will it tour over the 
country, and examine official and non-official witnesses Y lias any expendi· 
ture been sanctioned for the Committee ; and if so, how much 7 

(c) Will the proceedings of the Committee be open to thi publie, or 
conducted in camera ! Will the Government be pleased to publish all 
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papers in connection with the appointment of the Committee, and its plan 
of procedure f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I have nothing to add 
to the information contained in the communiques issued on the 16th 
and 23rd May, copies of which have already been placed on the table. 

ALLEGED AssAULT BY SoLDIERs ON 1\IR. R. K. SmHVA AT KAR.\CHI CA~Tox
MENT ST.UIOS. 

1282. 1Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : (a) Is it a fact that a Parsee gentle-
. man, named Mr. R. K. Sidhva, who w~mted to travel in a railway compart

ment in which there were a few European soldiers at Karachi Canton· 
ment Station, was abu•;ed and brutally assaulted by the latter ; anil.' that 
tl:cy also defied the station authorities and the Military Poli<·e ! 

(b) What was the seating capaCity of the compartment, and how many 
"'oldiers were in it f Was the cat'l'iagt: reserved for Europeans ; and will 
the Govel'Jtment be pleased to make a full statement of the occurrence'; 
and also indicate what punishment, if any, has been meted out to the 
soldiers for their conduct t 

(c) Will the Government be pleased to lay on the table· eopies of 
instructions issued by the Military authorities on the behaviour of soldiers 
on Railways, and <1therwise in their dealings "With the Indians t 

Mr. H. R. Pate : (a) and (b). The attention of the Honourable 
Member is invited to the repliers given t9 previous questions on. this 
~ubject asked on the 2nd June, Nos. 1159 and 1165. 

(c) Government are not prepared to lay on the table the papers 
in question. 

Mr. Gay& Prasad Singh : Why are the Government not prepared to 
lay it on the table ? . 

Mr. H. R. Pate : The instructions referred to were· of a confidential 
n&ture and are not entirely Ht:itable for publication. 

I 

CoMPENSATION CLAIMS PAID BY VARIOUS RAILWAYS FOR GOODS STOLEN, LOST 
OR DAMAGED. 

1283. 'Mr. W. M. Hussanally : (a) Will Government be pleased tn 
lay on the table a statement showing the amounts disbursed by the varion~. 
nailways in India during the past 5 years as claims for goods stolen, lo~t 
or in .any wr.y injured while in transit ? 

(b) What steps are being taken by the various Railways to reduce 
the amount of these claims f -

(e) What has been the cost of the establishment employed to investi
~llte and award such claims on the Itailways con~erned in each y11ar during 
the same period T 

(d) What has be.-n the co t of till' Railway Police on such Railware 
during the same period both d .. ~.:ctive and preventive f 
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(e) Is it a fact that a large part of thefts on tho Railways are com· 
:mitted by the railway employes f 

Mr. 0. D. M.·Hindley: (a) and (d)·. Statements giving the informa
tion asked for in regard to the principal Railways are laid on the table. 

(b) The Honourable Member iti referred to the reply given in this 
.Assembly on the 3rd July, 1923, to Question No. 86 put by Mr. B. Venkata. 
patiraju. I might add that though final figures of compensation claims 
paid during 1923-24 are not yet aYailable, the estimates show a very 
considerable reduction on the figures for the previous year. 

(c) .The information is not available. 

(e) Government are not aware that this is so. 

(a)-State·numt showi11{1 thtJ amount of c'ompensation paid by th11 principal Railway• fot 
good& Ioiii or damaged d11ri11g tke last jive yearB. 

Railways. 

Assam-Bengal •• .. 
Bengal and North Western 

Benga.l-N a.gpur 

B. B. and C. I. 

Burma .. 
Eastern Beng~l 

East Indian .. 
G. I. P. .. 
J 

?, 

ouhpur-Bikaner 

I. and S.M. .. 
N izam's · .. 
N 6rth Western 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 
,\ 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 
0 

R 

s 

udh and Rohilkhand .• 

ohilkund and Kumaon 

outh Indian .. .. 

. ' Total .. 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 

1918-19. 1919-20. 1920-21. 1921-22. 1922·23. 

Rs. Rs. Rs.l Rs. Rs. 

10,531 19,481 12,535 15,418 23,085 

67,360 1,09,4551 '83,972 87,810 1,70,516 

i,I3,463 1,75,237 2,00,833 2,64,261 1,98,972 

6,39,.510 24,98,762 34,64,830 22,68,575 15,67,600 

19,859 38,499 42,636 51,209 45,183 

1,36,172 1,78,478 1,79,243 1,88,539 1,98,554 

8,02,n35 12,57,351 21,29,942 27,18,031 53,02,013 

6,27,244 12,42,304 25,42,2J9,2!,10,872 19,68,436 

. 43,19:1 62,371 29,112 41,047 97,428 

2,11,238 2,49,502 2,5s,9o2 1 2,89,182 2,21,125 

13,887 17,579 I 39,970 I 40,713 38,222 

16,63,591) 10,73,653 I 17,82,802 23,40,533 16,81,559 

1,09,<381 1,60,595 3,62,260 4,60,437 4,97,212 

9,931 20,881 24,147 40,532 45,105 

1,12,0441 87,715 95,927 78,830 63,951 

---'--
I 

4ti,40,~95 71,91,863 112,49,370 116,95,989 121,li!,91ll 
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Stattment 1Mwi1117 the eOBt of Police FO'fct bome 'by tM principal Bllil1Day Administra· 
· tionJI during the ltUt five year&. 

Railway Administratioflll. 191!1-19. 1919-20. 1920-21. 1921-22. 1922·23 

Rs. Rs. Rs. Rs. Rs. 

Auam-Bengal •• .. .. 88,lll 92,859 1,06,215 1,2i,573 79,041 

B. and N. W estem .. .. 75,226 ' 81,547 -12,595* ' 94,376 93,225 

Bengal-Nagpur .. .. 1,97,665 1,91,397 1,95,0ll 2,14,275 2,26,512 
,·' 

B. B. and C. L .. .. 4,52,731 4,87,090 5,42,877 6,32,391 7,37,773 

Bum1a .. .. .. 1,86,373 1,82,657 1,85,147 1,90,953 2,24,391 

Eutem Bengal .. .. 1,07,855 1,33,381 1,42,121 1,48,492 1,50,060 

Eut Indian .. .. .. 4,90,990 5,46,106 6,15,387 6,36,236 6,75,208 

G.L P. .. ., .. 3,64,223 
... 

4,10,963 4,45,667 4,62,630 5,17,438 

Judhpur-Bikaner .. .. 211,440 39,828 39,988 54,651 52,258 

lrL and S.M. .. .. .. 3,00,407 3,69,015 4,05,621 4,13,263 4,13,746 

Nizam'a .. .. .. 1,49,272 1,55,932 2,09,972 1,74,741 1,78,497 

North Westem .. .. 3,9L,612 4,22,308 6,91,501 8,27,731 6,38,545 

Oudh and Rohilkband •• .. 63,254 90,221 1,00,500 1,24,595 1,33,686 

~.hilkund and Kumaon .. 22,872 32,469 38,225 29,804 31,634 

So nth Indian •• .. .. 2,32,973 2,48,0~9 2,56,502 2,56,184 2.61,841 

31,56,004 34,83,862 39,62,139 43,81,895 44,13,851) 

•The minflll figure is due to adjustment, 

PRESENT PRICE OF PETROL IN INDIA AND ITS PRICE DURING THE PAST FIVE 
YEARS. 

1284. *Mr. W. M. Bussanally: (a) What has been the price of petrol 
in India dllring the past five years f . 

(b) h it a fact that at present the price is in the neighbourhood of. 
Rs. 2 per g~llon f · 

(c) Is it a fact that in England it is about Rs. 1-4 per gallon y 

(d) Is it a fact that while in India and Burma there exist large oil 
fields from which petrol for local consumption is manufactured England 
receives its supplies from Persia Y ' 

( e} If so, what are the causes of the differences in price in India and 
England f . . 

L85LA. 
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· The Honoura.ble Sir Charles Innes: (a) Prices of petrol in Calcutta 
~ave been in- · 

1919-20 
1920-21 I 

1921-22 
1922-23 
1923-24 \. 

(b) It is now Rs. 1-11-0. 

Rs. A. J>. Rs. A. l'. 

1-12-6 
1-8-6 .. 
1-14-0 
1-14--0 
1-14-0 to 1-11-0. 

(c) The price in the United Kingdom is believed to be ls. ltd. 
(d) The latest statistical return. shows that in 1922 the United 

Kingdom only obtained one-fifth of her supplies from Persia. 
(e) The price of petrol1n England and India is almost the same, if 

the excise duty in India be left out of consideration. 
Mr. Chama.n Lal: May I ask.the Honourable Member whether he is 

quoting· the retail price or the wholesale price ? 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : The retail price, I think. 
Dr. H. S. Gour : May I ask the Honourable Member whether he has 

ucertained since I asked a question a year and a half ago, that Indian 
Co.mpanies were profiteering and that the cost price of petrol ,was 1 a. 
6 p. as ~tated by the Indian :Motor Car Association, and that they were 
selling petrol by forming a combine at the rate the Honourable Member 

· has quoted f 

The! Honourable Sir Charies Innes : I do not accept the. cqst of 
production quoted by the Honourable Member, nor his statement about 
combines. 

Mr. Cha.man Lal : May I ask the Honourable Member for the addres1 
of the shop where he can get petrol at 1 a. 6 p. f 

PREVENTION OF PROFITEERING IN PETROL. 

··11285. •Mr. W. M. Hussa.nally : (a) What is the cost of manufacture 
of.:petrol in India and Burma ! 

(b) What is the average cost of transport T 

(c) What is the average profit the Petroleum Companies make per 
gallon 7 

• (d) Is it a fact that all Petroleum Companies in India and Burma 
have combined and have come to nn undertaking with the American 
Trusts for the sale of Petroievm in India at a fixed price 1 

(e) Is it a fact that consumers have from time to time protested 
against profiteering in the different trades T 

(f) If the Government have no information on the subject will they 
make inquiries and place the result before the H01use T 

(g) Who are the shareholders and managers of these Petmleum Com
panies-Indian or Continental? 

(k) Do Government propose to take steps to prevent .this profiteering 
and high price of petrol f 
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The Honourable Sir Charlts Innes: (a), (b) and.(e). The Govern-
ment have no information. : : 

(d) The Government are aware pf no such arrangement with the . 
American Trusts. 

(e) The Government are aware that there has been agitation against 
the price of petrol. 

(f) The Government do ;not propose to institute any such inquiry. 
(g) The Government have no information. Lists of the shareholders : 

of companies registered in India can be inspected on payment of fees 
at the local office of the Registrar of Joint Stock Companies. Names 
of directors of most of the oil companies in .the world ·-are given· in. :the 
Oil and Petroleum Manual. . · · ·. · · ,. , 

(h) The first part of the question contains an assumption which 
the Government are not prepared to admit. With regard to the second 
part, I would refer the Honom·able Member to my answer to a similar 
question by Mr. Harchandrai Vishindas. · 

EFFECT OF THE ENHANCED DUTY ON MOTOR CARS. 

1286, •Mr. W. M. Hussa.nally : (a) Is it a fact that the enhanc.ed duty 
on motor cars imposed for the last two years has affected the trade ·very 
considerably T 

(b) Is it a fact that in consequence of this high duty American eheap 
and flimsy cars have stolen a march over the more expensive but substantial 
English rara T , 

(c) If so, do Government propose to take such steps as would bene
fit the Engli11h manufacturer over foreign 1 

. The Honourable Sir Charles Innes: (a) If we go by the number 
of motor cars imported into India, the trade was very depressed in 1921·22, 
in which year only, 2,895 cars were importt!d. These low imports were 
mainly due to very heavy imports in 1919-20 and 1920-21. .A further con
tributing factor was the extremely high ,Price of motor cars. For instance, 
in 1921-22, the recorded value of the Engli11h motor cars, according to 
the Seaborne Trade Returns, amounted to no less than Rs. 10,600 per car. 
In comparison with these two factors the Government of India think that 
the effect of the 20 per cent. duty upon the trade was small,c ·· These views 
are confirmed by the fact that in the last two financial years, in spite of the 
increase of the duty in March 1922 to 30 per cent., the import trade in 
motor cars has improved.. The imports in 1922-23 amounted to 4,323 cars 
and in 1923-24 to 7,984 cars. This increase in imports is no doubt due 
mainly to the clearance of stocks and to the drop in the prire of cars. Ih 
1923-24 for instance, the recorded value of English cars had fallen to 
Rs. 4,511 per car. Again, the recorded value of American cars in that 
year was Us. 2,420 per car against Rs. 4,680 per car in 1921·22. 

(b) There is no doubt that the cheaper American. car is more freely 
used in India than the high-priced English car. In 1923-24, out of a total 
of 7,984 motor cars imported, 3,290 came from Canada and 2,865 from the 
United States. But owing to the fall in price to which I have just refer
red there has been an increase in the import of English cars. 1,005 English 
cars were imported in 1923-2.f against 449 in 1922-23. 

(c) Government are not <llear what course the Honourable Member 
r11commends tha~ th,er s4ould .follow. If he considers that a lower duty 
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should be placed on English cars than on foreign cars, it is always open 
to him to move a Resolution to that effect. 

Mr. W. S. J. Willson : Notwithstanding the increase of the import 
of cars, do Government not think that the present tax upon the same is 
still in the nature of a luxury tax and ought to be reduced 7 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes: That, Sir, is a question which 
has to be decided in the light of many other considerations, which consider· 

· ations, I am afraid, I cannot go into at present. 

GRANT OF THE FRANCHISE IN CANTONMENTS. 

1287. *Mr. W. M. Bussana.ll;r: (a.) Which Cantonments have been 
giYen the franchise under the Cc..ntonment Act, 1924, and which not f 

(b) What are the reasons why the latter class has been ex.clndeu 7 
(c) Have Government received any application from the latter class 

asking for the extension of the privilege to them Y 

(d) II so, do Government intend to reconsider their decision in regaru 
to them 7 

Mr. B. R. Pate : (a) A statement is laid on the table. 
(b) The chief reasons were the smallness of the civil pop:ulation and 

the limited· financial resources of the Cantonments. 
(c) One such application has been received. 
(d) As at present advised, Government have no intention of recon

sidering their decision. 

Statement sl1owing the con8titution of Cantonment .Authorities under tl1e CantonmeiLia 
.Act, 1924. 

(1) Cantonments having elected Boards-
Rawalpindi. 
Sialkot. 
Ambala. 
Ferozepore. 
Jullundur. 
Lahore. 
Multan. 
Hyderabad (Sind). 
Karachi. 
Dee sa. 
Nasirabad. 
Agra. 
Bareilly. 
Debra Dun. 
Meerut. 
'Ranikhet. 
Lucknow. 
Barraekpore. 

(2) Cantonment& having nominated Boards-
:.lowshera. 
Peshawar. 
Abbottabad. 
• Thelum. 
Kasauli. 
Amritsar. 
Kohat. 
Drra Ihmail Khat~. 

Dum Dum. 
Dina pore. 
Allahabad. 
('awn pore. 
Mandalay. 
t:an~.:non. 
Jhansi. 
.J ubb•1lpore. 
Kamptee. 
Mhow. 
Hang-or. 
Ahrnednagnr. 
Brl~aum. 
Kirkec. 
Poona. 
Hl•cnndcrabad. 
Wellington. 
Deolali. 

Quetta. 
Roorkee. 
}'yzabad . 
1-':~t •hgarh. 
l'!iillong. 
Be nares. 
fiGllar:r ~ 
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(3} Cantonments in which the Cantonment authority is a Corporation Sole-
I!Jsalpur. 
('~~~·rat. 

~lardan. 
Campbell pore. 
~rurrce Galie. 
Murree Hilla. 
Bnkloh. 
UalhouHie. 
UagHhai. 
· JJharamsala. 
• Juto:rh. 
Hubathu. 
:-iolon. 
Bannu. 
J,oralai. 
Manora. 
:,luuetlabad. 
Barod;~. 
Chakrata. 
NPw Delhi. 
L:uulour, 
Aim om. 

Lan~downe. 
Naini TaL 
)luttra. 
Shahjahanpur. 
Sitapur. 
Jalapahar. 
Lebong. 
Takdah. 
Maymyo. 
Shwebo. 
Bhamo . 
Thayetmyo. 
Meiktila. 
Neemuch. 
Nowgong. 
Pachmarhi. 
Aurangabad. 
St. Thomas Mount and Pallaveram. 
Poonamallee. 
Santa Cruz. 
Aden. 

Haji Wajihuddin : May I know by what time it is proposed to have the 
Act in force t 

Mr. H. R. Pate : It is hoped that the Act will be fully in force by 
August, but it is impossible to make any definite statement on the subject. 

NOTICE OF Loss OR DESTRUCTION OF MAILS. 

1~88. *Mr. W. S. J. Willson: What measures are adopted by the 
Government for the widest possible publication of notice to the public · 
whf'n mail11 arc lost or destroyed en route to destination, in order that the 
l••gal owners of cheques, drafts, circular notes, letters of credit :tn<l other 
i10portant negotiable instruments or commercial documents may protect 
t.hem~:elves against loss t 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : At present, as far as 
possible, the Post Office informs each individual member of the public 
affected. 

Government have decided that in future notice of loss or destruction 
of mail1:1 en. route to destination shall be given to the public by a Press 
Communique. 

ALLEGED CANVASSING OF MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT BY .THE HONOURABLE 
SIR MALCOLM HAILEY. 

1~89. *Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : (a.) lias the attention of Govern
ment been drawn to the reports appearing in several Indian newspapers 
that when the debate on the state of affairs in India took place in the 
House of Commons on a motion brought by Viscount Curzon, Sir Malcolm 
Hailey who was present as a visitor took part in canvassing members ! 

{b) .Arc GoYernnwnl in a position to state how far this statement is 
corree1. t 

(c) Are members of the Indian Civil Service permitted under the rules 
of the service to takl! Ewtive part in canvassing members of the House of 
Commons on any question relating to India ? 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : The Honourable Mem. 
her is referred to my reply to Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh's Question No.1113 
on the 30th May, 1924. ' 
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Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha • That does not amnnr part (c). 
The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : Part (c) does not arise. 

NATURALISATION OF INDIANS IN TilE UNITED ~TATES OP AMERICA. 

1290. *Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : (a) What steps have the Govern
ment of India taken to alleviate the hrlf(lships resulting from a ruling ot 
the Supreme Court of the United States of Amrriea rt'ndering lndian11 
ineligible for natur;1lisation in the United StnteM Y 

(b) How many instance::; have come to the notice of the Government 
,f India in which Indians have been refusrd permission to naturali~te h1 
th& United States 7 

(c) What is the date of the rulin~ reft~fl'rll to in (a) a hove, and on 
what date was the first instance of nn Indian having been refm;rd pet· 
mission to naturalise in the United States brought to the notice ot t.r" 
Government Y 

(d) When did the Government o! India addre~;s their first letter 011. 

.,this subject to the Secretary . of State for India or to llis Majesty '1 
Government .in England t 

( e} Will the Government be pleased to state the names of the conn
. triis and colonies in which Indians are not allowed to be naturaliHcd 7 

Mr. Denys Bray: (a) The Government of India have moved His 
Majesty's Government to take all diplomatic action possible towards the 
alleviation of the resultant harcL'lhips. 

(b) O~l,Y one case of refusal of an actunl application for naturalisa· 
fion ; the number of past naturalisation affected by the ruling i::; of course 
large. 

(c) and (d). The Supreme Court of the United States of America 
delivered its ruling on the 19th February, 1~:!:3. The Government of India 
first heard of an Indian being refused nntnralisation on the 21st February, 
1923. They addressed their first letter to His l\Iajesty 's Government on 
the subject on the 12th March, 192~--exactly three weeks after the deli
very of the judgment at Washington. 

(e) The information is not available. Nor could complete information 
be procured without a direct inquiry being addressed to various foreign 

·Governments. The Government do not propose to institute inquiries, as 
the adoption of such a course does not appear calculated to conduce either 
to the dignity or the interests of India. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Ilave Govemment sent a reminder to 
their agents in the United States asking them to reply to their lettt!r, 
which was sent about a year back T 

Mr. Denys Bray : What agents to reply and to whose letter ? 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : To reply to the letter, dated 12th March, 
1923. ' 

Mr. Denys Bray : We addressed our letter of 12th March, 1923, to llir 
Majesty's Government. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : Have Government received no reply 
to that letter from His 1\fajcsty ~s Government 1 

Mr. Denys Bray : The matt~r is still under active correspondence. 



Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinh& :- At what stage does. the matter· stand t 
Mr. Denys Bray ~ The matter is still the subject of representation t() 

the Government of the United States of America. 
Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Rave the Government received any reply 

that the Government of the United States are not prepared to consider· 
the question t · 

Mr. Denys Bray : l submit this· question is trespassing , da~gerously 
on rule 8 of the Legislative Rules •. Jt must'be impinging·very nearly 
on the relations of His Majesty's Government with ·a foreign p.ower. · '' ·· · 

·:r.tr. Devaki Prasad Sinha :··With. reference "to part (e);· d~ Govern~ 
ment consider that the question of the inability of Indians to be naturalised 
in different colonies is not of fiufficient importance to demand an inquirr 
into this question. 7 · 

Mr. Deny• Bray : I have never said so. I have said that to answer 
this question would necessitate 5pecific inquiries being addressed to speei~ 
fie foreign Governments, and ·I have suggested_.:..indeed I hold' it very 
11trongly-that to institute such inquiries wholesale. round the1 world would 
conduce ~either to the dignity nor to the intere11ts of this country:.,, . . . . , 

Sir. Piu'shotamdas Thakurdas : Will Government be ·pleased ·.td state 
the names of. countries where Indians are prevented from being· natura· 
lised i · 

Mr. Denys Bray : I certainly require notice of that question. · · i , 
' .. ' I ' ' • ' . . '( . ' ' . , ' ' t •• ( I '· ' '' ' . • i I . ~ : I ' ' ' ' 

II am prepared to addrel!J inquiries regarding any I specific, country: 
if Government are satisfied, on examining the question, that to do so 
would not· injure or impair the· dignity or· the interests iof' Indiar and 
Indians. , 

' CUANGE~ IN STA'J'UTORY R~LES RELATINJ TO TilE CFNT~ LEGISLATURE,'','" 
~ o ' • ,' • ' ' I • 

1291. *Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha z, (a) :lias the attention of Govern• 
ment been drawn to the reply given by the Under-Secretary of ·State for 
India in the House of Commons in answ.er to a question as~ed by :Mr. W. J. 
Baker, M.P. (contained in Reuter's Message, dated 5th May 1924), admit. 
ting •• the desirability of consulting the Indian. Legislature before 
changes are made in Statutory rules'·'' , · .. : , ! ,,:~ .··~ .~ . ·., 

(b) Are Government prepared to give an undertaking: that henc'e· 
forward no change in the Statutory rules relating to the Central Legis~ 
lature will be made, without consulting the Indian Legilslature and giving 
it an opportunity for exprerRing opinion on the proposed change ? · 

, , Sit Henry Mopcrieff Smith: (a) The Under Secretary of State's 
pronouncement was not in the 11ense suggested by the Honourable ·Member 
who has apparently heen misled by an inaccurate press ;report. The follow
ing is the actual text of the relevant part of the Under Secretary of State's 
reply which lias been communicated officially to the Government of India ': 

11 The deHirability of consulting the Indian Legislature before changes are made 
in lht>se and other statutory rules ill always ~ouaiderC'd when the proposed change 
eould 1uitably be made the subjcet of such consultation. • 

This statement of fa<'t is true. 

(b) The Government of Indit are not prepared to give any such under· 
taking. 
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Ass.\ti'tTS ON INDIAN RAILWAY PASSENGERS :BY EUROPEANS. 

1292. •Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : (a) Will the Government be pleas· 
ed to state the total number of cases that have been reported to the Hail· 
way authorities, in which Indians ~uwe been subjected. to 

1
immlt, assault 

or outrage by their Enropen~ fellow pas~c~gers 1 W1ll Uovcrnme?t be 
pleased to say if in eacn snch ms:tance mqumes were made by the Ratlw11y 
arathorities 1 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The l~onourable Member has specified no 
period in his questi11n~ but since 1st January, 1921, three cases have been 
reported to the Uailway Board and in each case full inquiries were mad~. 

Mr. Deva.ki Prasad Sinha : In how many cases were the culprits 
punished f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I have not got the particulars with me. 

CosT OF FREE SUPPLY OF BLUE DooKS AND ADMINISTRATION REPORTS RELAT· 

lNG TO VENTRAL SUBJECTS TO MEMBERS OF TilE INDIAN LI:ZHHIJATFRI!:. 

1293. *Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : (a) Will Government be pleased to 
state what would be the approx1mate cost of supplying free of cost vJl 
blue books and the administralion reports of all central subjects to 
Members of the Indian Legislature 7 

(b) Are Government aware that members of the Legislative Assembly 
particularly those who are not well-to-do, are hampered considerably in 
their work by reason of the failure on the part of Ucvcrnment to supply 
them with blue books and administration reports 7 

, (c) Do Government propose to consider this question 7 
The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra.: (a) The Government of 

India do not propose to compile the information desired by the Honourable 
Member as the compilation will involvf' considerable expenditure of time 
and labour and no useful purpose will be served thereby. 

(b) No. 

(c) No. The Honourable Member is referred to the reply given by 
Sir Malcolm Hailey to Question No. 135 on the 4th February, 1924. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi: Are the Government aware that a lot of these 
blue books are sold by Government as waste paper simply because it js 
found they are not wanted after some time T 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra. : Yes, the Government of 
India are aware of that fact. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi: Is it not better that these reports should be given 
free to the Members of. the Legislature 7 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra : They are not the same 
reports. 

SALE OF GovERNMENT OF INDIA BLuE BooKs AT THE HEADQUARTERS oF ALL 
PRoVINCIAL GovERNMENTs. 

1294. *Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : Are Government prepared to 
1rrange for the sale of the blue books issued by the Government of India, 
J.t the headquarters of all the prr)lincial'Governments Y If not, why not f 
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The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra : The existing arrange
ments provide and always have provided for the sale through Local Gov
ernments' book depots of publications of the Government of India. 

APPOINTYENT OF' AN INDIAN CHRISTIAN TO T~ COMMITTEE ON ~ THlll EX• 
PAN'SION OP THE INDIAN TERRITORIAL FORCE. 

1295. *Dr. S. K. Datta: Will. Govt>rnment state the reasons, if any, 
why no representative of the Indian Christian community was appoin~
td tl) the Committ'ee recently formed to report on the expansion of tlte 
Indian Territorial Force T · · · 

Mr. H. R. Pate : The Committee which Government have. appointed 
adequately represents, in their opinion, the interests of all classes who are 
concerned in the welfare of the Indian Territorial Force, ·and Government 
have no reason to believe that any special interests which the Indian Chris
tian community may possess will not be fully safeguarded. It was clearly 
not practicable to form the Committee on the basis of communal representa
tion. 

Dr. S. X. Datta : A supplementary question. May t ask, Sir, what 
communities were actually represented 7 · ' . 

Mr. H. R. Pate : I should require notice of that question, as I should 
have to examine the list of members of the Committee. On the other hand~ 
I may state that the Committee was not formed on the basis o~ the repre· 
sentation of specific communities, as I have already stated in my answer 
to the question. 

Dr. S. K. Datta : May I ask whether the representative of tne Anglo· 
Indian community in this House is a membe~ of the Committee Y . 

Mr. H. R. Pate: Yes, Sir, he is. , 
Dr. S. K. Datta : Is he concemed with the Territorial Force or the 

Auxiliary Force f 
Mr. H. R. Pate: It is presumed that Colonel Gidney is interested in 

the welfare of the Territorial Force. • 
Dr. S. K. Datta : I thought in this House he made recommendations 

in regard to the Anxiliary Force. 
Mr. H. R. Pate: He is also interested in the Auxiliary Force. 
Sir Purshotamdas Th.akurdas : Was it not regarding tlie Auxiliary 

Force that he threatened the Government of India in connection with the 
sentence of flogging for some Anglo-Indians ? 

Mr. H. R. Pate : It appears to me that the question does not arise, Sir. 
Sir Purshotamdas Th.akurdas : His threat to· His Excellency the 

Viceroy was in connection with the Auxiliary Force-was it not f · · 
Mr. H. R. Pate : I am not aware of the facts. 
Dr. S. X. Datta. : May J ask whether the Honourable Member is 

aware of the number of Indian Christians in this country 1 
Mr. H. R. Pate : No, Sir. , 
Dr. B. X. Datta : And the number of Sikhs, for example t That 

rmrely the Secretary of the Army Department ought to be aware of. 
Mr. H. R. Pate : No, Sir. 

LS[LA • 
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p,rirJ:NT or DEnT DrE 'l'O JACtAT SETII TOms DEsrr.NoANTR. ' 

1296. *Mr. Ama.r Na.th Dutt: Are the Government awnrt> or the 
details 0~ paymrtlt of a dt•ht of. n~. lO.~~.fl':!-t-4-0 (~llP to .rn~at Rt•th of 
liurshidabad the detnils of which can he found m nn (lxtrn!\t or the 
Fort William General consultations, dnted 29th January 1772 T It not, 
are the Government prepared to inquire into the details f 

(b) Was it a fact that in April of 1766 at Murshidabarl Lnt·1! Clin 
in Mnsultation with General Carnac and Mr. Sykes admitted the daim of 
21 iakhs lent by J a gat Seth for the support of Mir J afar'a rmny and thP
}~nglish army which was arranged to be paid half by the Company and 
half by the Nawab within the space of ten years 7 

(c) Was it also not a fact that on May 16th, 1768, the Court oi' Dirt-e· 
tors in sendin" their approval of this arrang-ement added " family, who 
have suffered ~o much in our cause, are pecnlinrly entitled to our pro
tection " Y 

(d) Was this debt ever fully paid to Jagat Seth or :my or his 
descendants Y If so, when ? If not, do the GoYernmcnt propof\e to 
par up the debt even now to his family Y 

N.B.-(The reference is to an extract from" Bengal Past Rnd Prer;ent" 
-Vol XXII, Serial Nos. 43-44 Jan.-June 1921, p. 100 and an 
appendix). . 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : The answer to the first part oi 
the question is in the negative. 

The Governmf'nt of India do not know the nmwer~ to the remaining 
parts, but they have no reason to ~uppose that any rmch debt, if owf'rl, was 
not repaid. - · 

Mr. Amar Na.th Dutt : Are the Government aware that the d<'ht 
has not been paid up yet ? 
· The Honourable Sir' Basil Blackett : I am afraid the Honoural,le 
Member is deaf. I have just said the Government of India. " have no 
·reason to suppose that any such debt, if owed, was not repaid.'' I am 
entirely unaware or any fact~ to the contrary. 
. Mr. Amar Nath Dutt : Well, I have information here ; look into it 
and you will see that there is still abont Hs. 10,38,000 due to the Srth 
family. 

The Honourable Sir B~sil Blackett : I had every reason to suppose 
that the Honourable Member had the information in his hand ; I have 
not. 

Mr. Bipin Chandra Pal : Is the Honourable Member the legal adviser 
of the Seths 7 · 
. Mr. Amar Nath Dutt : No, I am not. I practise in a different dis-
trict. 

SOURCES OF firl'l'l.Y OF Db:EF FOR THE AR,IY IN INDIA. 

1297. *Mr. Amar Na.th Dutt : With· reference to · my Question 
No. 6~2 (d) requesting to be supplied with informatio.n regarding tht 
flUantlty of beef received from sources other than the military butcherie1 
to feed the Army. in India and the Government reply thereto that to 
~olleet that information would be impossible, will the Secretary to tht 
Army Department be pleased to indicate the sources other than the 
military blltcheries that also provide beef for the army in India 7 
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Mr. H. R. Pate : I would invite the attention of the Honourable Mem· 
ber to part (b) of the reply given on the lOth March last to his Questio:p. 
No. 692. · · .. • 

TOTA.L l\ I!MHER OF BoVINE CATTLE SLAUGHTERED IN MILITARY SLAUGHTER 
HousEs. 

1298. *Mr. Amar Nath Dutt: With reference ,to'the'.reply to my; 
Question No. 692 (c) that no record is maintained in the military slaughter 
houses of the cla!ises of animals· slaughtered, will the Government · be' 
Jllc;Jsed to furnish the total only of the bovine cattle that are sliJ.U.ghtered 
in such slaughter houses per year without· any classi:fication'·of thei.J 
kind ' ' ' ' . . ' ' ' . ' .. ' 

Mr. H. R. Pate: The compilation of .the in£01;matio~ ·desired b~ ih~· 
llonouraLle Member would entail an im~ense amount of labour, }V}4qllw 
in the opinion of the Government of India, would r.ot be justifiable . . r .. 

BEEF fOR TflE ARMY IN INDIA SUPPLIED BY CONTRACTORS IN 1923-24. 
1299. "'.Mr. Amar Nath Dutt : (a) Will the Secretary to the Army De~ 

partruent Le pleased to state whether contractors supply beef in militai'y' 
ar~aa for feeding the army which supplements the beef 'obtained fQr thJ 
aame purpo::;e from the military slaughter houses ? · · · 

(b) If the aru;wer is in the affirmative, where do thes~ contractor•' 
~>laughter the cattle from which beef is supplied in military areaii t 

(c) Is it a fact that in the year 1922-23, 20,714,846 lbs. of beef were' 
received in all military areas in India from contractors r Was this· 
quantity in addition to .,., il.lt was re.:.e1vcd. that yea1' from the militaq 
a.laughter housea f . , · · · ' 

(d) Will Government be pleased to state the quantity of beef receivea. 
similarly in 1923-24 in all military areas in India from contractors ? · - · 
· Mr. H. R. Pate: (a) 'fhe beef supplied to 'the Army is obtained from 

animals supplied by contractor~:>, the animals being sl~ught~red in milit~ 
butcheries. · · 

(b) As already stated, the cattle are sla,ughtered in military slaughter· 
houses and, in a few cases, in Municipal butcheries which are utilised on 
behalf of the military. · · · · 

(c) The answer to the first part of the question is in the affirmative." 
With regard to the second part, in addition to this quantity, beef was also 
provided by cattle issued from Government cattle depots for slaughter ~# 
tield s~nrice. · ' · 

(d) Precise inflfrmation is not available but, perhaps, the Honourable 
)lembcr'li purpose will be served if he is iniormed that provision was made 
in the Army Estimates of 1923-24 for th~ iss]le of 20,837,000 lbs. of bee~ 
to the Army. . .. __ --·· ..•. 

REPORT OF TilE ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE SUPERIOJJJ 
I::!ERVICES IN INDIA. . : -. . · 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman (Home Member) .~Sir, ~ 
t:A Noo•. my statement of the 27th llay, I drew the att~n· 

tion of the House to the Report of the Royal Coni~ 
mission on the iiurcrior Civil Services. I emphasised the urgency1 the.· 
unanimity and th£ interdepcmlence of th~ recomme!ldati9..1!' 2f th~~ ~~. 
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(Sir Alexander Muddiman.] 
1 should like again to emphasise that the Government of India. are most 
a.n.:Dous that these recommendations should be disposed of with the least 
avoidable delay. I repeated the assurance previoUllly givtn that thll 
House shall have an opportunity of discussing the recommendations of the 
Report but I explained it might be necessary for the ~ecretary of State 
to take decisions on matters of urgency. 
· I pointed out, as had been pointed out by ~y pr~deces~or on ~,;everul 

occasions and as I was bound to do, that nothlDg which the Government 
of India or this House could do would bind the ~ecretary of ~tate in the 
exercise of his statutory powers. The House is an.x.ioUll to be informed 
of the nature of the urgent matters on which it may be necessary or might 
be necessary for the Seci:eta.ry of State to take decisions and 1 promised 
to lay before the House such information upon the point as I was able to 
~~ ' ' 

·· I now proceed to give the House that information. I will take the 
summary of recommendations in the Report we find at page 62. 'l'he 
first recommendation to which I would draw attention is recommendation 
No. 2 which deals with recruitment in the transferred field, and also re· 
commendation· No. 4 which deals with the method of appointment of the 
central services. . 
. . I may explain on that point that it may be necessary to pass immediate 

orders dealing with recruitment at any rate in individual cases falling 
under these heads. I understand that certain officers must be recruited. 

The next point to which I should like to invite attention is to a very 
important portion of the Report-probably the House will be greatly in· 
terested in it,-certainly the Services at any rate will be mote interested in 
it,-paragraphs 18 to 24 ..... 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru (Meerut Division: Non-Muhammadan Rural): 
May I request the Honourable Member to speak a little louder 7 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I am very sorry, I am 
speaking as loud as I can. . 

•.... Paragraphs 18 and 24 which deal with pay and paragraphs 34 to 
48 which d~al with pensions. In connection with that, I had been asked 
a question with regard to an answer given in the House of Commons, but 
~t that-time I had not seen the actual wording of the answer. In the reply: 
m the H~use of C9mmons on the 20th May it was made clear that the 
Secretary of State intended to comply with the wish expressed by th~ 
Assembly that no orders should be passed on these points without the 
Report being discussed by the Indian Legislature. · · 

Of the remaining recommendations which call for urgent orders, the 
Secretary of State is of opinion that recommendation 28 is one of that 
nature. It deals with the case of military officers serving in the Political 
Department. 
. :With reference to recommendations 30 to 33 which deal with the ques

tion of passages, the matter is under the consideration of the Secretary 
of State, and he must retain liberty of action in the matter. · 

Recommendations 48. to 50 are under examination by the Secretary: 
~f State. Those r~co~endations relate to family pension funds and 
mdependenti . actuana~ mvestigation of the position of the Indian Civil 
SerVIce Family Pens1on Fund and the closing of the e.-dating Pension 
Fund. Those are the matters on which I have received information and 
! plac~ ~ll ~he 4!£Qrmation in my p~ssessiQn at the ~~.P.O~~~ 2; th! HQ~e. 
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Diwan Ba.hadur M. Ramachandra Rao (Godavari cum Kistn&·: 
Non-~Iuhammadan Rural) : May I suggest to the Honourable the Home 
.Member that he might be good enough to have the statement he just made 
printed f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: Certainly. 
Mr. Chaman Lal (West Punjab: Non-Muhammadan) :Do I under· 

stand the Honourable the Home Member ~ say that no action on the 
Report will be takiln until this House has discussed the Report ' 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I have made a very d~-
fi.nite statement to the contrary. . 

Mr. Cha.man Lal : What I would like to know is this : beyond the 
urgent matters mentioned by the Honourable the Home Member, will no 
action be taken on any other part of the Report 7 ' 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I have instanced the 
urgent matters on which action has to be taken. The natural presumption, 
is that on other matters no such action is needed. 

Mr. M. X. Acbarya (South Arcot cum Chingleput : Non-Muham
madan Rural) : .May I know, Sir, if it was not the intention of the Honour· 
able the Home Member to allot a day to the discussion of urgent matters 
during the session Y It was on that understanding that I did not press 
my motion for _adjournment f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: I have not received any 
application from any Member for that purpo&l, but there is a motion by 
Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer which is put down for Saturday. . . . : · · 

Mr. M. X. Acbarya. : We were told the other day that what were 
considered specific urgent matters would be laid before the House and a 

• day found for their discussion Y 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I have communicated 
the urgent matters to the House, and it is open to any Member of the House 
to take such action as the rules would allow in regard to this matter. ~ 
have explained in my previous statement 'that if any Member of this House 
wishes to raise the question, I should be glad to consider it. 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar (Tanjore cum Trichinopoly : Non
Muhammadan Rural) : Am I to take it that at present Government do not 
propose themselves to come up before the Hous~ and take its opinion Y 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : You may tak~ it that 
way. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha (Chota Nagpur Division : Non-MUham· 
madan) : Are we to understand that the recommendations regarding the 
passage mentioned in paragraphs 30 and 33 will 'be given effect to im-
mediately . I · 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddima.n : I will read again what 
I said on that question. llecommrntlations 30 to 33 which are the recom
mendations in question are under the consideration of th(J Secretary of 
State, and he must retain liberty of action in the matter. ' · 

Dr. H. S. Gour (Central Provinces Hindi Divisions : Non-Muham
madan) : May I inquire, Sir, what would be the financial liability if urgent 
aetion ia taken upon these matters 7 
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. The Honourable Sir Alexander r4uddiman : I cannot . a.u~wer that 
offhand. 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao: I wish to make mysel! quite 
clear on one point. I want to know whether in regard to pay and allow. 
ances the only question which is considered necessary is the pay of the 
milit~ry officers serving in the Political Department f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : That is so. It does not 
fall within the general recommendations. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Do the Government of India agree with 
Ilis Majesty's Government regarding the special urgency abfJnt the recom
mendation in respect of passages and family pension fund Y 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I am not prepared to 
make any statement on that. 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra. Rao: I want to be clear on one more 
point, Sir. Assuming that some of us, in vie'v of the statement made by 
the llonourable the Leader of the House, wish to table Resolutions, may 
I know whether those Resolutions will be considered by you and admitted 
and placed on the agenda on Saturday along with my friend's Resolution 7 
It appears that there is no other non-official day allotted in this session. I 
would therefore suggest for your consideration that you may fix 2 p. m. to
morrow as the time within which Resolutions may be received by you in 
connection with the matters referred to by the Honourable the Leader of 
the House! 

:rf.l.l'. K. G. Lohokare (Bombay Central Division : Non-Muhammadan 
Rural) : I also wish. to make the same request, Sir. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: I have no objection. 
Dr. H. S. Gour : May I know, Sir, if the Honourable the Home Member 

has received any reply from the Secretary of State to the communication 
he sent to him expressing the desire on the part of this House that no action 
should be taken by him on the recommendations of this Report without 
consulting this Honse f 

The Honourable Sir Alex:1.nder Muddima.n : I cannot say that I han 
received any specific reply, but the Secretary of State has pointed out 
that he is committed to certain things which I have already read to the 
llouse: 

l'l!r. M.A. Jinnah (Bombay City : l\Iuhammadan Urban) : It seems to 
rue, Sir, a great de~) of coufusion has arisen in this matter, and I want defi
nitely to know the position of Government in the matter. As I understand 
the Honourable the Home ~.!ember, he says that he has given us the in· 
formation that there are certain urgent matters on which the Government 
of India and the Secretary of State for India are going to take action ••••. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : May take action. 
Mr. M. A. Jinnah : I take it, Sir, that it only means they will take 

actjon. If the Government of India say that there is no likelihood of any 
action being taken until we have discussed the Report, then I can under· 
stand it ; but I do say most respectfully the word " may " does not in 
any way alter thr situation. A~ I undC'rstantl it. the G0•:rrnment of 
India take up this position, that the Secretnry of State will take action on
matters which are urgent matters, and further, the Government of Indi& 
are not prepared ~ither to allot a particular day or to give us suffieie~t 
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time for the purpose of discussing even those urgent matters, leave alone 
the whole of the Report. That, Sir, I think, is not a right position to take 
up. 

Mr. President : The Honourable the Leader of the House says t'hat 
he will receive Resolutions on these subjects. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : But when t 
Mr. President : Resolutions will be received by 2 p. m. to-morrow. 
Mr. M. A.' Jinnah: Then, Sir, when will a day be all~tted! 
The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: Saturday. 
Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta (Bombay Northern Division: Non-Muham

madan) : Why not make it Monday f 
The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: It depends on the pro

gress of the Tariff Bill. I have no objection to Monday. 
Voices : 11 Saturday, Saturday. " 
Mr. M. A. Jinnah : I want to make one more pointl clear. It is for 

you, Sir ; I know tJ1at you will have to diflpense with the Standing Orders. 
A Resolution cannot be moved in this Rouse. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I understood the 
llonourable the President said he was willing to take it in this House. 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru: May I ask, Sir, if the Honourable Member 
will have any objection to read the Secretary of State's reply to this 
House T Sir Malcolm Hailey would 'have done it. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I do not propose tQ do 
10. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Have the Government of India con
siderPd the financial value of these two proposals 7 How much cost it 
will entail on the public revenues of India ? 

Mr. President : Dr. Gour has alreadY' asked that question and it 
was' answered. 

THE STEEL INDUSTRY (PROTECTION) BILL. 
Mr. President : We will now proce<>d with the consideration of the 

Bill to provide for the fostering and dei'elopnient of the steel industry 
in British India. Yesterday we had a debate on Mr. Patel's amendment, 
No. 41, to which Pandit 1\rotilal Nehru moved a further amendment. 

Pandit Motilal Nehru (Cities of the United Provinces : Non-Muham· 
madan Urban) : Sir, you were pleased to give the House time to consider 
the question of the amendment proposed by my friend, the Honourable 
J.Ir. Patel, and the amendment to that amendment which I suggested 
yesterday. Now, after careful consideration, Sir, I would beg your 
permission to alter the amendment to 1\Ir. Patel's amendment, which I 
had the honour to propose yesterday. I now beg your leave to move 
the followinf! to take the place of Mr. Patel's amendment. It runs as 
~m: . 

" That rlause 5 be re·numbered ·as clause 6 and, after clause 4, the following 
ela use be inserted : · 

' 5. Notwithstanding anythlng contained in section 3 or section 4, no· bounty 
Conditione qualifying for in respect of steel rnils, fish-plates or wagons shall 

bountiea. be payable to or on behalf of any company, firm 
or other person not alread7 engaged at the commencement of thia Aet in the 
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[Pandit Motilal Nehru.] 
busine~s of mauuta~turinR' onv one or otl1l'r of such artlclt•~, unltlss such cowpan1, 
firm or person proviue~ facilities to the satisfaction ot the Governor General 1.11 

Connell for the technical trnining of IuJ.ians in the manufacturing proee~see involnd 
in the busine~!l and, in the cnse of n eompany, unless-

( 11 ) it ha~ been fornH'•1 nnrl rl'gistt'red nmlH the Iruli:m Companies Art, 191~ ; 
and 

(b) it has a share eapitnl the amount of which ill expressed in the memorandum 
ot association in rupees ; 11nd • 

(c) such :prorortion of the directors M the Gov!'rnor Oent'ral in Council hn~ by 
gt>nt>ra or special order preeeriht>d in this behnlt consists of Indians '·" 

Now, Sir, I pres~mc the amendment which I have now the honour to 
lay before this House covers the whole ground of the debate of yester· 
day. 

Mr. V. J. Patel (Bombay City : Non-Muhammadan Urban) : May I 
just ri~e to a point of order ? The question i~ whether this is an amend
ment to my amendment. 'fhis is re~lly f!n adJition of. a new clause 
after clause 4, and my amendment relates to clause 3 for the insertion 
or certain words. . I therefore Rubmit, Sir, that it can be dealt with 
separately after my amendment has been disposed of. This could not 
possibly be an amendment to my amendment. This is one point of 
order. 

The second point of order I submit for your ruling is .whether Pandit 
Motilal Nehru can at this stage substitute an amendment for another 
amendment which was duly moved by him in this IIouse. Is this an 
amendment to an amendment of an amendment ? I do not know what 
it'really is but there it is. He had moved one amendment ; it was the 
property of the House. Whether Panc1it Motilal Nehru t>an now, with 
your permission or without your permission but without the permission 
of this House, withdraw his own amendment and put in another amend· 
ment in its place is open to question. 

Mr. President : I expect of all Honourable Members composing this 
House that they keep to certain understandings arrived at. Honour
able Members will remember that, after the debate which took place 
yesterday on Mr. Patel's amendment, a common understanding was 
arrived at. that the Government and non-official Members would explore 
the possibility of drafting a clause which would cover 1\fr. Patel's amend
ment and other amendments of the same character and would present 
a satisfactory solution of the point of vjew that various Members were 
anxious to support. That having been done, Honourable 'Members are 
expected to keep to that understanding, and if Pandit Motilal Nehru 
and those who think with him about this matter are satisfied with the 
new draft amendment then we expect that Mr. Patel's amendment on 
this subject, as well as the amendments of other people on the same 
subject, will not be pressed. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : That is on the assumption that there has been an 
understanding . 

. Mr. Preside~t : If Mr. Patel is not prepared to accept what Pandit 
Motila! Nehru 1s preparefl to accept, then the course is very simple. 
We will now have a complete statement from Pandit Motilal Nehru 
and the Government .as to what they are agreed upon. Then the amend
m:nt so agre~d to Wlll be moved at the proper time and the new clause 
will be duly mserted. In the meantime Mr. Patel's amendment can be 
formally moved a.nd voted upon. Members will know, in 'View of what 
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is going to be done, whether they should or should not vote for .Mr. Patel's 
amendment. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : May I just clear a point, Sir. f It seems that you 
will allow Pandit l!otilal Nehru and also the Government to place their 
\'iews on the whole question. The result of that will be that it will 
iudirectly affect the result of my amendment prejudicially. If the 
Pandit 's amendment is to be the last thing, then it should be taken up 
iast. ·Why should it now come in our way ? 

1\lr. President : We are merely resuming the debate .where it was 
left yesterday, and it is necessary for the House to know t}J.e result 
of the negotiations between the Government benches and Pandit Motilal. 
Surely, I expect that the Honourable Members desire that the House 
~;hould arrive at a proper decision on this matter with full knowledge 
of what has happened. It is necessary, therefore, that the House should 
know what understanding, if any, has been arrived at between Govern
ment and those who advocated a particular view yesterday and, after 
knowing that the House may vote on .Mr. Patel's amendment iJ:! any 
manner they like. 

Mr. V. J. Patel: 'fhat means, Sir, that he has not formally moved 
his amendment. 

Mr. President : Order, order, Pandit Motilal Nehru is now in posses
~ion of the House. 

Mr. V. J. Patel: I rise to a point of order, Sir. I want to know 
whether this amendment is moved at present, in view of the fact that 
I do not agree with it. · 

Mr. President : There is no point of order. Pandit Motilal Nehru 
' is making a statement regarding what has happened since yesterday. 

Pandit MotUal Nehru : I only rise to finish the statement which I 
began when I was interrupted by my Honourable friend, Mr .. Patel. 
I have read out to the House what I propose. If it is not permissible 
at the present stage, I shall propose it when the proper time for it 
comes, as an amendment which would cover the ground of the debate 
of yeliterday. But there is something which I have got to add to my 
statement, and it is this. I will remind my friend, the Commerce Mem
ber, and the other Government Members, that my amendment is condi
tional upon their giving an assurance to this House that there will be 
an ad hoc committee elected by this House to go into the question of 
Indian proportion in the capital and other questions connected there
with. That completes my statement with regard to the proposition 
that I propose to lay before the House. 

Now, Sir, I beg your permission to say one word about the objec
tion which has been taken by Mr. Patel. I submit that there is 

. t1bRolutely nothing in that objection. Here is Mr. Patel's proposition 
!aiel before the House which co?~erns cer!ain matters. I rise to propose 
an amendment to that propo~ntwn relatmg to those very· matters. It 
is wholly immaterial whet~er ~ call it .clause 4 or clause 5 or (b) or 
(c) or X, Y or Z. The pomt 1s, what Is the actual proposition before 
th(> House and whether the amendment I am placing before the House 
arises out of that proposition T That is the point, Sir, on which I would 
il~k your ruling. I submit that I am strictly within my ri()'hts in pro. 
posting the amendment whether it is an amendment to the ~riginal Bill 

LSJLA :r 
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[Pandit 1\Iotilal Nehru.] 
or it is an amendment to the amendment of l\lr. l'atel or it is an amend
ment to the amendment which I propo:-a~d yesterday to the amendment 
of 1\lr. Patel. Whatever it may be, it is a proposition whieh, with your 
permission, Sir, I wish to lay before the House n~ an amendment to the 
proposition which .Mr. Patel haH moved. Now, 8ir, the question is 
whether I am entitled to move it or not. If it iH only with your permi!!
sion that I can move it, then I ask that permission. If it is with the 
permission of the House that I can more it, I ask the House to give me 
that permission. But I submit that, hning regard to the nature of 
the amendment, I require no such permission becau~le it comes directly 
within the four corners of the proposition which was advanced hy 
Yr. Patel. It is absolutely immaterial what I call it, whether I call 
it a new clause or make it part of the old clause. Therefore, I submit, 
Sir, that I am perfectly within my rights and I now ask your permission 
to move the amendment. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes (Commerce .Member) : Sir, I 
lihould like just to supplement what Pandit Motilal Nehru has said. The 
House will remember that yesterday, in the course of the debah•, 
Government were pressed to incorporate in the Dill provisiong on the 
lines of paragraph 292 of the Fiscal Commis~don 's Report and on the 
lines of' the statement of policy made by the Honourable 1\lr. Chatterjee 
in this House on the 2nd of March, 1922. I hne explained yesterday 
our reasons why- we were reluctant to import matter of this kind into 
the Bill. But we have considered the matter ngain. We recognise 
that this is a matter on which the House f(•els strongly, and we have 
decided to do our best to meet the wishes of the House. In ·order to 
meet the House half-way I am prepared to agree to the amendment of 
which the Honourable Pandit Motilal Nehru ha!i given notice, and I 
hope the House will observe that thi<J amendment honours strictly the 
obligation laid upon Government by the statement of Mr. Chatterjee. 
I am aware that theril are section!i in the House which would like to 
go further and which would like to incorporate in the Bill specific pro
visions regarding the proportion of Indian capital or specific restric
tions upon the proportion of foreign capital. I am prepared to take 
up separately the examination of questions of that kind and in that 
examination I am prepared to associate with the Government a Com· 
mittee of the Legislature appointed ad hoc for the purpose. But that is 
as far as I can go in regard to that matter, and I hope that the Hou~e 
will recognise that the Government, in agreeing to accept Pandit Motilal 
Nehru's amendment, have tried to meet them half-way in a very difficult 
matter. I, hope also that the House will accept that amendment as a 
final solution for the purposes of this Bill of all the questions which 
were c~vere~ by our discussions yesterday. I am anxious to bring 
those d1scuss1ons to a close, and I think that since the Government have 
agreed to accept this amendment it ouO'ht to Le on the understanding 
h ' 0 t at all other ame~dments on the subject of foreign capital are with· 

drawn. I hope, S1r, that you will be able b accept Pandit Motilal · 
Nehru's amendment as embodv-in(J' an understanding arrived at behveen 
a .considerable section of the ·Ho~se and the G wernment and that you 
vnll be able to put that amendment to the vote as soon as possible. 

Mr. President : The position no'v before the House is this, that 
m regard to the matter that was debated yesterday on Mr. Patel's 
amendment Government are willing to aecept the proposal of Pandit 
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Motilal Nehru that an additional clause should be put in after clause 4 
which will meet the requirements of the case and the House may take 
it that it is agreed on both sides-between Pandit Motilal Nehru and 
those who support him and the Government-that when this claw;e 
is moved they will 11upport it. The House can therefore proceed on 
that understanding that this clause will be accepted by both sides who 
arrived at that understanding. ·The amendment as drafted proposes 
to add a new clause 5 after clause 4. It will therefore perhaps be more 
regular to move this after we have finished clause 4. We will there
fore proceed to clauses 3 and 4 and dispose of Mr. Patd's amendment 
and other amendments, the House full well knowing the understanding 
arrived at that at the proper time this additional clause will be inserted 
in the Bill. ' 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta. (Bombay Northern Division : Non-Muham
madan Rural) : Is the Committee mentioned to be elected by this House 
or nominated by Government T That is not clear. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : I have not really considered the 
point. What I said was that I was prepared to associate with Govern
ment a Committee of the Indian Legislature appointed ad hoc fo1· the 
purpose. I still keep my' mind open whether we should select members 
from difierel1t parties, or whether we should allow the House to elect 
a proportion of the members of the Committee. 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta. : Much will depend upon this point and 
it should be made clear. 

Pandit MotUal Nehru: I understood that the Committee was to be 
elected by the House and I insist that it should be so elected, 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : I have no objection to that 
JlOrtion of the Committee which will be filled from the Indian Legislative 
Assembly being elected by the House. 

Mr. President: I will now put Mr. Patel's amendment. 
Mr. V. J. Patel : Mr. President ..... . 
Mr. President: We had a full debate yesterday on this amendment. 

We cannot debate it further. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : Will you allow me to explain to this House that 
there has been some under.standing arrived at between Pandit Motilal 
Nehru and those who think with him on the one hand and the Govern
ment on the other, and you have asked the House in voting on my motion 
to keep that understanding in view. That being so, it is .. absolutely 

·necessary, before we proceed to vote, for the Members of this House 
to understand what is the scope and purpose of the proposed amendment 
of the Pandit and how it is that I and those who think with me do 
not accept it. It is absolutely necessary for the House to know the 
other side before they proceed to vote on my amendment. Otherwise, 
they are likely to be misled. If you will allow me I will explain very 
hriefly what I want to say. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah (Bombay City : Muhammadan Urban) : May I 
point out that it is entirely within your powers under the Standing 
Orders. Ordinarily no. doubt an amendment relating to a particular 
clause is taken in its proper order but it is entirely within your powers, 
if it be objected that two clear days' notice is not given, to suspend the 
rule on that point, and it is entirely within your powers to take up thia 
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amendment at any time you like and deal with it and ask the llouse to 
decide upon it. Ordinarily the procedure is that each amendment must 
be taken up which relates to that particular clause. This amendment of 
Mr. Nehru relates to clauses 3 and 4 and you cannot separate these two 
clauses, and therefore it is open to you to rule that you will take it up 
now. 

Pandit Motilal Nehru : May I be allowed to explain in one word 
the reason why I have made it a separate clause. It will be seen that 
it is really an amendment, as Mr. Jinnah has put it, both to clauses 3 
and 4. It is merely as a question of drafting the amendment so as to 
cover both these clauses. It is for this purpose that a separate clause 
has been proposed. It is really an amendment to the proposition before 
the House as put by Mr. Patel, but inasmuch as the same proposition will 
be before the House in connection with clause 4 and in order to avoid 
repetition, as a mere matter of drafting I have put it as a separate 
clause, the subject-matter being the same. 

Dr. H. S. Gour (Central Provinces Hindi Divisions : Non-1\Iuham-
madan) : I wish to point out ..... . 

Mr. President : Order, order. 
Dr. H. S. Gour : Will you kindly allow me ..... . 
Mr. President : Order, order. 

(At this stage Mr. V. J. Patel rose.) 
Mr. President : Order, order. I had indicated that I would follow 

a particular procedure, but it is perfectly open to me to alter the pro
cedure. It is perfectly• open to the Chair to so regulate the proceed
ings as to facilitate a proper decision by the Hou~e. I therefore decid~~ 
that I will take this new dmendment first and for the present keep 
back Mr. Patel's amendment. It is perfectly open to the Chair to 
take the clauses in such order as it thinks will facilitate a proper decision 
of the matter by the House. I therefore will allow Pandit Motilal Nehru 
formally to move this amendment. · 

Pandit Motilal Nehru : I formally move the amendment which has 
already been read out to the House. 

Mr. President : Amendment moved : 
11 That clause 5 be re·numbered as clause 6 and, after clause 4, the followin~ 

elause be inserted : 
• 5. Notwithstanding anything contained in section 3 or section 4, no bount.r 

ConditiDDll uallfyln for bounties in respect of steel rails, .fish· plates or wagons shall 
q g • be payable to or on behalf of any company, flr01 

or other person not already engaged at the eommenrement of this Act in th11 
buainess of manufacturing any one or other of such articles, unless such compnn;. 
:firm or person provides facilities to the satisfaction of the Govemor General In 

Couneil for the terhnical training of Indians in the manufacturing proresses involvrrl 
in the business and, in the ease of a company, unless-

(a) it has bee~ formrd and rt>gistert>d under the Indian Companies Mt, 1913 : 
and 

(b) it baa a share eapital the amount of which is Pxpreesed in the mt>morandnm 
of association in rupees ; and 

(c) such proportion of the direetors a..q the Govt>mor General in Council ha~ 
by gent·rnl or Ape~ial ordl'J' preserib~d in this behalf consists of Indians '·' 

1 

Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya (Allahabad and Jhansi Divisions : 
Non-Muhammadan $ural) : I wish to speak on this amendment an:l 
to make a proposal to add a proviso to it which I hope will make 1t 
acceptable to all sections of the House. 
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Mr. President: We had a full day's debate on the subject-matter 
of these amendments and I am not going to allow any repetition of that. 
debate. If the Honourable Member has any 1mggestion to make witl:. 
regard to this amendment I will hear him. 

(At this stage Pandit Uadan Mohan Malaviya rose.) 
Mr. V. J. Patel : When a new matter is introduced into this House 

Mr. President: Order, order .. Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya is 
in possession of the House. 

(At this stage Dr. II. S. Gour rose.) . '. 
Mr. President : Order, order .. 
Pa.ndit Madan Mohan Ma.laviya. : I am glad that the Government 

have come down to the extent which is indicated by the proposal now 
before the llouse. · I congratulate them on it. I shall congratulate them 
further if they will see their way to adopt another suggestion which I 
am going to place before the House. 'fhis amendme,nt says : 

11 Notwithstanding anything contain~d in section 3 or section 4, no bounty in respect 
tJf eteel rails, fish-plates or wagons shall be payable to or on behalf of any eompany, 
ftrm or other person not already engaged at the commencement· of thia A.et in the 
business of manufacturing any one or other of such articles,'' 

unless certain conditions are fulfilled. Now, the granting of a bounty 
to any firm which is not in existence to-day is a matter primarily and 
essentially in the power of this Assembly, for it means an application 
of taxes raised from the people. This was distinctly· recognised in a 
~>~imilar legi~lation which was resorted to in England, and there thev 
made a distinct provision that though the Board of Trade acting on the 
<1dvice of the Committee which was appointed under the Safeguarding of 
Industrie~S Act, 1921, should have the power to propose such an order, 
the order must be laid before the House of Commons under certain 
('Onditions for their approval. I therefore suggest that we should add 
11 similar clause here to the clause which has now been proposed. The 
clause would run like this-1 am borrowing the language of the Safe· 
~uarding of Industries Act, 1921, section 3, with the necessary modifica
tions : 

11 (b) If at the time when it is proposed to make any such order as is referrea 
to in the earlier part of this section, (namely, an order for the payment of a botllity 
to a firm or company whh·h was not iu existence on the day this Act was passed), the 
Indian Legislative Assembly is sitting, or is separated by such an adjournment or 
prorogation as will expire within one month, the draft of the proposed order shall 
he lnid before the Assembh• and the order shall not be made unless and until a 
Resolution ia passed by the Assembly approving of the draft either without modifiea
tion or subject to su1·h modifieations as may be specified in the Resolution, and, upon 
~ur.h approval being given, the order mny be made in the form in which the draft 
has been approved. · 

(c) In nny other case (thnt is to say, if the Assembly is not sitting), an ordrr 
may be made forthwith, but all orders eo made shall be laid before the Assembly 111 
soon as may be aftrt its next meeting, and shall not continue in foree for more than 
one mouth after aul'h nweting unlt>ss a Resolution is passed by the Assembly declaring 
that the order shaH continue in force, either without modifieation or subjert to such 
modifications as mnv be specified in the Resolution ; ancl, if any modifications are s1• 
mude liS resp!'rta any oruer1 the Order 81Ial1 th1mreforth have effect SUbject tO SUCh 
modifiration, but without prejudice to the volidity of anything previously doua 
tht,reuntlcr. 

Any orill'r approved or ~ontinued under this sub·section shall have effect as if 
enaated in this Act. ' ' . . . 
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1 request the Uonour~b.le Me~ber. in charge of the Bil! to be good ~no~gh 

. to consider this prov1s1on which 1s merely an extenston of the prmc1pl~t 
upon which this Bill is ba~ed, which is t~at the payment .of a bounty 
has to be sanctioned by this Assembly. \ ou cannot sanctiOn the pay· 
ment of a ·bounty to a firm or company which has not come into 
rxistence. The English Act recognised this principle t'Ven in the casv 
of companies which were .in e~istence when the A~t wa:.;. passed, but 
here I wi"lh it to bf.' recognt~:~ed m the case of compames whiCh ha,·e not 
rome into existence. The Act should not empower the Government to 
make payments of bounties to companies which may come intt> existence i:1 
the future · all that should be allowed, is that the Government should ha •;p 

power to p;opose such an extension, and that, as is only natural and reasot,
able the matter should come before the Assembly for final decision if 
the 'Assembly is sitting or is likely to sit within a month, If the 
Assembly is not likely to sit within a month, then the provi~Q which I 
h!lve suggested will. authorise. the Executive Government to make an 
order, but that order the Executive Government should be bound to lay 
before the Assembly at its next meeting, and the continuance of that 
order o~ its susp~nsion or. modification should be entirely a matter in 
the discretion of the Assembly. I submit, Sir, that this p~oposal will 
merelY' uphold the principle upon which the payment of the. bounties 
i~ sanctioned, and I therefore commend it to the Members of Govern
ment. I hope they will accept it and if they will accept it, I hope my 
friend Mr. Patel will see th.e desirability of not pressing his amendment. 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett (Finance Member) : I de11ire to 
say at once on behalf of Government that it is entirely impo~sible for us 
to accept any such amendment. Every Indian schoolboy knows, in spit!' 
of the bad education which we were told yesterday that he gets (..1 Voice : 
1

' Imparted by the Government "), that the Honourable Pandit can make 
a long speech at short notice on any subject. The matter which he is now 
seeking to introduce is entirely new. It is an amendment of which we 
should have to insist on proper statutory notice, an amendment which we 
could not accept as an amendment to the clause which we have offered 
as a final solution of the difficult matter that we discu.'!sed yesterday. It 
is not a final solution. I, will- give the House one reason why it would b(' 
quite impossible on merits to accept any liUCh amendment. The object or 
this Bill, as we stated yesterday, and as was stated many times, is amon~ 
other things to encourage internal competition with the existing iron and 
steel co~panie~ i~ India. If any new company which may hereafter be 
formed m India 1~ not assured, f.!Ubject to certain conditions of receiving 
the bounty which is offered by the Bill but will have to .;ait until the 
question whether or not that particular company is to receive the bounty 
has been discussed in the Legislative Assembly, then the offer of a bounty 
entirely fails of that object. I should add that we are of course at this 
time talking in rather a hypothetical region because this Bill as it stands 
lasts only for three .Years and the probability of a new company being 
founded and producmg these articles within the period in question is a 
remote one. None the less the principle which is proposed is entirelv 
unacceptable, and I am afraid that I must say at once that we cannot agre~ 
to e~tend beyon.d what ~e have here drafted our proposals in regard to 
meetmg the dc;1re of this House on the matter of importation of capital 
from abroad. Aft~r all the ~Ionourable Pandit Madan .Mohan 1\Ialaviya 's 
proposal really l8I!e~ an entirely new !I!Ubjeet. It does not even concern 
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the subject of the importation of forei'gn capital. It is the subjeet of the 
extent to which in certain circumstances the Executive should be subject 
to detailed restraint by the Legislature, a very big subject but not I think 
one which we can usefully discuss at the present moment. In view of the 
long discu~:~sions we had yesterday and of the fact that a coru~iderable body 
of opinion on both t~ides of the House is prepared to accept this amend
ment and that the whole subject was discussed up and down yesterday, 
I would appeal to the House to bring this discussion to an end and to vote 
here and now on the clause that we have before us. 

Mr. V. J. Patel: I will not take more than two minutes. I desire to 
explain why I cannot see eye to eye with my friend Pandit 1\Iotilal on thi11 
amendment. 

Mr. President : I must first dispose of Pandit Malaviya 's suggestion. 
'fhe addition that he proposes to make is an amendment which introduces 
a new subject altogether and I cannot allow that. What we are discussing 
is Pandit l\1otilal's amendment. What does the Honourable Member for 
Bombay want to address the House on '! 

Mr. V. J. Patel : On Pandit Motilal 's amendment. 
Mr. President : We have had a full debate on this subject and I 

cannot allow further discussion. 
Mr. V. J. Patel : I just want to !:lay why I cannot see eye to eye with 

this amendment of Pandit .Motilal. l will not take more than two minutes 
if you will allow me. 

Mr. President : Please be ~:;hort. 
Mr. V. J. Patel : When I saw this amendment at 10-30 this morning, 

I was considering whether under thil'i amendment of Pandit l\lotilal Nehru 
it will be permissible for Government to give a bounty to the United Steel 
Corporation of Asia, and reading it clause by clause I came to the con
elusion that it was not onl~· absolutely open to the Government but that 
they would be bound to ~ive bounties to that company. Clause 3 of the 
Bill requiring Government to give bounties to companies with foreign 
capital remains unaffected by this amendment and my original objection 
against the inroad of foreign capital as a result of the passing of this Bill 
stands good. The next thing I want to say is with regard to the pro
portion of directors. I said that the clause regarding directors in the 
amendment shonld stand as follows '' such proportion of the directors not 
less than half as the Governor General in Council has by general or 
~pecial order prescribed in this behalf consists of Indians ". That sug
gestion was also not acceptable to Punditji and the Government The 
whole thing is thu::; left in the hands of the Government. They will fix 
the proportion o~ di.rectors. ~o any foreign company will get bounty 
and the whole obJeCtiOn on which my amendment was founded remains as 
it is. 

Mr. President : I will now put Pandit Motilal Nehru's amendment 
to the House. I have already read it. Those who are in favour of the 
amendment will say '' Aye '' (Cries of '' Aye ''). Those \vho are against 
the amendment will say "No". (There were a fe1v cries of "No"). 
I think the " Ayes " have it. ( Cn:es of " No ''.) The volume of sound 
for '' Aye!:i '' is so preponderating that I do not think a division is nece~
sary. 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru (Meerut Division : Non-Muhammadan 
Rural) : On a point of order. I do not want a division, but I think 
according to the rules, even if one sing-le Member want$ a division h~ 
is bound to get it. I think the rule is 53 (3). ' 
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Mr. President : It is perfectly open to the President, if he is satisfied 
on the shout that there is a clear preponderance of opinion on one side and 
that the division is asked for frivolously and merely for purposes of 
delay, to refuse the demand for Division. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah : The Standing Order says this : 
'' Votes may be taken by voices or division, and shall be taken by division if any 

member so desires. The President shall determine the method of taking votes by 
division.'' 
If any member requires a division, the Standing ~ 1rder says it shall be 
given. 

Sir Henry Moncrieff Smith (Secretary, Legislative Department) : 
The practice in r·r.gard to divisions is well known to Members of this House. 
Our President for· the first three vean; in a ca:-;e of the kind which has 
now arisen used to ask those .Mem'bers of the House who desired a divi
sion to stand in their places. If only one Member or two Members stood, 
the President used to rule that a division was claimed frivolously and for 
purposes of obstruction and he did not allow it. 

Mr. President : Those who are against this amendment will stand up 
in their places. (Some Members stood up.) There are seven in all. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi (Nominated : Labour Interests) : There are others 
who do not want to vote. 

Mr. President : '!'hose who are against the amendment are only seven 
in number. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi : I am not in favour of the amendment and I do n''* 
want to vote. 

Mr. President: Those who are m favour of the amendment will 
11tand up. (A large majority of Members stood up.) 

The motion was adopted. 
That disposes of No. 41. • It also disposes of Mr. Lohokare 's amend- · 

ment No. 21, t and also No. 61,t. Mr. Duraiswami Aiyangar 's amend-
* In clause 3, line 19, after the word " Rhnll " insert the following : 
'' On being satisfied that at least two-thirds of the capital invested in the business 

t~oncerned is Indian.'' 
If the above is not accepted then-
To clause 3, add the following proYiso : . 
" Provided that nothing in this seetion shall llpply to any eompany, firm or other 

person who starts the business of manufacturing steel after the passing of this Act 
exeept to the extent and in the manner to be detPrinined by a Resolution of the 
Legislative Assembly in that behalf. '' 

t After clause 4, the following ne\i' clause be added to the Bill : 
11 5. Bounties mentioned in sections 3 and 4 shall not be paid to any company, 

11.rm or other person engaged in the business of manufacturing steel in India, that 
does not satisfy the following conditions-

( a) That the manufacturers, if a eompany or a :firm are registered and in· 
eorporated in India and hold a rupee eapital. 

(b) That at least half of the managers, direetors or organisers of the indu!!t.l'l· 
are natives of India.'' • 

; After dause 4, the following new dause be added to the Bill : 
"5. (1) Any bounty that is payable under this Act shall be allowed only to 

those eoncerns the proprietors anrl directors of which are lnrlians to the e:ttent of :;J 
least iths of their numbers and the !'.hie£ controlling and managing authority of whicli 
is entirely Indian. 

(2) If any firm or individual proprietor who l.ws received a bounty under this 
Mt should transfer the concern to an c-xtent exceedmg one-fourth thereof to :t non· 
Indian individual or firm within three years from the date of the last reaeipt of bonnt,,v 
the entire bounty receivcrl by the said individual or firm under this Act shall be 
repaid to the Government with interest at 6 per cent. per annum from tho several r1ntr.< 
of receipt of bounty, aJl(l the said bounty shall be a first charge on the assrts of tll'! 
coneern till the expiry of the aforesaid period of three year~ from the dat.r) of 
the last reeeipt of bounty.'' 
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ml'nt. Aml'ndment Xo. 421 proposes an appropriation of revenue which 
cannot be moved without the consent of Government. No. 43, t Mr. Dutt's 
amendmt>nt, is eoll.Srquential on No. 22 which has already been disposed 
of and this therefore falh; with it. Mr. Acharya's amendment No. 44t also 
propOtWs an appropriation and is out of ordl'r on that account. The same 
applies to No. 45§ and to 46.11 No. 47,U .Mr. Dutt's amendment, is entirely 
optsidt> thl' scope of the Bill. 

Mr. Chamau L&l (West Punjab : Non-1\Iuhammadan) : May I be 
allowed to point out as regards No. 47 that it says that bounties are 
not to be paid to any firm which the Tariff Board considers does not 
treat its labourers satisfactorily. I consider, Sir, since you hal'e accepted 
the principle of not paying bounties to any firm that does not comply 
with certain conditions laid down, it cannot possibly be outside the 
licope of the Bill to rt'commend the restriction of the payment of 
bountit>s. 

Mr. President : I cannot allow you to speak on the merits. You can 
only 11peak on the point of order anll on that point I want to hear only the 
JUO\'t'r of the amt>ndment. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : I am not speaking on the merits but on a point of 
ordt>r. 

Mr. President : Mr. Dutt alone can speak on that. · 
Mr. Amar Nath Dutt (Burdwan Division: Non-.Muhammadan 

Rural) : In rt>spect of 47, Sir, I submit that as you have accepted the 
principle that bounties should be given under certain circumstances to 
any firm containing a ct>rtain number of Indian shareholders and so forth, 
I submit that this amendment also will restrict the giving of bounties and 
in this way is in order and I may be allowed to move this amendment. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : Sir, 47 is consequential on No. 2f 
which you ha\'e already ruled out of order. It refers to the Tariff Board 
whirh llr. Dutt proposes in No. 24. · 

Mr. President : The amendment is out of order. . 
Mr. N. M. Joshi (Nominated : Labour Interests) : Sir, I do not want 

to speak on the merits but I want to point out to you ..... . 
Mr. President: I have alrE:ady ruled that the amendment is out of 

ordt>r. It is finisht>d. 
No. 48 .. again is out of order. 

• In rlauee 3-in sub·rlnnse (a} for the word and figures " Ra. 32 " the word and 
flgul't'l u Be. 40 11 be substituted, 

t Sub-elauaea (b) and (c) ol clause 3, be deleted. 
S" In elauae 3-in enb-elauae (b), for the word and figures 11 Ra. 26" thn 

word and figul't'l 14 Be. 3S " be substituted. 
In eub·dauae (c), for the word and figures 11 Rs. 20 " the word and figures 

11 Rs. 30 " be eubstituted. 
§In rlaust' 3 (t), for the figurea 11 1927 " the figures 11 1929 " be substitutl'il. 
~ Ia rlau~~t~ 3 (c), for the figures " 19:!7" substitute the figures "1929 "· 

~ To rlnu~~t~ 3, the following proviso be added : 
" Providf'd that the Tarilr Board shall not recommend any sueh bounty, when 

it ia of opinion that the treatment of labourers under the firm, company or person is 
unsatisfactory.'' 

.. To tlauae 3, add the following proviso at the end : 
11 Providt'd that ncthing in this S(>('tion shall apply to any rompany, firm or other 

fiC'l"'In who atart11 t.be business of manufaeturing steel after the passing of the Act 
l'lt~pt to thfl ntt>nt and in the manner to be determined by a Resolution of the 
J.....gislatiTe A..ut>mbly iu that behalf. Providt'd further that out of the amount of 
the bountiee that may be eal'lled by the Tata Iron and Steel Manufacturing Co1npany, 
l.td., nndfl~ thia wtion a eum not exceeding rupees eleven lakhs and fifty thousand 
ahaU be pa1d by Government of India to the l,lombay Municipal Corporation preferably 
three equal lllllual iu'ltalmenta." 

L8SL.&, G 
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Mr. Jam.nadas M. Mehta : First of all, Sir, this is numbered wrongly. 
It ought to be numbered 48 and 49, because there are two provisos each 
distinct from the other, and I would request you to rule separately on 
each. So far as the first is concerned it is covered by Pandit Motilal 
Nehru's amendment and I do not want to press it. As regards the 
second, will you allow me to move it, or is that out of order too~ 

Mr. President : That is clearly within the ruling I have already 
give~ about the sharing of profits. 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta: No, Sir, this has nothing to do with pro-
fits 

Mr. President : It is an appropriation of revenue without a recom· 
mendation of Government, and I have already ruled on that. 

That disposes of clause 3. 
Clause 3 was added to the Bill. 
Mr. President : Then we come to clause 4. The first amendment 

No. 49• is Mr. Dutt 's. That falls because 24 is already gone. No. 50t 
comes within the ruling I have given. No. 5lt proposes to extend the 
period of the Act and is therefore out of order. No. 52,§ Mr. Acharya's 
is out of order as increasing the charge on the revenues. No. 5311 hangs 
on No. 26 already disposed of. Then No. 54,n 1\Ir. Dutt's, proposes an 
appropriation of revenue with the approval of the Legislative Assembly 
and you cannot appropriate in that way. Then No. 55•• brings in the 
labour question. As I have already ruled on a similar amendment, this 
is outside the scope of the Bill. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi: On this point we are anxious to know how, when 
you. 'are protecting Indian directors of companies, the proposal to protect 
the Indian labour engaged in the industry could be out of order. 

Mr. President : The Honourable Member will remember that I can
not go on continuously arguing this question. I have already definitely 
ruled about it on half a dozen previous occasions. I cannot allow any 
further discussion. (Mr. Chaman Lal rose at this point and spoke for 
some time with Cries of '' Order, order '' from all parts of the House.) 
The Honourable Member must resume his seat. 

*In sub-clause (1) of clause 4 : 
(a) after the words " Governor General in Council " the word• " on the 

recommendation of the Tariff Board '' be inserted, 
(b) for the word ' 1 may '' the word '' shall '' be substituted. 

tIn sub-clause (1) of clause 4 : 
(a) delete the words "each of" in line 2, 
(b) delete the words and figures " 1925 and 1926 ", 
(c) delete the words 11 in any one financial year "· 

~ In clause 4 : 
omit the word " and " between the figures 11 1925 " and " 19211 " ; and 
after the figures 11 1926 " insert the word and figures " 1927, 1928 and 1929 "· 

6 In sub-clause (1) of clause 4, for the words 11 seven lakhs " the words 11 ten 
lakhs 11 be substituted. 

II In sub-clause (2) of clause 4, before the word " prescribe " the words " 1mol 
Jn consultation with the Standing Tariff Board mentioned in sub-section ( 1) of 
llection 2 '' be inserted. 

1 In sub-clause (2) of clause 4, after the words 11 Governor General in Council " 
the words " with the approval of the Indian Legislative Assembly " be inserted. 

•• To sub-clause {2) of clause 4, the following proviso be adued : 
" Provided that the Tariff Board shall not recommend any such bounty, whea 

it is of opinion that the treatment of labourers under the firm, company or per•o• is 
uuatiafaetory." 
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Then we come to Mr. Mehta's amendment No. 56.• That has already 
been covered by Mr. Motilal Nehru's amendment. Then No. 57, t 
Mr. Patel's which is already covered by previous rulings. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : Even the reYision of clause 5. 
Mr. President : Yes. ·~ 

Mr. V. J. ~atel : i have changed it, Sir. 
Mr. President : In whatever form you put it the substance is the 

aame. 
Mr. V. J. Patel : May I know the reasons for the ruling. 
Mr. President : I

1 
have already given them before. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : May I point out, Sir, that you 
have not put clause 4. 

','· 

Clause 4 was added to the Bill. 
Mr. President : As the House has already resolved, clause 5 has 

been inserted. It was moved by Pandit Motilal 
lu. Nehru. 

'l'hen comes Mr. Patel's amendment No. 57. I have already said 
tht it is out of order. · · 

Then comes Mr. Piyare Lal's amendment No. 58~. That also is out 
of brder. But I am prepared to hear Mr. Piyare Lal on that point. 

Lala Piyare Lal (Delhi : General) :·I submit, Sir, that !1!-Y amend
ment is in order inasmuch as it is not opposed to the object of the Bill. 
lly amendment, Sir, is in the interests of the large body of wholesale 
dealers. As we are finding out a remedy and are applying it for. the 
benefit and protection of this industry, it is our duty to see that blir gift 
reaches the party for whom it is really meant. 

Mr. President : The Honourable Member is now arguing the merits. 
of hiA amendment. I wanted him to confine his remarks to the question 
11 to whether his amendment is in order. 

• At the end of clause 41 add the following proviso : 
11 Provided that the benefit of this section shall not accrue to the manufacturers 

ol iron and steel wagons who eommence their business after the passing of this Aet 
neept to the e1tent and in the manner to be determined by a Resolution of the 
Leplative Assembly in that behalf.'' • 

t 11 5. All departments of the Government of India, all State-owned railways an(l 
all Lotoal Administration& in charge of the Government of India shall not buy any of the 
eteel it~ma specified in Part VII of the Indian Tariff Act provided herein unless they 
are manufactured in India e1cept where the same is not available in the market. 

6. Il the Governor General in Council is satisfied, after such inquiry as he 
thinks necessary to make that the Indian manufacturer . of steel is unable to sell 
hie output in certain important Indian markets like Bombay, Madras, Karachi and 
Ran~oon, at market prices, he may direct that a freight subsidy not exceeding in any 
particular year a sum ol rupees six lakhs be granted to such manufacturer.'' 

t After clause 4, the following new clause be added to the Bill, namely : 
'' 5. (1) !along u this Act remains in force no company, firm or person engaged 

ia the manufacture of steel or iron shall create any monopoly among buyers or grant 
•r•eial eoneenions to any buyers of their product and shall be bound to prescribe 
•qual ratt>R, terma and conditione for all buyers of a quantity to be ued by the 
Govemor General iD Council and to be published in the Gazette of India. 

(t) Any breach of this rule shall be punishable by a penalty equal to the amount 
of ronreasion granted by the company, firm or person to be imposed by the Governcr 
Ot>nt>ral in CoundL 

( 8) The Governor General iD Council shall frame rules for the conduct of inquiry 
to be hold tor the purpoeea of aub·clause ( t). " 
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tala Piyare tal : What I submit, Sir, is that any monopoly that may 
be created either now or in the future should be prohibite1l. The monopoly 
will be for the benefit of the companieR themselvt'~. 

Mr. President : You are again arguing the• merits of your amend
ment. 

tala Piyare tal : No, Sir. The object of my amendment is ....... .. 
Mr. President : It is no use the Honourable Member saying 11 No, 

Sir " everr time I point out to him that he is discussing the merits of 
his amendment. I want him to convince me how it i: in order. 

tala Piya.re tal : My object is ....... . 
Mr. President : I am not concerned with the object of the Honour

able Member's amendment. I am only conceTned to find out how his 
amendment is in order. 

tala Piyare tal : My point is that any monopoly or concession 
should be declared void and not binding upon the C'ompany, so that it 
shall be relieved from any such contract and will g-et the full benefit 
of the- protection that we are aiming at. 

1\tr. President : I have no doubt in my mind that the clause pro
posed til be added is out of order. 

The next amendment stands in the name of Mr. Bipin Chandra Pal, 
No. 59•. I think i~ is very clearly out of order ; but I am prepared to 
hear Mr. Pal. 

Mr. Bipin Chandra. Pal (Calcutta : Non-Muhammadan Urban) : It 
is very difficult to argue a negative proposition. What i~t in order and 
what 1s not in order is the law made by the President of this .House and 
I do not think I should waste the time of this House by arguing a point 
upon which the President has already made his decision. 

Mr. President : Then amendment No. 59 is out of order. 
The next amendment stands is the name of Diwan Bahatiur Rama

ehandra Rao, No. 60.t I think this amendment i~ met by the additional 
elause that has been inserted in the Select Committee. 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra. Rao (Godavari ·cum Kistna : Non-
1\fuhammadan Rural) : Yes, Sir. 

Mr. President : Amendment No. 61t has been disposed of already. 

* After clause 4, the following new clause be added to the Bill : 
" 5. After the passing of this Act the Governor General in Council shall appoint 

a Committee one-third of which shall be elected by the elected members of thf> 
Legislative Assembly, one-third to be nominated by the companies, firms or J>ersollH 
engaged in the business of manufacturing steel in India according to rules fram~J(I 
by the Governor General in Council, and one-third to fonsist of experts selected by 
the Governor General in Council. The Committ~e shall exercise general supervision 
over the companies, firms or persons engaged in the bu~inese of manufacturing ste<'l 
in India in the interest of the general tax-payer in accordance with regulations to be 
framed under this Act by the Governor General in CounciL 

The excess of net profits over and above 10 per cent. earned by such compnnic~, 
firms or persons shall be divided into three parts, one part to be distributed alllong 
the shareholders of the companies, firms and persons engaged in the business of 
manufacturing steel in India, one-third to be devoted to the promotion of: the welfare 
of the labourers employed by such companies, firms or persons, and one-third to be 
paid to the pub lie revenues.'' 

t After clause 4, the followin~ new clause be added to the Bill : 
11 5. The Governor General tn Council shall before the 31st day of March, 1927, 

cause an inquiry to be made in regard to the steel indndry and the effect of the pay· 
ment of bounties provicled for in this Act.'' 

~ See foot-note on page 2670. 
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Mr. 0. Duraiswami Aiyangar (Madras cedcrl districts and Chittoor ~ 
Non-Muhammadan Rural) : I desire to say, Sir, that it has not been 
dispo8ed of wholly. It is only the first part that has been disposed of. 
The second clam;e hds not been cowred by ~my ruling from the Chair •. 
The second clause says : 
. " If any firm or indivitlual proprietor who ha~; reeciw(l a bouu~y under this A(·t 
ahoulrl transfer the <'Ollt'Cl'll to :111 CXtl'nt C'XCeeding OllO·fonrth thereof to a non-Judi:m 
individual or firm ....... '' 

Mr. President : Order, order. This clause raises the same principle 
which ha:.; alrrafb' 1~l'P1l {lispo:.ed o[ I:·· tht· ::t!ditiorwl ('~aU:t' t~1at lws hem 
inserted in the Bill. 

Mr. 0. Duraiswami Aiyangar : Will you please hear me -on this 
point ·1 

Mr. President : I do not think I have any doubt in the matter. 
rrhen we come to amendment No. 62* standing in the name of 

Mr. R.ama .Aiyangar. That, a~ain, is clearly outside the scope of the 
Bill. 

(.M:r. K. Rama Aiyangar made some remarks which were quite in
audible.) 

Mr. President: You are again repeating the same old argument 
that you advanced yesterda~'. No. 62 also goes out. 

Then WP ron:p [o ::\u. G;:+ ~:l<:nd;L ·: :u~·ail!c:l lb• lli!l<W of :.Jr. DHaki 
Prasad Sinha. It is not an amendment, but a pure negative. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha (Chota ~ag-rmr Di·:,sion : ~on-Muham
madan) : I ~;ubmit, 8ir, that lw,·r;l't~ yon put tha t~!aw;p to the vote, 
or allow it to b(• disl~ns:-ivd, or whdilH ,nHI a!lo'T m~· ]ll'oposition to 
stand ..... . 

Mr. President : Order, order. We will deal with it when the proper 
stage arrives. Mr. Jamnadas l\leh1a. 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta : Sir, I move : 
'' In dause J, after the words ' ma~· :q:point in thi~ he hall' ' insl'rt dw wol·d~ 

' out of a panel of !'ledt•d memb0rs of t1H' Asst•mhly to lw sprrially reeommenderl b." 
that body '. '' 

'fhe object of this amendment is tllat this inquiry which is pl'oposed that 
the Governor General in Council sh~~~~l~l~ ough! to be so conducted .... 

*The following llCW rlaust>s bE' n•lr1r:rl to thC' Bill at th\~ ('llrl : 

"5. (a) It shall be lawful ior the Governor Geneml in l'cmneil and the Legislatire 
Assembly if satisfied after inquiry, that any inuividunl, firm or company, established 
before or after the passing of this A('t, 11'hieh l'njoys the benc·fit of the protective 
tariff rluty specially levied or bounty given under this Ad begins to make a net profit 
of 12 per cent. of. it~ eapitt~l, ~? levy n spt:'eial rl.uty on the inrlividual, firm or eompml,\. 
at a rate that Wlll ~o7<:r "u L.iJ cou1"'~ ol 8J .. l 1: ;·.o:: a~ t:l,' Governor General in 
Council might decide upon, the amount that has been ultimately borne by the tax· 
payer and the consumer by the protection afforded by this Act together with a reas011· 
able rate of interest on such amo>mt. 

(b) For this purpose the Governor G :neml ;n• Council might eall for Buch informn· 
tion aJHI accounts from the incliviclual, iirm or company nt surh periods as might he 
decided apon by him. 'rhe duty lcv:cr~ :n pm'3ll:,u,:u of this Act shall be indepencl<'nt 
of any taxes leviable unrler the [!l('Olll('·tnx Act. 

6. It shall be lawful for the Governor General in Counril, if satisfie!l after inquir·: 
that any individual, fi11n or company, combined and put up prices on any artlcl'l 
manufactured by the individual, firm or company protected by the tariff duty levie(l 
for bount~ given under t_his _Act ~o the rle~rin~Pn~ _of the consumer, to regulate tl,P 
selling pr1ces thereof by 1ssumg order~. to tne nHlmdnal, firm or company concerned, 
and the individual, firm or company shall on receipt of such orders be bound to carry 
them out.'' 

t That clause 5 be omitted altogdher. 
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Pandi\ Sha.mbhu Dayal Misra (Central Provinees Hindi Divisions : 
Non-Muhammada.n) : On a point of order, Sir. May I know what ia 
the proposition before the House. · 

Mr. Presiden\ : The proposition before the House is that clause 5 of 
the. Bill as sent up by the Select Committee stand part of the Bill. 

Mr. J'amnadas M. Mehta. : The amendment whieh I am movin~r !a 
that: 

11 In clause 5, nftt>r the words 1 may appoint in this bllhall ' inseri thll word'l 
1 out of a panel o;' l'lt>cted ttlt>mbers ot the Asst~mbly to be apeci11lly recommended bf 
that body '·" 
Sir, this statutory inquiry is intended for the purpose as stated hereunder, 
tlameiy: 

" The Governor General in Council shall, before the 31st day ol March, 
1927, cause to be made by such persons as he may appoint in this behalf an inquirr 
as to the exteont, if any, to which it is necessary to continue the protedion of the 
•tt>t~l industry and as to the duties and bounties which are ne(•t-ssllry tor the J•urpo~• 
of conferring such protection.'' 

My object, Sir, is that this inquiry should be conducted in· a manMr 
which will ensure public confidence and this can only be done if it is done 
by a Committee which is elected by this House. This House ought to 
nominate a number of gentlemen from whom the Governor General in 
Council may nominate as many a~t he likes and these people should be 
called upon to conduct the inquiry contemplated in clause 5. The reason 
is this. Granting that protection i[ol to be given ..... . 

Mr. M. S. Aney (Berar Representative) : .May 1 ask, Sir, if clause 5 
has not already been disposed of. It is clan:~e 6 that is now under dis
cussion. 

Mr. President : You are right. Clause 5 is the new clamie and thfl 
old clause 5 has now been re-numbered as clause 6. 

Mr. Deva.ki Prasad Sinha : Are you moving an amend:rntnt to elauae 
5 or to clause 6 7 

Mr. J'a.mnadas M. Mehta. : I am moving an amendment to clause 5 
of the Bill and to clause 6 of Pandit Motilal Nehru's amendment. 

And in order, Sir, that we might feel sure that the protection whieh 
the steel industry might require three years hence shall be given, we 
ought to have a committee composed of elect,ed Members of this Assembly . 
• o\s .I have pointed out in my Minute of Dissent, I do not think protection 
has been given for a sufficiently large number of years. One object in 
giving protection, is that internal competition might follow in its wake so 
that prices shall go down in course of time. That can only be done if the 
future of other compani~s, which start t1fte1· this legislation is enacted, 
is assurtad, and that cannot be assured unless the period of protection is 
prolonged after three years, and what the proviso will do is that if the 
Committee after inquiry, recommends that the period should be extend
ed, the Governor General in Council will consider su(•h recommendation. 
In order that this Committee ma;v make proper inquiry, it must consist 
of members of this House, and I hope that the modest amendment I 
make will be accepted by the Governme.nt. 

Mr. B. G. Cocke (Bombay : European) : Sir, I oppose the amen•l~ 
ment very strongly. This is obviously thf.' work for an expert com
!D.ittee, sueh as we have had to draft the report on which this Bill is 
based. You cannot expect to get in this House a proper committee to 
go into such a ,·ery technical matter of this sort. It is ner.l'ssary to hav!J 
u:pert1 to eonsider the ti.guree presented in connection with. the_ impot·t 
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prices of steel, ttnd also in connection with the costs of the Tat& Company, 
and if the Tariff Board is still in existence, that is obviously the body to 
'..'onduct this inquiry. If the T'ariff Board is not in existence, it will 
be necessary for a suitable committee of experts to be appointed, and 
it will not be possible for this House to provide a suitable committee. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : Sir, Mr. Cocke has already anti
cipated all the objections I was going to take to Mr. Jamnadas Mehta's 
proposal. I entirely agree with what Mr. Cocke has said ; I entirely 
agree that, if 'this inquiry is to be a proper inquiry, an inquiry which 
will command the confidence of the country, it must be an inquiry by 
people really qualified to investigate the matter. I hope that the Tariff 
Board will b~ in existence then, and, if the Tariff Board is in existence, 
it is perfectl) obvious that that rrariff Board is the proper Board to con
duct an inquiry of this kind. I do not agree with Mr. Jamnadas :Mehta 
that a committee composed of elected Members of this Assembly will 
inspire that confidence amongst the mercantile community in thii 
country which the Tariff Board now does. There are oth·ell' obviou 
objections to Mr. Jamnadas Mehta's proposal. I notice that the com
mittee is to be composed of elected Members of the Assembly. W.hy 
should the Council of State be cut out 7 Again, the inquiry will be a 
long and detailed inquiry, and very probably the membe~rs will have to 
be j)aid, and if they are paid, obviously they will cease to be Metubers 
of the Assembly. I suggest to Mr. Jamnadas Mehta that he should with
draw this amendment and leave the Government of 1926-27 free to make 
the inquiry in such a manner as may seem most suitable then. 

'fhe amendment was, by leave of the Assembly, withdrawn. 

Mr. President : We will now proceed with renumbered clause 6. 

Mr. Amar Na.th Dutt : You have not dealt with my amendment 
No. 65•: Sir. 

Mr. President : That amendment has already been dealt with i:n 
Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha's am811dment No. 63, to omit original clause 5 
alto~ther. 

Mr. Ama.r Nath Dutt : I beg to submit, Sir, that there is a good deal 
of difference between deleting and omitting. Omitting is a physical as 
well as a mental act, while deleting is only a physical act. 

Mr. Deva.ki Prasad Sinha. : Sir, during the whole of this discussion 
this morning and yesterday we were confronted with the authority of 
the Report of the 'fariff Board. I should like to ask the Government 
whe'l'e in the Report submitted by the Tariff Board do they find any 
nuthority for a clause like clause 6. Honourable Members of this House 
will remember that when this Bill was originally introduced, this clause 
did not find a place in it. At that time Members were given to understand 
that the operations of this Bill would continue only for three years ; 
that whatever sacrifice such a policy was going to impose upon the 
country, it would last for only three years. Now this additional clause 
that has been introdueed by the Select Committee mortgages the country 
~o the Tata Company for many more years than three. I would draw 
the attention of this House to paragraph 101, page 57, of the Tari1f 
Board's Re~port. I will not read it. 

* Deh1k elau•• G. 
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Mr. President: The Honourable Member is now giving reasons which 
be ha~ alrt>ady g'1Hll fJr voti11~ •.!~auHt Utt> whole t;ill ultog"etht•r. llt• 
mUiilt r~ive spe.1!al rtasons why clause 6 should bt omitted. 

Mr. Deva.ki Prasad Sinha ; I am givin~ remwns only for this elalue 
brmg deMed from tllt~ Uill. .l.\ly rensons are that the 'rnritl' Hoard 
specifically in their r,•..:omawmlations !uti1l that the:-~e lllt'llsurt:'s must in 
their nature ~e temFc:raty. and sinct• thi~ nt•w chm.;c introtluct•s a prn· 
vision regarding- the holuing of an inquiry at the t•ntl of three yt•urs
which the T:u!ff Boar.\ nen•r l'llg')rPSt('cl-l think that this is a fnrtht•r 
inctunbrance on the country whieh tid . .,; House would do '\n•ll to disrt>~oturtl. 
At the bt:ginning of the Report of the Tariff Board, pages 12 and 13, they 
discussed the speciaJ facilities which this country afforded in the manu
facturt- of iron and steel. ~ir, the Tariff Board tlh!lll~~'' \ t!' tr. tlwi I' 
report hve stated that they consider that the facilities in the way of 
natura! resoUJ'ces provided in this country are ~e:ry great and they 
uttr1bute the cuusu of the failure o( ln1lian industrtcN to compete in 
~he We11·ld market to temporary cause~. 'fhese causes they said may be 
removed wher. wodd conditions are more stable and the general level 
of pri~es has 11ettled down. I do not, therefore, see what justification 
thl're is for ~riving still further concessions to the Tata Company, that 
·even if at th;! end of three years they have not m1c.le their mark and have 
not improved their organisation and improved the quality of their ilteel, 
we shaH still be lenient to them. Whu·e, tlir, 1 ask Uovcmmcnt, is there 
any provision in the l{pport suLmi:tl•d l1,\' the Tariff Boar! I for an inquiry 
like this ? I submit, Sir, by accepting a proposal like thi11, we Hhall only 
be giving a t•remium to inefficiency and bad organisation. We shall 
only hi! giving enc·mragement to all those firms in India that may exist 
!\t the j)!'esenr time or may start. their work hct'eafter, encouragement 
in the way of carryin~ on their bu:mw:1s in the most ldhargw way. 
What, Sir, wcmld bE! the efrect on any company in India establit~hed by 
its OW!! ~trength to compete in tl1e world market, if it is always com· 
forted with the thought that, when thete are bad times, a maternal 
Government will come down and help thPIU at the cost of the poor tax
payer ? I ask, :::!ir, what justification is there for risldng all the pros· 
perity of the country in orcler to save one indu11try ? :::lave it, if you 
desire to save it, for the time being, bnt why give it a permanent 
guarantee that, whatever you may do, whatever may be your Hins anrl 
whatever may• be your faults, our charity will always be at your dispo· 
sal T I submit there is absolutely no mo1·al justification for it. What
ever economic reasons could be found for enacting- the Bill for three 
years, I submit there is no reason why we shonlrl consent to an inquiry 
being held after three year11, when no ca11t> ha~ hecn made out for such 
an inquiry. If there i:-~ any case made ont after lapse of three years, 
we may consider whether an inquiry is necessary or not. Why, Hhonl!l 
we Jlive a ~u~~rantee at the present time that, if you clo not men<l your 
l:ay;,, after three years we shall make an inquiry and again exteml 11 
helping hand to you. 1'his is nothin.~ hut laying a premium on in
efficiency and bad mana~ement. It will defrat thr wry• purpose of the 
Bill. It would deieat the very idea the Tariff Board had in their minds, 
namely, that they ..-.. ould !!ive a temporary protection to Tatas, so that 
in the end they may Mand on their own l!•gs. For these reason!-! I 
strongly oppose the a(ldition of this r.lause, anrl I think the House wilt 
realise the great uanger this clause intro•ltwes. 



THE STEEL IND'OSTBY (PROTECTION) BILL, 267~ 

. Mr. 0. Duraiswami Aiyangar: May I correct the Honourable .Mem
ber f On page 38 of their Report the Tariff Board have recommended 
a fresh inquiry in 1926-27. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : I do not think I need take 
!\[r. ~inha very seriously on this matter. Mr. Sinha has made it quito 
dear that he is entirely opposed to the principle of this Bill. That is 
u JIOllition I can understand, but I cannot understand a position where 
an Honourable Member definitely does his best to wreck and render use
IPt::o a Bill. As Mr. Duraiswami Aiyangar has pointed out, Mr. Sinha 
)w!< not even taken the trouble to re~d the Tariff Board's Report. He 
,.,tid this amendment is opposed to the whole principle and scope of the 
Dill. That statement·is entirely and absolutely incorrect. ·The Tariff 
Board definitely recommended that we should make it perfectly clear in 
the Preamble to the Bill that there was a continuity of the policy of 
I'"otcction. They also made 1t perfectly clear that for special reason:t 
the actual rates and bounties which they proposed should be guaranteed 
f.,r only a period of three years, and they definitely stated in the sum
mary of their recommendations that they considered that in 1926-27 a 
further inquiry would probably be necessary. That is all that this 
clause purports to provide for. It purports to provide for that special 
hutuiry. It is in no way inconsistent with the scope or the purpose 
of the Bill. On the contrary, the Select Committee deliberately inserted 
it in order that the scope and purpose of the Bill might be brou~ht out 
more clearly. 

Mr. President: The question is : 
11 That elause 6 now do stand part of the Bill" 

The motion was adopted. 

Mr. President : Then we come to the Schedule. The question is : 
11 That the Schedule do stand part of the Bill." 

ThP- first amendment is from Babu Rang Lal Jajodia, that" paragraph 1 
of the Schedule be deleted.'' That falls because the Honourable Member 
is not l1ere to move it. The next amendment is that of Sir Sivaswamy 
Aiyer to paragraph 3 (c) of the Schedule. 

Sir P. S. Sivaswamy Aiyer (Madras : Nominated Non-Official) 
My amendment is : 

11 In paragraph 3 (c) ol the Schedule for the word and figures 1 and 154 1 sub· 
atitute tho word and figures 1 154 and 155 '·' 1 

This amendment is coupled with another amendment which appears 
lower down the list against my name. 

Mr. President : What number is that 7 
Sir P. S. Sivaswamy Aiyer : No. 79. 
Mr. President : This is purely consequential ; I think it had better 

follow 79. Mr. Duraiswami Aiyangar's amendment, which comes next. 
is that : · 

11 In paragraph 7 of the Schedule in the proposed Part VII for the varying rates 
ot duty givell in the 111id Part, aubstitute the uniform rate of 33! per cent. oil. 
t·alorem. 1 ' 

I am not sure whether the effect of that is to increase the taxation, 
in which case it will be out of order. 

L85LA 
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Sir P. S. Sivaswamy Aiyer : The Honourable Sir Basil lllackett may 
be able to say whether it has that efYcct. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : I think I can answer that ques
tion. If the specific dutit>s propost:'d by the Tariff Board are converted 
to O<l 1-'alorem dutie~ on the basis of the present tariff nluations, they 
may range from 12 to 28 per cent. ad 11alorem. The amendment would 
have the effect of raising every dnty recommended by the Tariti Doard. 

Mr. President : Then it will be out of order. Then comes Mr. Bel vi's 
amendment which proposes to substitute ad t•alorem for ton and cwt 
(Several Honourable Members : 11 lie is not here.") Then that falls, and 
we come to Captain llira Singh '~:J amendment to paragraph 7 of thl) 
Schedult>, Part VII, item 143. · 

Sardar Bahadur Captain Hira Singh (Punjab : Nominated Non· 
Official) : Sir, I beg to move the following amendment : 

" In paragraph 7 of the Schedule in the proposPd Part VII, item No. 143, 'Le 
deleted. Also that the following additional articles be excluded from the opt'ratiou 
of th& Aet, namely, karahis, taslas, dols, khurpis, hausias, plough blades, a.xcs, and 
gandasas." · · 

Mr. President : Your amendment is only this : 
11 That in paragraph 7 of the Scht>dule in the proposed Part VII, item No. 143, 

be deleted.' ' 

'fhat is th~ only amendment before the House. 
Sardar Bahadur Captain Hira Singh: Very good, Sir. In moving 

this amendment, Sir, I have in mind that a large mass of the inhabitants 
in this country, and more particularly those in the 11rovince from whi~h 
I come, to whom the simple implements and utensils which I have mentioned 
in my amendment are as necessary for the simple purposes of their daily 
lives -p~rhaps even more so-than that simple article of diet, namely salt, 
about which all my friends in this Honse have been so insistent and eloquent 
on political platforms all over the country and in this House. Those people, 
Sir, of whom I am one, have not the ability to follow prin<'iples or high 
finance. They cannot visualize the far-reaching consequences of policies, 
however virtuous and national those may be, which strive to enforce the 
abstractions of economic genius. But, Sir, they do understand the common 
facts of life. They can visualize in their daily struggle for existence the 
effects, if not the causes, which surround them. 

And the effects which they will visualize are these : 
(1) The prices of simple agricultural and domestic implements will 

go up 50 or 60 per cent. 
(2) .Municipalities and District Boards will require more JUC!Lt•J' 

to meet the increased cost of their necessary works and opera· 
tions, and will enhance their local rates. 

(3) The annual maintenance and renewal charges o! factories 
already established, and the higher cost of establishing new 
factories, will cause an increase, will cause a proportionate 
increase, in woollen, cotton and leather goods. 

(4) The natural consequence of all this will be a general rise in 
the cost of living. Wages of agricultural and all other 
labour will be increased. 

And at the end of it all, Sir, what is goini to happen T 
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So far as the agriculturist is concerned, this is what Win happen. 
lie will hne to pay more- -

(1) on all domestic utensils made of iron and steel ; 
(2) on all house-building materials made of iron and steel ; 
(3) to Municipalities and District Boards for their taxes ; 
(4) in all agricultural implements; 
(5) on wearing apparel. 

May I ask, Sir, what ultimate benefit will the people whom I represent 
reap out of all this t Nothing that I can see save the dismal satisfaction 
of knowing that some wealthy compatriots of his have succeeded in 
assuring their position iJr the dim financial world. 

I am speaking, Sir, more particularly on behalf of the millions of 
Punjabi agriculturists who are not industrious nor labourers and have no 
t'onr.ern whatever with the distant factory at Jamshedpur which has 
succeeded, mainly- by bad management we are told in getting its affairs 
involved in some sort of financial tangle. 

But however that may be, Sir, I appeal to this Hotise, ·if it 
really considers that it is for the good of the country that this Bill 
should. be passe~,-1 appeal to my Swarajist friends, I appe~l to the 
Government Benches, to consider the unfortunate plight of. the millions 
of agriculturists, on whose behalf it has before now been contended that 
even an increase in the cost of living of 3 annas per head per annum is a 
hardship. And if my amendment is not accepted to-daya the hardship 
which they will suffer out of this Bill will be fifty times greater than 
that. 

Sir, finally, we have heard a great deal in this House about the 
exploitation by foreign capitalists of Indian labour and Indian natural 
resources. But I am not aware, Sir, that any. single :Member in this 
Douse has mentioned in this debate the exploitation of the petty farmer, 
the zemindar, the agriculturist of India by the local Bunias and money
lenders of the villnges of India. Sir, it is not necessary to prove the 
truth of the saying common among us that the agriculturist is born in 
debt-he lives in debt and he dies in debt ; his patrimony is shared by 
a dozen different middlemen. Yet, Sir, it is these stalwart yeomen who 
are the bulwark of India from whom millions of gallant Indian soldiers 
are drawn ; and I think, Sir, that even aboYe the importance of establish
ing or bolstering up the steel and iron industry, it is necessary to support 
and preserve from any further exploitation the agriculturist of India. 

I, therefore, submit my amendment to the consideration of the House. 
The Honourable Sir Charles Innes: Sir, Captain Hira:Singh pro

poses that item 43 should be omitted from the Schedule. Item 43 
proposes that the duty on five kinds of agricultural implements should 
be raised from 15 to 25 per cent. Now the explanation of this proposal 
made by the Tariff Board is given in Chapter 6 of the Tariff Board's 
Report. The House has got to remember that if we are going to have 
a proper steel industry at all in India, that steel industry will lead to 
~he .gr.owth of a whole family of subsidiary industries round it. It is a 
baste mdustry and these subsidiary industries grow up round it. That 
is exactly what is happening at Jamshedpur now. One of these sub
aidiar;v industries is a company called the Agricultural Imp1ementl 
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[Sir Charle~ Innes.] 
\Jompany. The Tariff Board ~ay that with a small measure of temporary 
protection we shall assist this agricultural implemrnts in(lnstry to make 
good, and that is the reason why they hnve proposed this enhunct•mt•nt 
of duty on these very few classes of agricultural implements. My Honour
able friend Captain Hira Singh suggests that if we agree to thi!-1 enhance
ment we shall be imposing a Yery heavy burden \lpon the cultivator and 
the agriculturist ; but, Sir, I am afraid that I muilt challenge that state
ment. These machines are machine-made implements and they are used 
more by the railways, irrigation works, local bodies, mines and lar:ze 
plantations than by the ordinary cultivator or agricultarist. The '11arit[ 
Board definitely examined that point, and if Captain Ilira Singh will 
·read the report, he will find that they do not consider that these enhance
ments will have much effect upon the agriculturist. On the contrary, 
their definite conclusion is that the (lire~t effect upon the agriculturist 
of all their proposals is likely to be almost negligible. In these circum
stances I am afraid that the Government must oppose Captain llira 
Singh's amendment. 

Mr. M. K. Acharya. (South Arcot ·cum Chingleput : Non-Muham
madan Rural) : Sir, I strongly support the amendment that has been 
moved by my gallant Colleague opposite there. I do believe, Sir, that 
these implements are used very conunonly by people who earn ouly a few 
annas a day. Mamooties and kodalies are implements which help th('m to 
make a living, and it will be very hard indeed to pass a measure which will 
put obstacles and trouble, in any degree what~oever, in the way of the 
poorest of the poor workers of this land. They are not even agricultural 
farmers ; they form a class even below the class of small landholders ; and 
they use these implements for such work as cutting down wood, digging 
mud and other kinds of labour in the fields. These people form the vast 
bulk of the p~pulation of this country, and it is very undesirable that they 
should have any burden imposed upon them, however slight it may be. 
Statistics are always very, very elusive. If you take the Government valua
tion of these instruments, it may come to a very small figure from our 
standard ; but the class of people who nse these instruments for making 
their living have very small incomes and we should r;ee that they do not 
suffer. In regard to larger instruments which are used in factories and on 
railways, there is no harm in imposing a tariff on them ; but where the 
poorest of the poor are concerned, those who make tJ·,eir day's living with 
the help of these instruments-for Gpd 's sake do not interfere with them, 
but let them alone. That is the consideration which inducefl me to give 
my hearty support to this amendment ; and I implore every Member of 
this House who comes from a t·ural constitr<'ncy to remem~Jer what ~-:ort of 
plaintive question will be put to him when b goes back there. llis consti
tuents will say "Kodalies co~t us 4 annas before, they now cost us 
6 annas " ! But it is not simply with a view to answering them that 
I for one support this amendment. I repeat that any very complicated 
statistics will be of no avail here. This item is not going to bring in a 
great deal of revenue even on the calculations of the gentlemen opposite. 
Therefore, I think it will. be charitable on their part and just on ours 
if we exempt these instruments, which are used by the ordinary workmen 
for their daily livelihood. I therefore strongly implore every :Member 
cf the House to support this amendment. . 
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Dr. H. S. Gour : There &eP.ms to me to be some mis&pprehenai?n o:o 
the part of the Honourable Mon•r ·of this amendm:ent because, if his 
amendment is carried it will not only do away w1th the proposed en
hancement of 10 per e~nt. duty upon imports but with the existing tariff 
of 15 per cent. leviable upon t~ item of househ?ld i~plemen~s. The 
Tariff Board in chapter VI of ~hell' Report deal. With this ques~10n, and 
they point out that the necess1ty of enhanced Import duty arises from 
the fact that a flourishing industry entirely owned and managed by 
Indians has arisen in Jamshedpur, and owing to the lower prices ot 
foreign goods, it is not able to make headway, and conse9uently, so~e 
temporary support is required in the shape of enhanced Import dubes. 
The companr concerned wanted 20 per cent. enhancement, but tha 
Tariff Board said that they could not recommend more than 10 per cent., 
making 25 per cent. altogether: I discerned, Sir, a little discrepancy 
between the Honourable Mr . .Acharya 's support and Captain Hira Singh's 
proposal. · The Honourable Mr . .Acharya is in favour of the import duty, 
but he wants that bona fide agriculturists who use such agricultural imple: 
ments should be exempted from such duty. Now I ask you to formulate 
a concrete proposal. How is a kudali to be marked if it is to be used 
by a bona fide agricultural labourer and how is a powrak to be marked 
if it is to be used by the Indian Railways f Moreover the small addition 
in the import duty will assist the village lohar who caters for the needs of 
the agriculturists. Let those who plead for agriculture also remember 
him. I therefore submit that this very small duty of 10 per cent. recom
mended by the Tariff Board and recommended also by the Select Committee 
11hould be accepted by this House. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Sir, am I entitled to move my amend-
ment as an amendment to this amendment f . 

"That iD paragraph 7 of the Sehedule in the proposed Part VII in eolumn • o! 
it~m No. 143, for the figurea ' 25 • the figures ' 15 ' be substituted." 

Mr. President : We must first get rid of Captain Hira Singh's 
U'lendment, because he wants to delete the whole item. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha: In that case, if you put the original mo
tion as you did in the ease of ..... 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : I may perhaps point out to 
the Committee, in order to remove a misapprehension that may have 
been created by Dr. Gour's statement, that the amendment which is now 
proposed and the amendment which we are now discussing have exactly 
the same effect. They simply restore the existing duty of 15 per cent. 

tala Duni Chand (.Ambala Division : Non-lluhammadan) : Sir, I 
also stro~gly 11uppo~t t~e a~endment moved by my Honourable and 
gallant friend Captam Hira Smgh. My reason is perfectly simple and it 
!s this .. Government ~aye always ~laime~ the sole monopoly of protect
mg the mterests of millions of agriculturists, and that right has always 
been denied to people like ourselves who really are the best friends of 
the agriculturists. It is a splendid opportunity for the Government to 
give p~oof of their pr.ac~ieal s~path_y wi~h the millions of agriclturists. 
There .Is no do~bt that,~ Captam Hira Smgh's amendment is accepted, 
yo~ will be domg a eoDSiderable amount of good to millions of agricul
turt.sts. .It ma~ be true ~hat .this clause applies to agriculturists and non
agrJCltlU'lsts alike, but if tbl8 amendment is accepted there is not the 
least doubt that millions of agriculturists will be ~ensely benefited. 
Therefore, I wan' !<! pu' the Government on their trial so that they may 
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[Lala Duni- Chand.] 
give real and practic,a.l proof of their sympathy. I shall be very happy 
if the Government can see their way to accept this amendment which 
has been moved by a very faithful servant of Government, who is also a 
very loyal supporter of Government. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Sir, my Honourable friend Dr. Gour 
from Nagpur has said that if we accept Captain Ilira Singh 'a amend
ment, the result would be that even t~e present d·uty leviable on these 
articl~s would go. 

Mr. President : The llonourable Sir Basil Blackett has already 
pointed out that this is an entire misapprehension. 

Dr. B. S. Gour : Sir, I just want' to point out that I was quoting 
from page 133 of the Tariff Board's Report. The misapprehension, if 

• any, is contained in the Tariff Board's Report. 

Mr. President : It is not any the less a misapprehension becaut~e 
somebody else shares it with the Honourable 1\Iember. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Sir, the effect of Captain IIira Singh '8 

amendment and the effect of the amendment of which I have given notice 
is practically the same. Now, Sir, objection has been taken to this 
amendment on the ground that the articles affected by thi~ enhanced 
duty are used mainly by Railways and other factorie'-1. (A Voice : 
" Not mainly.""') I realise, Sir, that the Tariff Board also at ·page 131 
of their Report say tbiat these articles are not used by agriculturists. 
Well, Sir, if they have accepted the opinion of the Director of Indus· 
tries, Bihar and Orissa on this question, in the first place I would dispute 
the very proposition that these articles imported from abroad are not 
used by agriculturists. But granting, Sir, that they are not used by 
agriculturists and that they are used only by Railways and 
other factf>ries, what is the position 7 Let us &nalyse it. Some 
of the articles manufactured here and those imported into this 
country from abroad are used partly by Railways and other concernl!l 
and partly by agri<mlturists. Now, Sir, in the Report which the Tariff 
Board have submitted they have imposed duty on wrought iron and on 
certain other articles chiefly on the ground that they can be used as sub
stitutes for fabricated steel. I ask this House, Sir, to apply the same 
argument in this case also. What will happen is this. If the price of 
Kodalis, etc., used by Railways is raised, then I submit that under the 
operation of the ordinary laws of economi~s, the price of these articles 
that are used by agriculturists would also be raised, oth-zrwise if they 
can be had at an appreciably cheaper price they will be substituted for 
the imported articles. The result would be this, that the effect of this 
enhanced duty would be spread over all articles consumed either by 
Ra.ilW!ays or by agriculturists. I am quite surprised that the Tariff Board, 
consisting as it did of such great economists, have accepted a proposi· 
tion which is fallacious at the core. If the price of imported Kodali8 
is increased, they cannot prevent the ordinary laws of economics from 
operating, and the price <>f those articles manufactu,red in thi!i country 
is sure to go up. Well, Sir, there is another argument which the Honour
able Sir Charles Innes ha.R used against this amendment. He said 
~hat i.t is necessary in the interests of Tata's, who produce raw material, 
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to ma.illtain the subsidiary industries, so that the articles manufaeturM 
by Tata 'a may find a market. Well, Sir, the argument comes to this, that, 
in order to save Tata's, you should not hesitate even to enhance the dutr 
that would affeet directly the agricultural population in this eountry. 

I am reminded. Sir, of a story which we all, I believe, read in our 
boyhood. There was a saint who was so much moved by the sight of a. 
poor man walking bare-footed on a hill that he made a resolution within 
himself that somehow or other he woUld provide that poor man with a 
pair of 11hoes. When he could not find a pair of shoes anywhere else he 
atole a pa$- of shoes belonging to a poor man and gave that pair to that 
man who had inspired him with sympathy. This is, Sir, the position of 
the Government. In order to maintain the existence of the Tata 's, they do 
not hesitate even to snatch away the small moiety which is all that is given 
t.o the poor agricultural population of this country. I submit, Sir, that 
this House should consider this question 'fery carefully. Even if this 
amendment is carried, it does not materially affect the position of Tatas, 
because, according to the Report of the Tariff Board (I refer to page 130) 
the total consumption of these articles is 1,000 tollS and the price caleu
lated by the Tariff Board is about Rs. 700 per ton. So the total value of 
these imported articles would be Rs. 700,000. Now, Sir, an enhancement 
of duty at the rate of 10 per cent. ad valorem on these Rs. 700,000 would 
bring Rs. 70,000 only. Therefore, Sir, the only effect which this amend
ment would produce would be to reduce the aDWunt that would go to 
the T~tas by Rs. 70,000. It is a very small amount and would: not affect 
the position of Tata 'a. At page 45 of the Report, we find that Rs. 27,'11,000 
are going to be paid as interest to the ordinary shareholders at 10 per cent. 
Now, Sir, it this reduction is made in the duties in order .to save the poor 
agricultural population of the country, it would affect only Rs. 70,000 out 
of Rs. 27,71,000 which is going to be paid to them out of the revenue 
derind from the poor. Therefore, I hope the House will seriously con· 
aider the position_ and accept the amendment moved by Captain Hira 
Singh. 

Mr. Bhubanananda Das (Orissa Division: Non-Muhammadan) : Sir, 
I rise to 9ppose the amendment moved by my gallant friend and so ably 
supported by my friend Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. U we accept this 
we kill the trade of Indian village blacksmiths and those few firms that 
are now manufacturing kodalu, picks and other agricultural implements 
in India. You ha'fe put a tax on iron and steel by this Bill. You have 
to put a corresponding tax on the imported agricultural implements. Else 
the trade of the village black-smiths will suffer and they will not be able 
to stand the competition from imported agricultural implements. Surely 
you do not wish to kill this indigenous cottage industry and thereby kill 
the profe!liion of village blacksmiths. I come from a rural con
stituency and in my side only Indian-made agricultural implements are 

1 , .. used. I ask you not to kill this trade. With these 
. remarks, I support the original proposition in the 

Bill. that an ad valorem duty of 25 per cent. be levied on ell imported 
agr1cultural implements as mentioned in the Schedule to this Bill. 

Mr. President : The question is : 

" Tbat iteta No. lfS do lt&lld part of th1 Ekhedule." 
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The Assembly divided : 
AYES--aT. 

Aiyer, Sir P. S. Si•a•w•m1. 
Bell, Mr. R. D. 
Bhore, Mr. J. W. 
Blackett, The Honourable Sir Basil 
Bray, Mr. Denys. 

• Coeke, Mr. H. G. 
Das, Mr. Bhubanananda. 
Davies, Mr. G. H. W. 
Faridoonji, Mr. R. 
Gour, Dr. H. S. 
Hezlett, Mr. J, 
Hindley, Mr. C. D. M. 
Holme, Mr. H. E. 
Hudson, Mr. W. F. 
Huee1Ulally1 Mr. W. M. 
Innes, The Honourable Sir Charlet. 
Littlehailes, Mr. R. 
:Mitra, The Honourable Si:r Bhupendra 

Nath. 
Moneried' Smith, Sir Hellry. 

Muddiman, The Ilonourable 1:-\ir 
Alexander. 

Muhammad Ismail, Khan B~hadur Suiyi1\. 
Nag, Mr. G. C. 
Neogy, Mr. K. C. 
Pate, Mr. H. R. 
Ramachandra Rao, Diwan Buhadur M, 
Raj Narain, Rni Buhndur. 
Rushbrook·Williams, l'rof. L. F. 
Sums, Mr. H. A. 
Sarda, Rai Sahib M. llarbilns, 
Sastri, Rao Bahadur C. V. Visvauathu. 
Singh, Rai Buhadur S, N. 
Tonkinson, Mr. ll. 
Tottenham1 Mr. A. R. L. 
Townsend, Mr. 0. A. 11. 
Venkatapatiraju, Mr. B. 
Willson, Mr. W. S. J. 
Wright, Mr. W. T. M. 

\L 
NOE~S. 

Abdul Karim, Khwaja. 
Abul Kasem, Maulvi. 
Aeharya, Mr. M. K. 
Ahmad Ali Khan, Mr. 
Ahmed, Mr. K. 
Aiyanga:r, Mr. C. Duraiswami. 
Ai1angar, Mr. K. Rama. 
Alimuzzaman Chowdhry, Mr. 
Chaman Lal, Mr. 
Dalal, Sardar B. A. 
Das, Mr. Nilakantha. 
Datta, Dr. B. K. 
Duni Chand, Lala. 
Dutt, Mr. Amar Nath. 
Fleming, Mr. E. G. 
Ghulam Bari, Khan Sahib. 
Goswami, Mr. T. C. 
Govind Das, Seth. 
Hans Raj, Lala. 
Hari Prasad Lal, Rai. 
Hira Singh, Sardar Bahadur Captain. 
Ismail Khan, Mr. 
J eelani, Haji S. A. K. 
Joshi, Mr. N. M. 

The motion was negatived. 

Kartar Singh, Sardar. 
Kazim Ali, Shaikh·e·Chatgam Manlvi 

Muhammad. 
Kelkar, Mr. N. C. 
Lohokare, Mr. K. G. 
Mnkan, Mr. M. E. 
Malaviya, Pandit Krishna Kant. 
Misra, Pandit Shambhu Dayal 
Misra, Pandit Harkaran N ath. 
Murtuza Sahib Bahndur1 Maulvi Sayall. 
Mutalik, Sardar V. N. -
Nehru, Pandit ShamlaL 
Patel, Mr. V. J. 
Rajan Bakhsh Shah, Mukhdum Syed. 
Ranga Iyer, Mr. C. S. 
Ray, Mr. Kumar Sankar. 
Roy, Mr. Bhabendra Chandra. 
Samiullah Khan, Mr. M. 
Sarfaraz Hussain Khan, Khan Bahadnr. 
Shama-us-Zoha, Khan Bahadur M. 
Sinha, Mr. Ambika Prasad. 
Sinha, Mr. Devaki Prasad, 
Sinha, Kumar Ganganand. 
Yakub, Maulvi Muhammad. 
Yusut Imam, Mr. M. 

The Assembly then adjourned ~or Lunch till Three of the Clock. 

The Assembly re-assembled after Lunch at Three of the Clock, Mr. 
President in the Chair. 

Mr. President : No. 71• on the list no longer arises. No. 72. 
Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Sir, my amendments are what r may 

describe as the poor man's amendments. In this case it is proposed to 

• That in paragraph 7 of the Schedule in the proposed Part VII in eolumn 4 
(rate of duty) of item No. 143, for the figures 41 25 11 the figures " 15 11 be sub· 
etituted. 
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raise the duty on wire nails by about cent per cent. The Tariff Board 
hal'e presented us with very meagre facts about wire nails. The eli:;. 
eussion on this subject is contained at page 131 of the Report and there 
is only one \'cry 11hort para~raph (paragraph 45) devoted to a considera
tion of this 11ubject. I confes~;, Sir, that on the facts as placed bcf(•l'll 
UH it is very difficult to form a judgment whether or not, admittin~· the• 
principle of protection, it is necessary to enhance the duty on the import 
of wire naiiH. Sir, the Tariff Board have not got even accurate infor 
mation &.bout the cost of production of this article. They say : 

11 We have not examined separately the cost of production of wire nails and indeed 
no rlata for aurh an exan1ination are available. These nails are manufactured from 
wiro hy 111eana of simple automatic machines •••.•. " ; 
and then they proceed to say : 

• • The priee of imported wire nails is about the same as that of wire and is some· 
timee artually lower. The present duty is 10 per cent. on a tariff valuation of Rs. 2'10 
a ton. We propose that the specific duty of Rs. 60 a ton should also be imposed on 
wire nailll. " . . 
They proposed to raise it to Rs. 60 a ton which is slightly more than 100 
per cent. My amendment, if it is read with article 146 of the Scht~<lule, 
propoHrM to reduce the duty from Rs. 3 to Rs. 1-8-0. Even then the .iuty 
would be slightly higher than what is actually paid on wire nails now. 
1 submit that these articles are of every day use for. all classes of con
sumers, poor and rich alike, they all use this article, and it is an arti:-le 
of necessity. In imposing an extra duty on these articles one more factor 
has to be tal(en into consideration, and that is that the actual consumer 
has really to pay much more than the duty which is imposed by the 
State. We know that in the case of the enhanced duty on matches 
the price of matches at retail shops went up much more than the pro
portionate increase in the duty on matches. Therefore, I submit that 
it would be hard on the poor men who have to use wire nails not as :m 
article of luxury but as an article of necessity. I realise, Sir, that in 
discus~inA' this subject we are labouring under some difficulty a~:~ all 
the fact!i are not prcs('nted in the Report. I shall be very glad if tm~· 
Jlonnurrable Mrmber who has made a study .of this subject is ablo to 
rnlit:rhtt•n the House as to the probable consequences of an enhanc':!ment 
of this duty to the nation. I ~>hould then be quite prepared to revise 
my own opinion, but as I ~>ec JIOW, the facts as they are presented in 
the Rrport do not warrant an enhancement of the duty on wire nails and 
1 frrl that we are unnecessarily imposing an additional burden upon the 
r :or man if we consent to doubling the duty on wire nail'3 and Prf'nch 
r1a Is. For these reasons I move my amendment•. · 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : When my Honourable friend, 
1\[r. Devaki Prasad Sinha talks about the poor man, methinks he does 
protest too much. Mr. Sinha. has already ruled himself out as a serious 
nit ic of this Dill becau:se he has admitted that he objects to the whole 
Bill, and because all the amendments that he has put forward are profes
IH'«lly put forward merely as wrecking amendments. Let me examine 
this story about the poor man. The proposal is to increase the duty 
on wire nail11 from Rs. 1·8-0 a cwt. to Rs. 3 a cwt. :Mr. Sinha says 
that that is ~oin~r to he a burden on the poor man. Now, Sir, [ ;1.&Ve 

lll!Hlt:' "nuH~ inquiri«'s Hs to who is the main customer of the;;e wirl' nnils 
atul I fin•l that the main customer for wire nails in India is the tea indus· 
try. I fiml nlso that on an average a pound of wire naib costs ,two 

• 11 Thnt in paragrnph 7 of the Schedule in the proposed Part VII in cloumn 4 
of Item No. 146, for the figure ' 3 ' the figures ' 1·8 1 be substituted." 

L8a! 'I 
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[Sir Charles Innes.} 

annas and that the increase of duty which i!i now proposed may a11d at 
the most a pie or possibly two pit'!i to that two annns. Now how oftt•n 
;lo~s a poor .man use ~ pound of w~re nail~ and for how long does that 
pound last h1m Y I thmk I have smd enottl!h to show that Mr. Sit:ha in 
talking about the poor man i~ really talking what is not true and what 
he knows nothing at all about. 'l'he other side of the question is that vvtl 
have started here a company at Jamshedpur. You ha\'u a pu~t·h· 
Indian company which has started upon a very important branch ~f 
manufacture. Sir Thomas Holland, ·whom everybody will admit to huv•.a 
been probably one of the greatest experts in industrial policy we ha\'c 
ever had in India, once wrotu a Inf'moranclum upon the development of' 
Indian industries. I remember that memorandum very well an1l 1 
remember one striking phrase in it. Ilc sahl " Would people believe 
that you cannot even get a wire nail made in India ". Now, Sir, here i11 
a company which is starting to remedy one of the greatr:!-t defects in 
our industrial armour and our industrial equipment. The Tariff Board, 
\vhich has examined the case o£ this industry, says that with a little 
protection you will enable that industry to make good. I think I have 
shown quite clearly that the amount of protection which it proposes i~ 
not going to do any harm to the poor man or to anyone els'.'!, and I bc•pe 
that the House will reject this amendment. 

Mr. K. Venkataramana Reddi (Guntur cum Nellore : Non-Mllham· 
.tnadan Rural) : Sir, I warn the House against destroying any more of 
our indigenous industries. The House has given a death-hlow to one 
of our industries by accepting Capta.in II ira Sing-h's a.mendment. There 
are, I understand, three firms in India manufacturing agricultural 
implements. The result of Captain !lira Singh's amendment is that 
not only the above companies will have to go into liquidation hut also 
the village blacksmith would be thrown ont of employment. lie will 
now have to buy iron and steel for makin~ agricultural implements at 
a higher price than before and inclusive or his remuneration the articles 
will cost very much more. But the agriculturists can get the ioreig"n 
article for less price than the blacksmith can supply. 1,he result i11 
that the blacksmith is thrown out of employment. Our industry h; 
killed. We must recognise that one of the fundamental elements of 
taxation is that the distribution of taxation must be equal. That is, 
the poor man has to contribute hi:o~ own mite as well as the rich man. 
When we accept the principle of protection it must be protection all 
round. You must not ~ivc anr exemption and, if we do, that will. be 
killing the principle itself. Mt. Hinha has said that th•l actual con
sumer has to bear the burden, but has he forgotten the ultimate result 7 
The foreign companies by a combine can sell articles cheap, the rt•sult 
of which is our industry will he killed ancl eventually they will raise 
prices even 50 per cent. hi[!ner than before and he ha-. to bear the 
burden for all time. I oppose this amendment on these grounds. 

Sir Purshotamdas Thakurdas (Indian Merchants' Chamber : Indian 
Commerce) : Sir, I do not think it is necessary to say anything furtl1et• 
Lut my excuse in risinh is to :mpplrment what the IIonflurablc the 
Commerce 1\Iemher said by pointin~ out to the House that the scheme of 
p1·otection for the steel in!h~stry is not a scheme for protection of only 
what the Tata Iron and l:Heel Co., or any other steel compvny turn out, 
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It goes further and covers the various subsidiary industries which follow 
11teel industry in any country. The question. before the House covers such 
aD industry and, as Sir Charles Innes has pointed out, if the Asembly 
thinks that the country would be satisfied, in spite of having steel at its 
nry door and having protection for steel, with not protecting say the wire 
nail industry, then only can it be justified in passing this amendment. , The 
idea of the acceptance of protection for steel means a little burden on every. 
thing made out of steel, and the burden must fall on the Mnsumer. I 
do not think that it is relevant on every occasion to bring up the 
question of the burden on the consumer, because that is the thing that 
the Assembly had to make up its mind about definitely when it proceeded 
with the di~>cussion of the details of this Bill. I feel, Sir, that that 
11ame argument has been rather overdone, and if we are now goh1g to 
trot it out over and over again over every item in the Schedule before 
ns, I am afraid that there will be nothing more than repetition. I feel 
\'ery strongly that nails are the first thing we ought to have manufactur
ed in this country if we decide upon protection, and whatever has fallen 
from Mr. Sinha on this point should hardly find fa¥our in this House. 

Mr. President : The question is : 
" That in item No. 146 of the Schedule the figures ' 1·8 ' be substituted for til" 

figure • 3 •." · · 

The motion was negatiyed. 
Mr. X:. C. Neogy (Dacca Division : Non-l\Iuhammadan Rural) : Sir, 

I do not propose to move this amendment• but I feel that an explanation 
is due from me to this House. particularly in view of my note of dissEmt 
........ (Cries of 11 No, no ".) Then, Sir, I will not say anything 
more, and I do not move the amendment. 

Mr. President : The ilext amendment is Dr. Gour's to insert an 
item 154 after item 153 : 

11 Loeomotivea and parts thereof, ail valorem ..••• ,30 per eent." 
That means augmentation of taxation and is o.ut of order, The 
altemativet to that also falls. 

· • In paragraph 1 of the Schedule in the proposed Part VII for item No. 149, thu 
following be eubetituted : 

" 149. Iron or Steel Sheets under J inch thiek-
Rs • 

., (a) not fabricated, blaek, ton 30 
(b) fabricated, all qualities, ad 1!alorem 15 per eent. 
(c) cuttings, blaek, ad t•alorem .. 15 ,, 

U9A. Iron or Steel Sheets under 1 inch, but not under n inch, thick-
( a) not fabrieated, galvanised, ton 45 per eent. 
(b) euttinga, galvanised, ad valorem 15 , " 

t After dause f of the Bill the following new clause be added, namely : 
11 5. (1) The Governor General in Council may, in eaeh of the financial years eom· 

Jloant.i111 • loeomotivM. mem•ing on the 1st o~ April, 1924, 1925 and.l926, pay 
. sueh sum, not exeeedmg 18 lakhs of rupees m any one 

flnant1al ,-ear, aa he thinks fit, by wav of bounties upon locomotives in respect of 
earh of whith he ia eatisfipd : • · 

(a) that it is auitable for the publie haulage of men animals or goods on 1 
railway in India ; and ' 

(b) that a aubetantial portion of the component parts thereof has been manu-
fadn!"fd in British India. · ' 

· (~) The Gove!I!or Gen~~al in Cou~dl may, by notification in the Gazette o~ India, 
r.-~,the I!OndltlQll~ BUb~('Ct to Which and ~~ mazuwr in which SUCh bouJI.tltlll maf 
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[Mr. President.) 
The next amendment ls Mr. Sinha'~. to substitute tho fi~uw1 11 20 " 

for the figures " 25 " in item 1St 
The amendment was not moved. 
Mr. Presiden\: The next is Dr. Gour's amendment, No. 76, to rt•stl)l'O 

item' 155 which was omitted by the Select Committee. 
Mr. V. J. Patel : May I rise to a point of order. Any proposal whieh 

affects the revf.'nne must emanate from the Crown. 1'his is a nor. 
official proposal which is now being put. 

Mr. President : The proposal originally emanated from the C1·own 
and the Select Committee took it out. The recommendation or tto 
Cro·wn still subsists. 

Dr. H. S. Gour : 'Sir, I beg to move : 
'' That the clause which was originally tl part of the Bill as r••flmeu to thCI 

Select Committee and which the Select Committee have ueciueu by a mujority or 
votes to omit be restored.'' 
'rhe reasons which induced the Honourable Members of the Select Com.' 
mittee to vote for the omission are briefly these. The protagonist 
before the Select Committee was my friend sitting on the right and I 
have no doubt ..... 

Mr. W. S. J. Willson (Associated Chambers.of Commerce: Nominated 
Non-Official) : On a point of order, Sir. IIa~ it not been rul!Hl in tlli)l 
House, Sir, on a motion of Dr. Gour himHelf, that the proceeding;; in 
the Select Committee ~hould not be discussed here· Y 

Dr. H. S. Gour : My Honourable friend is perfectly right an<l I 
am not discussing the proceedings in the Select Committee. · (Voices : 
"You are".) I apologize to my friend Mr. Will!-!on. The reasons 
which have induced the protagonist of the motion for deleting thia 
clause appear to me to be as follows. 

It is suggested, Sir, in the Report of the Select Comm1ttee, to which 
I draw the attention of the Honourable Members of thi~ llonHe, that the 
reason given for deleting thiA clanse iA stated in paragraph 11 in the 
following terms : 

41 We have carefully considered the chapter of the Tariff Boarrl Rl'port which 
relates to the protertion of the manufarture of tin-plates, and the majority of u~ 
think that the difficulties experienced by the only company which it was proposer! to 
protect are due to exeesslve eapital expenditure and are not su<·h aa to warrant 
assistanee from the general tax-payer. 1' 

That, I submit, is an inaccurate statement if we refer to the Volume of 
Evidence in which we have the opinion of the Government Metallur:?ied 
Inspector who, at page 53 of Volume II of the Evidenc•J of the Steel 
Industry report, speaks on thi~ very question in the following terms. 
He says: 

" One of the drawbaeks which you say the Company sttffl•r from by operatint.! 
tbrir pktnt in Indian climate is that it is not possible to keep the plant in operation 
during the whole of the year but th!'y have been able to operate the hot mills duriug 
the whole of this year Yery successfully by construeting watcNooled floors, Joftkr 
builrlings, more spacing betwt'en the mills anu 80 on. Thr~e llfl' the mrthoi]S cmploy~.:d 
by the Company for overcoming the climatic disadvantage. On thrse thry have spent 
a (•onsirlerable additional sum of money. Wh!'n I was in England a few monthR ag•J 
I fr1und that the tendency in sheet mills was to rio exadly thtl same thing nnd I s:m 
one galvanis!'il sheet mill in which the buildinl? was ro•l~hl.v sp!'n.king as high and 
the spacing about as generous as here. I saw that air draughts for cooling- the men 
were also supplied. It looks to me as though the line the Company have taken is th~ 
line of general development in sheet mill11 and tin mi!Is. 'hroughout the world.i, Ia. . 
.&.meriea the tendenc;y ia in the ~e diiectio;. '' ., · · · 
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Then, Sir, at page 5! we have the statement by the sa.me expert 
io the following terms. Rt>plying to Mr. Leyshon, Mr. Mather said : 

u Tbtrefore your ntra upenditure on woling apparatus and so on is a minor 
matter of buaintw~ effide~~ty. 11 

, 

.And he goes on to say : 
II It would not D('t'('88lUily raise your total tost. There may have to be more in . 

the rapital artount. But ainre you will be able to get your plant working the whole 
ymr it will reduce your working eost by a corresponding amount." 

Later on on the ~>ame page we find the following statement : 
u It iJ therefore fairly obvious that the Tin-plata Company if they have t!:l! 

tapitnl reeourtt'l nailltble eould undertake to produee the whole of the present deuum,i 
of India. But you said that if the Company were likely to get an unreasonably higher 
prite for tin·plates tompetition would sturt up." 

N'ow, Sir, the charge against th~ Tinplate Company is briefly this~ 
Thill company Wds 11tarted with the initial capital of 75 lakhs of rupees 
and in actual construction cost somt>thing like 150 to 160 lakhs. 1'he 
estimate wa~ nearly double. 'fhiK fact was brought to the notice of 
the Tarilf Board who deal with this question at page 122. They say 
that the cost of the estimates was exceeded for two reasons : first,. on 
aecount of the rise in the cost of prices generally, and 8econdly, the 
alterations in the design to render the works more suitable to Indian 
conditions. That, I submit, i~ a reallon which the Tariff Board pre
.mmably ael'epted as adequate for recommending protection to this 
Company. I therrfore submit that on the first ground, namely, that 
the Tin-plate Company is overcapitaliNed-a statement which on examina
tion will be found to be inaccurate, especially in view of the view taken 
by the Government expert who served on the Tariff Board as 1t eo
opted technical adviser-that the main ground given by the Select Com
mittee for rejt.>cting protection to the tin-plate industry, on closer exami
nation falls to the ground. Now, Sir, what are the other reasons that 
warrant rt>je<>tion or might be considered to warrant rejection. It has. 
bet•n said-and I have no doubt that it is a statement which is likely 
to be rrpeated here-that the Tin-plate Company is not able to produee, 
and will not during the next 3 years produce, sufficient quantity· of 
tin-plates rl'quired for the country. Well, Sir, the total imports of tin
platrs in this country i!'l about 50,000 tons, of which the Tin-plate Com
pany are t>stimated to produce 28,000 tons. The Tariff Board in their 
report point out-and it is a statement again borne out by ~Ir. Mather's 
11tatement in the volume to which I have referred-that the plant of thb 
company is desi!rned for future expansion~ I therefore submit that 
the mere fa<>t that this company at present produces, or is estimated t.1 
produce, 28.000 tons of tin-plates and will not therefore produce th~ full· 
quantity rrquired for consumption in this country is no reason for re
fusing it protection. Thf>n, Sir, it has been said that the 'fata Iron an.l 
Hteel Co, are in partn~rship with the Burma Oil Company who hold 
about two-thirds of the l'harrs in this company. and to protect the std 
indu~try is to rxtond the prot!'ction to the Burma Oil Company. I 
think it has brt>n statNl here on th~ floor of this Hou'ie on seYcr:d 
occasions-and I submit might be repeated with advantage once more
that we are not protr~tin!! any pHrticnlar individual or company. 'fhe 
fa<'t thnt an~· partil•nlur cn1~1:1any will receive protection is purt:ly 
incidental and a<'ri,lcnt .. l. Wlnt w.~ ~~rc prot('cting her~ is the roauu. 
facture of tin-platt's in this col:ntry. 
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I, therefore,. ~ubmit that we cannot ~o into the details ot the partm·r· 

ship behveen the Tata Iron and Steel Co. and the Burma Oil Compuny. 
It ha8 also been said that this 'company Is overloaded with debenture!~ 
at a very high rate of interest, namely, 10 per cent. But, Sir, in the year 
when the~e debentures wert> issurd, it hM not been stated that they 
were not issued at the then fair 11uuket rate, and I have no doubt that if 
any Honourable Member i~ anxiomo~ to !IC'!~ure a portion of these deben
tures, the Tin-plate Company would be only too ~ad to part with them. 
I therefore submit that the question about the debenturers is equally 
irrelevant. Then it might be sai1l, Sir, that the Tata'M have entl'!'cd 
into a disadvantageous contract with the Bnrma Oil Company. The 
Burma Oil Company are under the contract bound to recetve from tlhl 
Tata Iron and Steel Company tin-plate to the extent of about 21,000 
tons, and the Tata Company woultl be free to sell in the market only 
7,000 tons. And, consequently, it is said that if you give protection, you 
are giving protection to the producers of a very small qu!.mtity of tin
plate which would be thrown for. sale upon the open market. 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru : h it impossible for Tatas to turn out mort-
tin-plate Y ' 

Dr. H. S. Gour : Is it impossible for Tatas to turn out more tin
plate Y My friend Mr. Sbamlal Nehru has already answered that 
question. It all d('pentls on the protection you ~ive them. The Hot:st! 
must remember that if for any reason you rE>fuse protection to th!! 
Tin-plate Company, you refuse protection to the !!teel industry, and for 
this reason Tin-plate is made from. second-rate steel which does not 
come up to the standard of Brith.:h specifications. That second rate 
steel is utilized by the Tata Iron and Hteel Co. in the manufacture of 
tin-plate, and if you refuse 1~rotection to the Tin-plate Company, you 
will be forced to extend protection to the material which the Tata Jron 
Company would not be able to profitably utilize. 'l,hen, Sir, there is 
the poor man 'ii! argument that tin-plates are converted into kerosene 
oil tins, and these keroRene oil tins will become dearer in price. Well, 
Sir, I will leave Sir Charles InnN; to deal with this poor man's :tl')(U

ment. I beg only to suggest in this connection that the primary function 
of this House is to see that it Parries out the main purpos1~ of the Htll 
to which it stand::; committed, namely, that India must be, as far as 
possible, self-reliant and self-dependant for the production not only of 
iron rails and iron bars, hut f(Jr the production of all steel requh·e· 
ments of the countr;·. 

Mr. Bipin Chandra. Pal : The requirements of the B. 0. C. 
Dr. H. S. Gour : We are told, Sir, why should we help in protecting 

the requirements of the B. 0. C. ? 1\Iy friend probably forgets that 
B. 0. C. do not consume the entire output, present and possible, of the 
Tin-plate Company and the other companie~ that may rise in its wake. 
I have already !laid that the total consumption of tin-plate in this country 
iH 50,000 tons, of which the D. 0. C. utilise only 21,000 tons. The rrst 
of it I am told is n~rd in maldng tea boxes, receptacles fot· oilmen ')'I pr11· 
visions and things of that character. With the development of industrirs 
in this country the necessity for tin-plate in makin~ these boxes willlleconw 
daily more. insistent, an:l I think you wilt be starving those indu:-;rrie~ 
which depend upon thr thl':lp r-rodu~tion of tin-plate in tf:js count r.:: if 
you do not give the Tin-plate Company the protection which, I submit, 
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it deserves. It has been said that the Tariff Board in their report '\1·ere 
IWmewhat doubtful about the recommendation which they formulated. 
Well, Sir, I hal'e not seen-1 have gone through this report---but I ~ee no 
note of interrogation in their recommendation. They have no doubt passed 
in review all the objections which have been raised against protection to 
this Tin-plate Company. llost of them I have placed before this House. 
They ha\'e gh·en a reply to most of these objections and the~' wind up theit 
recommendation by saying-! am reading from page 126 : 

" In itlk'lf the establishment of the tin-plate industry in India is ~!early desirah~e 
and we believe there are good ehanees of aueeess. Soine assistance seems t~ be neees~arv 
for the neJt 2 or 3 yrat11 but we are elea!ly o1f opinion that it should be 'limite.{ rG 
the minimum wbirh •·ill auffiee to keep the tompany going until it is in a position 
111 •luaad alone,'' 

ThiN is a recommendation coupled with words of caution, and I do not 
think that we can improve on this recommendation made as it is after full 
t'll:amination of the facts which are ~;et out in this chapter dealin~ with 
this !ipecial industry. I therefore submit, Sir, that the Tin-plate Company 
dt>'*'rl'I.'S protection and it ~;houlJ receive protection at the hands of this 
Honse. I mo\'e my am~ndment. 

Mr. W. S. J. Willson: Sir, iu all questions of protection to be granted 
in the future this llouse, 1t seems to me, must stand in the position of 
judge and jury. I would like to know what jury, hearing Dr. Gour state 
his case which amounted to no more than the negation of a lot of things 
which he tiaid had been stated but which the House had not heard, would 
be convinced. The position of this House must, I say, be that of a jury 
and it is for this House to be satisfied, when any company or any industry 
puts forward its claim to protection, that it must make out a case. In 
giving protection we must be extremely careful what we do and we must 
be sath;fied in hery case that it is right and reasonable that it should be 
gh·en. My objection to this particular protection is based en the ground 
that a ease has not been made out. Kow I ask any Member of this Ilouse 
to read the cross-exn.mination of Mr. Townend on page 50 of the Evidence
Vol. II-by l\lr. Ginwalla and to say if after reading that hE> can come 
to the conclusion that eYen Mr. Ginwalla was satisfied in his trt'ln mind :;l1at 
the case had been made out f Now, Sir, I ~ave attempted to apply a com
mercial mind to this question and I offer these criticisms upon it. I in 
no way wish to be hard upon . any industry. We all admit that 
certain industries require protection but the Tariff Board have 
lhliil all alo 1! t~:t it is not up to us to provide protectio.1 !or 
l!ihareholders' dh·idends. If you can pt•ove that an industt·y is at a dis
ad,·antage or under a handicap and that protection will enable it to manu
facture 1ts goods at a profit, then you may t;e justified in J.:"iYing it ; but 
my submis.sion iH that we are not, on the information so far l:efore us, justi
fied in assuming that this company cannot work without our protection. 

Dr. Gour quoted the case of the Company. It is this. The Cl)]n· 
pany wa.~ floated in 1920 on estimates prepared the year hefore. The 
c11pital was i5 lakhs of rupees. I do not deny that these Mrks are pro
bably the fineMt tin-plate works in existence, and they ought to be thdt 
since. they are the-most up-to.date, and the designers had all the previous 
expt>rience to guide them. But 1 say that these estimates, whatever they 
were, were ill considered ; they were not sufficiently examined, they were 
not tiUbmittt>d to ~o;ufficiently llevere criticism such as would be given by any 
re-ally competent firm of first class managing agents. After the estimates 
were taken out, we ~d that, in order to make the plant more suitable to 
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lndia no le'N than 681 lakhs of rupees extra, that is, over and above the 
original estimates, \Vere spent for that pttrpos~ There was ah.;o a loss 
in exchange. Now, a loss in exchange is dead money, which it is not our 
busine.ss to protect. If at the time of the flotation of this Company the 
managing" agents were so neg"ligent as not to fix their exchange \\'liich, 
mind you, was then at a very high rate, it is not for this House to assist 
them. I know of many companies who haye done Pxactly the same thing, 
but none of them have conw before this Honse and asked to be dug ont d 
their graw. Sir, I 1laYe been to these works anr1 e:ritieisecl tllem with the 
eye of a not inexperiencetl man~:l·ing" ag(•nt. Tlw~:e \Yorks did not appeal 
to me. They seemed to me to be too extravagant throughout. I do not 
grudge tlwm their room and their spacing. but I do grudge tl:em a builtlin6 
as high a~; 1 h!s Ai-!sembly for the purpo;;(' Ililt only of making small 11ieces 
of tin-1'late hut for the purpose of actn t~!y pa(•.king them iu hoxe';. Citrl 
you justify that 1 Dr. Gour referred to ~lr. }father'~" n idenee on tlHl 

subject that these worln; have been built IYith a vie\r to their being extended 
later on. \Vcll, then I say it is not n sonnd pr1~cticnl busil:Pss principk 
to go and put up a much larger building than yon .want bf•fo1·r the day has 
come for you to use it, is to ......... . 

Dr. H. ·S. Gour : I think, Sir, there is a misapprehension on the part 
of my Honourable friend Mr. Willson. 1 said that these buildings had 
been constructed for the purpose of keeping them cool so that the i'nclory 
may work all the year round. That is what I quoted from Mr. Mather's 
evidence. 

Mr. W. S. J. Willson : Did you also not quote from the evidence and 
say something about extension 'I 

Dr. H. S. Gour : I said that the buildings were so de.signed ....... . 

Mr. President : The Honourable Members had better address the 
Chair instead of having conversations acrm;s the table. 

Mr. W. S. J. :Willson : That is the point, Sir, that they have bC'en 
desiQ"ned for being extended before the time has come to do it. rrheeefore, 
Sir, those remarks, I think, rather jm;tify my case on the gronnd of •.lxtnt
vagance. 

Now, Sir, this is my best point. Turn to paragraph 28 of tlw Report, 
and yea find that after the Company had committed this extJ·ava;.rnnc·e, 
after they had negligently lost their money in exchange, tlH:•y fin,l ill<'lll· 
selves hard up and they want to borrow money. \Vho did they go to ~ 
They went to themselves, to the Burma Oil Company, who were tlwn in
vited to subscribe for 125 lakhs of debentures at 10 per cent. rren per cent. 
on your own money, lent to your concerns ! ~0\r, is that right "! And 
are we to be asked to support a concern which, if yon inrn to Rtat<·melli 
No. 1, you will find charges 10 per cent. on its working capital hc:fore it 
shows a loss and then asks you to protect it ! t:ltatemeJit 1 show:; the 
cost of production of 100 boxes of tin-plate at Hs. 2,102. 'l'hey then pr,)
ceed to add depreciation, which in my vie1r is eXcl'ssiYe, as I make it amount 
to about 6 per cent. of the total turnover for the ypar, Rs. l:~G. Tht:'n they 
proceed to add inte:uest on working capital Rs. 64,-all item I 1-lhall deal 
with shortly-then interest on debentnrl'~ reprf•senting fixt•'J capita! (10 
per cent. on Ht-~. 85 lakhs) Rs. l:W) 11nd then of eom·se intereHt at .6 per eent. 
on Rs. 75 lakhs--the original capital, and so they swell the whole thing 
up to Rs. 2,510-as agaillflt Hs. 2,300 the price of the import.ed tin-ph:.te-
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showing therefore that there was a loss of RS. 210 which they ask l:.s to 
make good. I submit, Sir, that that is ep.tirely wrong. In my commercial 
experience I have never known a Company justify itself in charging in its 
co~;t account an imaginary interest on its ordinary shares. I am quite 
prl'pared to admit that in a cost account it is legitimate to charge all inter
est paid out under each head. I would include interest on debentures, hut 
not at 10 per cent. Now, carlil'r in .the evidence it wa.c; stated before the 
Tariff Board exactly how much of that 125,lakhs was paid up, but the Tariff 
lloard have not been at liberty to pass that information on to us .. I rather 
gathl'r, though I may be wrong, that only 85 lakhs have betm paid up but 
even then I would not pnss this charge of 10 per cent. on 85 la~hs as it is 
too high. The other item, Rs. 64. interest on working capital, ,! takl! th~ 
strongest possible exception to. We have no evidenc~ that the working 
capital is It!!, 40 lakhs. If, as the Tariff Board implied, the whole of that 
125 lakhs has not been paid up, there cannot be 40 lakhs of working capital, 
nor do I see any necl'~'ity whv there shouM be. The Tin-plate Company 
are exactly next door to the Tata works. They can get their steel almost 
daily a!'! it is required. There is no occasion for them to keep a large stock 
of steel for fabrication purposes and when I visited the tin-plate works the 
large stock was not there. Then again, there is no need to keep a large 
stock of manufactured tin-plates because the Burma . Oil Company take 
three-fourths of th<'ir production and presumably the Burma Oil Company 
are in a position to pay cash for what they buy. So on the 1i11ancial ques
tion, Sir, I say I object to the inclusion of these items in that calculatiOll 
and unles.tt they can give us further evidence and put up a very much better 
case than they have, we ought not to protect the shareholders' dividends. 
It may be true, it iK true, that this iK the basis of the ag~ecment beiwecn 
the Tin-plate Company and the Tata Company but that is a totally differ· 
ent thing. · 

And now, a few words on that side of the question. Dr. Gour tried 
to make one of hiK point~ that if you wh;h to protect the steel industry you · 
have to protect the tin-plate industry which is steel. No:w that I directly 
deny. The Tin-plate Company is in existence. The Tin-plate Company 
has an exi11ting contract with the Steel Company for the supply of plates 
for 25 yrai'!I. Therefore that cuts the ground away from Dr. Gour's argu
ment. · The steel is bought for 25 years. Therefore the actual selling of 
that steel requires no further prop up. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah: It does. Supposing the Company goes into 
liquidation T 

Mr. W. S. J. Willson : Oh I then they would probably recapitalise 
it on a different basis. I have said that we are not here to protect dead 
rapital. Dut let me ~ret back to the point of the steel. The Tata ·Com
pany had obviously all the worst of this argument between themselves anti 
the Burma Oil Company. The best brains have been on the side of the Oil 
Company and they have got the best of this bargain. The bargain is to 
supply the steel to the Tin-plate Company for 25 years at a price which 
cannot pay the Tata Steel Company. Therefore we have 1n effect in the 
first instance given a protection to the Tin-plate Company br givin.,. them 
<'h!'ap steel below cost price. That is one protection which wt have" given. 
Jlaving given that, they ask us for another and in the evtci~nce they h::d 
the impudt•nce to ask for an import duty of not less than 45 pet• cent. 
and they asked it for ten yeai'!I ! The Tariff Board have certainly done 

L8SLA l. · 
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a ~rt'at df'nl in cutting it down M farM they dill hnt in my YiPw thP.r hav•• 
not gone far t'nough. A great drat ha!O! bern maclt• of the ~~·1dt•tl •·o~t"' nut 
herr, but no allowanre hM bf'rn made for the tnnl'h t•hrnpPr land thH• yo 11 
grt, th.e rrasonably ('hf'ap coal and electricity and the fart that yon l;an• 
no frt>tf!ht to pay on yonr raw steel. Tlu•rf'fort'. Sir, I ha\'1~ saitl thnt. 1 
rpfnse to protect this company on the groun!l of its ('alculation~ or (•ost. 

!~e third ground is that this is not in any sense a naticmal ot· rvt•n a 
puhhc mdustry. As Dr. Gour says, the country's reqnirrment. of tin.platt·s 
is fiO,OOO tons per annum. This company programmrs to rnul.e 21'1,001) t(IJI~ 
out of that. Of these 2R,OOO tons 21,000 tons are under eontral't. tu tlu• 
Burma Oil Company who can take the lot. As a nuttter of fad., thl'\' •~an 
take the whole of the 28,000 tons. They can take the whole lot f;ll. !!."i 
years and have the option to go on taldng it aftf'r 2G vrnrs. 'l'lwrl'fort• :4i r 
this company is only programming to make 7,000 to~s for tlte public tratlt: 
of India, and, in order to protect this company and Pnahle th1•m tc1 g-et a 
little higher price for the 7,000 tons which thry have to flell, it is IH'n(ws,•tl 
that we should impose a tax on the whole of the 24,000 other tons whidt 
have to come into India for the public nse. In dmwin~ 11p the se!H~~.Iu1e 
for the protection of steel the -!J.1ariff Hoartl or the OovPt'Tllllt·nt-I do not 
know which-have been careful to differentiate in the tarilt h·~twern cPrtn in 
steels which come into India and compete with the 'fatas and c·rrta'n ~;IPPI'l 
which do not. In the tariff item on tin·platel'! there is no llltt•mpt to dis· 
tinguish between the class of tin-plate which is made by the 'fin-plate 
Company and other classes of tin-plate which are required l1y the eountry 
and which are not made by the Tin-plate Company. Surely this is an 
injustice. 

Now, Sir, I have had representations made to me from certain 
industries. The tobacco packers, the tea packers, who pack a pound of 
tea at a time, all tell me that this Tin·plate Company do not make the das11 
of plate that they require. They do not make the gauge, that is, the thick· 
ness of the plate that is required for the packing of foodstufl's. They only 
manufacture at the present time a class of plate suitable fc.r kero:-;ene c1d 
tins and a certain amount of inferior quality of that samt~ gangot\ 'l'lu~ 
packing companies tell me further that before this Tin-pl:Jte t'llmpany, 
which is asking in this way for an unqualified protection !nt· everytllin;r 
they make, is in a position to sup~ly the n.eeds of the pa.ckers' t~adt;, '\•;hich, 
mind you is consumed by the maJor portton of the Indian pl,bltc, It would 
be necess~ry for them to import some entirely new plant, thnt thi'l could 
not be done and run for a year at least and that the 'l'in·plate Company 
we are now considering are not in a position to supply tin·platcs of many 
of the sizes and gauges on which it is proposed to increase tbc tat·ilf wall. 
Therefore Sir, on all these grounds I say that a case has not bt'l'n made 
out yet fo; the protective duty on tin and that we ought not to allow it. 

I think I have dealt with all the points maue by Dr. Gonr ex~ept the 
" poor man's " argument which has nothing in it. Dut if you ;tgn·c to 
put up the price of tin-plate there is one feature only in the 'l'iH·I,laLc 
Company's point of view. It will make their partner.-;, tlw Uil Company, 
pay more for their tins and it will make you pay more for :,·our ki~t·o:-;,·flf! 
oil. I therefore do submit that it is not for this House, m; the case ;>laHJs 
at present made out, to impose a duty on the whole of the iiJlport of tin· 
plate ip. order to bolster up this one company. 
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Pandit Shamlal Nehru : I move that the· question be now put. 
Sir P.,s. Sivaswamy Aiyer: I wish to make a few remarks in sup

port of the amendment which ha.s been moved by my Honourable friend 
Dr. Gour and which i.s identical with the amendment of which I have 
mp.elf ~,:iwn notice. In the remarks made by the Honourable ?.Ir. Willson 
he hall treated thill provision for the protection of tin-plate as if it were 
applicable only to the Tin-plate Industry Company now in existence. 
Thill provision would be equally applicable to any other tin-plate manu
faduring company which may be ~;tarted. The charge of over-capitalisa
tinn ill one which bali been brought forward only against the Tin-plate 
Industry Company which is now in existence. Now, the reasons for 
granting protection for the manufacture of tin-plate in this country are 
gi,·en liuccinctly by the Tariff Board in their report. There are two 
J:rountli put forward by them. One is the necessity for a greater expendi
ture in the matter of buildings and in the matter of equipment as com
pared with European or .American countries, and the other consideration 
rt'ferl'f'd to by them i!:! the necessity of importing skilled,labour. These 
two eireum1;tances which are referred to by the Tariff Board must act as 
a handicap to any company which may be started for the manufacture 
of tin-plate. As a matter of fact, the necessity for importing skilled 
Jahour did act a'! a handicap even in the ca-;e of a country so industrially 
arl\'anct'd a~ the United States of America. rp to 1890 there was no 
protection for the tin-plate industry in America. Protection was then 
introduced and the result of the higher tariff was an enormous develop
ml•nt in the manufacture of tin-plate. If in the case of a country so pro
f.!ressive, so industrially advanced, as .America it was necessary to intro
duce protl•ction for the purpose of deYeloping the industry, it follows that 
it must be much more neces.'lary in the ca(je of a country like India. 

The real questions before the llom;e now are, is it or is it not desirable 
to t'stalilish a tin-plate indtL'!try in this country, and if it is desirable, is 
it [100\i!Jle for the tin-plate industry to be established without the measure 
of proti'Ction which is rt'eommended by the Tariff Board and which has 
been adoptt>d in this Bill f On both these questions I think it is possible 
to f!ive only one answer. The ~barge of over-capitalisation, as I have 
aln.·ady ~~aid, can only apply to this particular Tin-plate Industry Com
pany which i.s now in existence. It cannot pos.o.;ibly apply to other com
)Wting companies which may be started hereafter under the shelter of the 
hiJ.rhl'r tariff which is proposed to be introduced by this Bill. If we are 
n>ally dl'sirous of introdueing this new indnstry, and I do not think that 
that will admit of any difference of opinion, I think we have no other 
alternative than to agrl'e to this provision which was contained in the 
original Bill and which unfortunately ha"l been cut out by the Select 
Committeeo. Even taking the charge of over-cupitalisation against the 
t ompury now in nistence to be true, is it possible to avoid such mistakes 
in the case of a pioneer industry like this ! Mistakes of this kind are, I 
suhmit, more or less unavoidablt> and unles.(j the State is prepared to give 
Mill£' ~·lief to p~ople who come forward to start pioneer industries it will 
not be (lOS.'iiLle to induce capital to undertake the risks inevitably associat· 
ed with the Rtarting of new industries. I therefore haYe great pleasure in 
snpportinl! this amendment. 

'l'he Honourable Sir Charles Innes : There was one remark · in 
llr. Willson's speech with which I entirely agree. He said that this was 
essentially a matter fof the llous~ to ~eeide, For that rea&on1 had not 
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[Si; Charles Innes.) 

Dr. Gonl' and Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer givn notice of their •mendment~, 
I myself should have put in an amendmt-nt to the same effect in order 
that this question should not be decided by the Select Committee but bvl 
the llouse. At the same time, Sir, I must· frankly admit that I have 
rather a soft corner in my heart for this industry, and that for two rea11on~. 
In the first place, during the war I was Controller of Munitions in Mauras 
and I well remember the eolossal prices I had to pay for tin-plate re
quired for the army. I remember having to pay as much aA Rs. 120 " 
box for this tin-plate, tin-plate which is now selling nt Rs. 20 or 25 n 
box. That shows how advisable it is, 'if we can arrange it, that we should 
have an industry of our own' in India, and the second reason is that there 
are very few countries in the world which have been able to make a real 
success ~ the tin-plate industry .. l believe I am correct in saying thnt 
that industry flourishes on a large $cale in only two eonntriNI in the worlrl, 
namely, England and the Unitr-(1 States of America. Whatever mllY 
be said about' the past history of the Tin-plate Company, whntever criti
eisms may 'be made· about the faults of its estimatinjl,-and may I Rug. 
gest to Mr. Willson that the Tin-plate Company is not the only company 
which in 1919 made bad estimates-whatever critici11m11 of this kind may 
be made, no one can t~ay ~hat the Company at the present time iH not a(l
mirably and efficiently managed, and, given a little assiRtance, there iR 
every prospect of India being one of the few countries in tbe world which 
will be able to make a success of this tin-plate industry. That is one of 
the reasons why I say that ·I have a soft corner in my heart for this 
industry. I do not propose to· deal with Mr. Willson's criticisms about 
over-capitalisation. There can· be ito doubt about it that there has bran 
over-capitalisation, but Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer bas dealt with the point 
~Sufficiently. · . · · 

· Mr; Willson then made a great point of the fact that two or thrt'e 
years ago this Company was hard hit for money and they did not go 
to the public but went to the B. 0. C. They went that is to themselves 

·and borrowed money at 10 per cent. 1\lr. WillRon su~gested that there 
was something grossly unfair in· that, but I ask Mr. Willson what prospect 
there was for this Company to get money from the public at that time. 
·They had not a prospectus, and, if the B. 0. C. bad not come to the 
· rescue bf this Company by advancing this debenture money, the Com
pany must have gone into liquidation. Mr. Willson also suggested that 

·the B. 0. C. is the only Company which is going to make 
anything of this tin-plate. What does it make ? If all the debenturM 
have been issned the B. 0. C. ~m have 175 lakhs in that Company. It 
is not getting one pie of interest on these 175 lakhs, and the only pro11pect 
cf a return it has is that of being able to buy, if it so desires, two-thirds 

'o{ the production of the Company at the same price which it would have 
.to pay fQr imported tin-plate. It does not s·21em to me that the Durma Oil 

4 PM Company is going to !!'P.t so much out of it after all. 
· · · The case is admittedly a difficult one. It is 

fully stated in the Tariff Board's. report and what I wish the House to 
consider is this. You have got to take the thing as a whole. The tin
plate industry is after all a· pan-t of the Rteel industry. Now, if you 
ref~e- this' prot~ction what will happen. t Two things.may happen. The 



tin-plate industry may carry on. U it does carry on for fll:BDY years it 
will be a millstone round the neek of the Tata Iron and Steel Company. 
I do not &ay for a moment that it is the business of this House to· relieve 
the Tata Iron and Steel Company of the consequences of a ·mistaken or 
a bad contract ; but I do say that if by a small measure of protection you 
ean kill two birda with one stone, then it is worth while going in for that 
measure of protection. If you give this mall measure of protection to 
the Tin-plate Company you will ~ertainly help the Tata Iron and Steel 
Company, and I must remind the House that the scheme which we put 
up on the recommendation of the Taritt Board· for the. protection of the 
lteel industry is the minimum scheme which we think will· carry the 
existing industry through the.critical next three years. , At .the sallie time, 
while you are doing this, you are giving just that small amount of pro
tection which will enable India to have within its own borders what is 
after all an extremely useful and valuable industry, namely,· the tin-plate 
industry. If, on the other hand, the Company closes down, then good
bye to any chance of our ever having a tin-plate industry in India.· • And 
it aetms to me, Sir, that the Tariff Board, balancing the advantages against 
the diRadvantages, came to· the conclusion that on the whole the advan
lllge lay in giving this protection to the Tin-plate Company, and I submit 
that the House would be well advised to adopt that recommendation. ~ ,, 

Mr. President: I will put this amendment in the fonn ·in· whic~ ·it 
llppeana in th._. name of Mr. Das and Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer as that is the 
more coorrect form. • · · · · · · ' 

Thf' questio!l is : · 
''That ia paragraph f ol the Schedule after iteml54t the following new item be 

i111trtfod I ' , · 

'ltn!W. Steel-· . 
(a) Tm·p1atel &ad Timaed. sheet. iuelud.ing ti.o ··i • ·Ton. · '., Re. 60 • 

. uggen. . . 

0) TiA·platel eutti.Dga . .Aci flalor~r-. ·. 1 15 per eent ' " 
The motion. <was adopted. 
Sir llelll7 Moncrieff Smith': Sir, ~wmg' to the decision of the House 

to omit item 143 the numbers of the items which follow are not strictly 
correct. I therefore formally move : · · · ' · ·: · · · · · ' . . . 

"That the items following No. 142 be renumbered in eonseeutive order and neees-
ury tolllltlqnential amendmt!nta be made in the other parte of the Sebedule." · 

The motion was adopted.· 

Mr. President : The question is : 
'' That the Schedule u now aiiU!lldl)d do ~ pan of the. ~ilL •' 

The motion was adopted. 
The Schedule W88 added to the Bill. 
Mr. President : We now come to clause 1 of the Bill. The tint 

amendment is No. 15 by Mr. D.P. Sinha that in clause 1 after the words 
u eallt>d the u and before the words " Steel Indu.'!try " the word " Tata " 
be addril. That I think is out of order as it purports entirely to alter 
the- lt'l·pe and obj<'<·t of the Bill which is not to protect 'the Tah steel 
indnstrt but the !lteel industry of India. ·, ' · . 

Then the next two amendment& are No&. 16 and 111 l>ut they relate to 
t.b.e PJ;eamWe. · . , . . · · .. , : 
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[Mr. President.] 

Amen~ment No. 18 has gone out already. 

Then we come to amendment No. 19 11tanding in the name or 
Mr. Fleming.. · 

Mr. Bhubanananda Das: What about my amendment No. 17 9 
Mr. President : That relates to the Preamble. 
Mr. E. G. Fleming (Burma : European) : ~ir, my am~dment i11 

that : 
11 To elause 1 ot the Blll the following DtJW •ub-elause be added, namely : 
1 The provisions ot this Act, shall not apply to the province of Burma '·" 

The amendment, I may say, was submitted in response to the general out
cry which arose in Burma when the recommendation~ of the Tariff Hoard 
became known. Direct communications to the Government of Indin, 
through the Local Government, protesting againlit the term!! of thi!! 'tnealiure 
and pointing out the unjustne!ll (•f making it applieable to Burma wer~ 
despatched from the Burmese Chamber of Commerce, the Burma Chamber 
of Commerce and only a few days ago I received a copy of a protest put 
forward by the members of the Corporation of Hangoon. These were all 
endorsed by the Local Government and I hope that the Honourable Mem
bers of this llouse will also act in the same manner. In addition to this 
only last Monday I received a telegram from the General Council of 
Burmese Associations and Nationalist Party in Council saying that they 
desire the exclusion of Burma from the scheme of protection for the 
steel industry and urging me to move for it. I have had the -honour of 
receiving this telegram a.s unfortunately none of my Burman colleague!! 
have been able to come here. The case of the Province, Sir, is ·like this. 
The Tariff Board's report and recommendations may be very able, but 
the people of Burma are not convinced that the assistance now needed 
by the steel industry of India can best be obtained in the manner pro
posed, that is, bounties and additional taxation in the form of enhanced 
import duties. · 

Another point whicm has been the cause of much questioning in 
.Burma was the fact that the Tariff Board never visited the Province to 
obtain first hand information of existing conditions. They had written 
evidence and written reports all of which were protests. There i!! not a 
single person in Burma who has been able to support the idea that Burma 
will benefit or that Burma should be subjected to a tariff on steel. There 
is also another point. It is significant that in the whole of the Tariff 
Board's report, which is now beside us, as far as I can make out, there 
is only one casual reference to Burma. That is pat1icnlarly with rP!er· 
ence to the shipbuilding industry of Calcutta and Rangoon. 'fhat may 
be beside the point, but it however goes to show how indifferent and what 
little interest many Boards and Inquiry Committees take in the intcre~t:o~ 
of the people of Burma. 

With regard to the special facts of the motion before the House, I will 
try and put the case of Burma before Honourable Members a11 briefly 
as possible. The Tariff Board admit that their recommendationH, if 
accepted, would result in consumers and tax-payers having to bear a 
burden d a cnnsiderable but unassessed value for the benefit of the steel 
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industry of India. They also submit that, in spite of· the sacrifice I~dia 
is now asked to make to preserve the steel industry, it will be but temporary 
and the advantages will ultimately more than compensate for the penalties 
now imposed. In the first place, I would reply that there is a very _great 
dan!!er and the effect of putting a tax like this is that once a protective 
duty has been impo!ied it is very difficult to get it repealed. The Tariff 
Board aho give it as their considered opinion that the burden will be 
widely diffused and will not press with undue severity on any one section 
of the community. 

To that, Sir, my reply is that it will press with undue severity on the 
peOJJle of Burma, and a.~ for the contention that the effects will be widely 
diffw;ed I admit that in the matter of area this is so, but in the financial 
aspect of the case the poorer classes will be the sufferers. Agricultural 
implements (now excluded), house-building materials will cost more, road 
improvements will be more costly, and consequently district rates will 
have to be put up. Railway fares will probably have to be increased. 

The main point of the whole thing is that Burma does not at present 
produce any steel, nor is she likely to be able to do so for the next three 
or four generationH, if then. Up to ~e present no deposits of iron ore 
or coal have been discovered in either sufficient quantity or of suitable 
quality. ' 

It ill admitted that Burma iq still in a most undeveloped state, as 
compared with India. 

The open mileage of railways in Burma is less than 5 per cerit. of 
the total open mileage of railways throughout India, 1,600 miles against 
37,000. 

On the other hand, however, Burma is the largest province of the 
Indian Empire and constitutes approximately 15 per cent .. of the total 
area of all India. 

Calculated on this basis Burma at present only has about one mile 
of railway to three which she should have to bring her up to an equal 
state of development with India in this respect. 

Trunk roads are non-existent and tributary roads to rail and river 
are of a most primitive kind. 

The ports of Burma are inadequately equipped for handling even the 
.,xisting trade of the province. 

Irri~ation and water works, town planning and development schemes, 
Jo>Cheml'!l for the advancement of education and the improvement of public 
hralth and social conditions, further expansion of agricultural and indus
trial undertakings are all crying for immediate development. 

That, Sir, is the condition of Burma which, I submit, only goes to 
!oihow that in the past Durma has been deprived of sufficient funds for her 
Ju•t•ds, ~;tarved in such a way that necessary works of development and 
t'Xpansion have had to be deferred altogether or carried out on an eeono
mit·ally small scale. 

A~ainst all my arguments with regard to the hardships Burma has 
lillfft>rt·c.l in the pallt from lack of funds for her urgent needs as regards 
dev .. Iopmeut, I kWJw my fl'iends, the Honourable :Member for Commerce 
or the Honourable the l!'inance Member, are ready to reply that Burma 
ha8 just been given 9 crore11 of rupees by the Central Hevenue Depart
ment. 



tEGISLAml ASSEM'Bl.Y. [~TH JONI 192t 

(?!It. E.' G. Fl~ming.} 
I. d~uht i! ·the upressio.n gh·en iH a fair stat<'mcnt. II n<'pnid ", I 

subm1t, 1s more correct. Thts sum Wll!J the amount collected by Oovem
ment by means of the rice control profit:t during the war. 

This mont:•y I snhmit was the propt•rty of the cultivatot·!!l ntHl rit•t! 
millers of Burma. Thr cultivator was limitrd in the price he wn-. tn 
receive for his pndd~. .nu the rice miller wn:oJ controlled ns to tlw prit'l' nt 
which he could sell rice and any profit derived from the sale of the ril'e 
was attached by the Central Revenue Department. 

Parts of India, I think, contend that they paid for thi11, but, nltlwugh 
I have not got figures beside me, I am fairly confident that exports of 
rice to places outside India were on at least an equal scale ns exports to 
Indian ports, in addition to which consillernble quantities of rice shipped 
to Indian ports were exportPd. 

Burma is alive to her condition and the disadvantage under which she 
is progressing, if you call it progress. She has in hand, or is about to 
put in hand, many large schemes aq10ngst which I woultl mention : 

Duplication of the main railway line from Rangoon to Mandalay 
and the strengthening and rebuilding of several railwav 
~~~ . 

Railway extensions-1\loulmein to Ye and Pyinmana to 1\lagwe, 
The building of a new cantonment 14 miles from Rangoon, 
New wharves at Rangoon, 
New roads, bridges, canals, reservoirs throughout the ~rovince, 
New university buildings, 
Extensive works for the development of Rangoon, 
New municipal markets, hospitals, lilchools, 
Improvement of water and sewage lines. 

Private enterprise is responsible for : 
Tramway extensions and retracldng electric light extension and 

installations, at district headquarters and townships, 
Extensions. and repairs to existing mills and factories, including 

improvements in housing conditions for labour, the majority 
of whom are emigrants from India, and who I may Ray remit 
every month Considerable sums of money by money order to 
India, which is money earned in Burma which goes out. 

There are also proposed new ventures requiring additional factory 
buildings and godowns, for rice and cotton milling, paper-pulp making, 
sugar-refining, oil-seed crushing and mining indmrt:ries. In all thest! 
undertakings articles of iron and steel are required and principally items 
which are to be subject to the considerably enhanced import duty pro
posed if this Bill is passed. 

'As I have already said, Sir, Burma cannot produce steel, and as from 
a very liberal estimate by the end of the next three years the steel pro
duced in India will at the very most be under half the total amount re
quired by the whole country, I submit that there is no proHpPct that 

- Burma will be able to get her requirements in the future from India. It 
is but reasonable to suppose that with demand being so much in excess 
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of supply steel produced in India will find ready buyers waiting practic
iilly at the factory door, ready to secure all that is offering. The natural 
re11ult of this will be that Burma will of a necessity have to continue 
importing her requirements of steel as she is now doing. The effect of this 
meaHure will then be that Burma will have to pay unnecessarily an addi
tional import duty which will in due course go to the Central Revenues 
anJ Burma will not benefit therefrom. She will, in fact, be a decided 
lo~~er as the important works towards her development will cost her con
llitlerably more. 

If Burma is excluded from the provisions of this Act; there need be 
no fear that re-exports of steel from Burma to India would affect the 
ln(lian markets. I submit the Cm;toms authorities could easily deal witll 
that by export certificates, and the tariff could be adjusted at the port 
of entry into India. As a matter of interest on the point of steel imported 
into Burma, the customs tariff of sea-borne trade is rather difficult to 
follow in this matter, and as I am not, an important merchant myself, 
I cannot follow it, but under the heading steel and iron combined Burma's 
imports up to l\Iarch 1923 were 10 per cent. of the total imported into 
India, and the value was 13 per cent. There is another heading referring 
to 11teel alone, where Burma's imports were only 3 per cent. In this 
secnnd item I may mention that the heaviest item in that portion was steel. 
bal'll, of which Burma only imported 4,057 tons out of a total of 188,000 
ton11. I however wish to point out that imports of this commodity wer~ 
mostly from countries outside the British Empire and amounted to 
1 Gi'l, 770 ton11, or just 89 per cent. Taking that big item out, or in other 
words combining Burma's imports of steel and iron, as shown in the 
customs schedule, and steel alone, the combined imports of Burma are 
approximately 71 per cent. and the value 11 per cent. of the whole of 
India. There is a great cry in Burma that in the past she has been bearing 
more than her normal share of the general taxes of India. She, at present, 
contributes 10 per cent. of the income-tax and customs receipts of the 
whole of British India, and during the period that the salt tax was at 
the enhanced rate of Rs. 2-8 per maund, the tax collected in Burma was 
considerably in excess of what it was anticipated would be derived from 
that Pro\·ince. These taxes, however, are general throughout India, but 
I rrpeat again Burma contributes an excessive share, seeing the average 
i11 10 per cent. of the total collected all over, whereas the population of 
Burma is only 4 per cent. of the whole of India, and under one-tenth of 
the population of Bengal. 

There is another matter which I think requires a reference in this 
a.o;pect, the rice export duty. The rice export duty amounted to 
approximately 1 crore of rupees from Burma and it went wholly to the 
central revenue funds. This is a further instance of Burma contributing 
a considerable sum which I think I am right in saying is not received from 
the other Provinces on anything like the same scale. In the early part 
of the debate I think I heard reference made to the great assistance the 
PinnPer Steel Producing Company of India had been to the country 
throughout the war. On these grounds I submit that Burma is· also due 
11nme consideration for the assistance given by that Province specially in 
the production of wolfram. Wolfram is now not wanted and those who 
Bllnk money in developing the industry in order to increase the produc
tion at a considerable eost to themselves in the way of improved plant 
and machinery are now heavy losers. · 

LI5LA. 1: 
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There is a point which l feel is a~rainst me and thnt is the rcr('rt'nl'll 
made the other day to the fact that Burma's oil intlustry wa~ Jlrot('<~h·tl. 
If you will rl'fer to the Indian }'iscal Commis!-!ion'M rPport at pag-e 11, 
paragraph 16, there is a reference to this !lnbject : 

11 ••.• , .and a duty of half nn anna per gallon on petro!t•ttnl was impoHtlll for 
revenue purposes in the year 1888. '' 

As far as I know, revenue purposes still require that half anna duty. 
Another point that is also referred to at page 13 i~ revenue from custom~ 
which the financial balance of the Government required to be raised : 

•• • , •.•. and the need for more revenue from t'llstoma was not yet at nn end. Jn 
1922 while we were still proset'uting our inquiries it wall found nocossnry to 111nke 
further far-reaching changes in tho tnrilf. '' 

Turn over the page and you read that the duty on kerosene was raiHcd by 
one anna per gallon and an excise duty of one anna pl'r gallon wu~ plncNl 
on kerbsene protluced in India. There is anothPr refcrt•nre to thiH later 
on at page 83 where it h1 said that the exci~c dnty will full mainly on 
the producer, or in other words that the con~umer will not have to pay 
the excise in addition to the enhanced import duty. 

Well, these 'import duties have been put on by Government and 
I submit that they have found them quite useful. The imligcnonH oil 
companies can protluce two-thirds of the requirements of India, and had 
they not continued to produce two-thirds of the requirements of India it 
might have been found that the companies who importctl oil from other 
places would have charged exorbitant prices ami the conHumcr would 
have had to pay more for kerosene. Kerosene oil throughout the country, 
I think I am right in saying, has remained very stationary in spite of 
other commodities going up. That is put in as a claim that Burma is 
not benefitting from the protection of its oil trade. The excise duty was 
put on by Government and therefore the Government apparently are 
deriving the benefit from it and not the oil companies. I do not suppose 
it is unknown to Members of this Assembly that the people of Burma have 
been suffering from heavy taxation and are under a ~ensc of g-rievance 
that their claims to consideration are not receiving full attfmtion. They 
have _even gone so far in some places as to moot the question of srpara
tion from India. The general impression is that Burma continue~ to be 
handicapped by the failure of India to realise anrl provide for her special 
heeds. It is overlooked that she came late into the Empire arul tlmt her 
identity is in every way different from th~t of any province in India. 

Mr. President : I am afratd the Honourable Member is dealing with 
a much larger question-about th.~ position of Burma in the Indian Empire. 
We are not concerned 'vith that question now. 

Mr. E. G. Fleming : With your permission, Sir, I have to add a little 
bit more as I wish more sympathy for Burma. 

~· President : I allowed the Honourable Member every latitn(le, 
but I am afraid he is now travelling much beyond the question llf•fort~ 11'1. 

Mr. E. G. Fleming : I have had it put to me that Burma is part of 
India, and therefore she must suffer with the rest of the Provinces. A• 
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against that, I would submit that the Montagu-Chelmsford Report said 
that Burma was not India and that its problems were altogether differ
ent. Ilistorically and geographically, Burma is only by accident a part 
of the Indian Empire. I know I shall be told a similar application for 
exclusion by other Province!! wonld be equally admissible, but I submit, 
Sir, that either they have not had the courage of their convictions or they 
consider that the development of their Provinces will not suffer or be in 
any way retarded. I submit, Sir, that. probably only a few Honourable 
.Members have ever had the privilege of visiting Burma and obtaining 
first-hand knowledge of the conditions existing there from t~e iD:h&b)tants 
themselves. Those who have visited the Province will have seen how far 
the country is behind India in the mo~>t nece<;sary matter:s., such as tr~Jll$· 
port facilities. In conclusion, all I can say is, that what Burma wants ill 
prot!'ction, and the protection she wants is the protection from being 
included in this Bill. 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : Sir, I hope that the Honourable 
1\femher who has just pleaded the case of Burma will not think that jt 
iM due to any lack of sympathy for that part of India that the Govern
ment, and I think the House, are disinclined to lend support to his amend
ment. The strength of his case, if it had strength, rested in that part of . 
his argument, which you, Sir, did not allow him to develop. We might 
have had an interesting debate on a new subject, namely, whether or not 
the fact that we have decided to introduce protection justifies the conti
nuance of Burma as part of the Indian Empire. If that question is exclud
t>d, and if it is assumed that at prer;ent we are not discussi~1g the questiOI). 
of the scpara'tion of Burma from India, then I think we must assume that 
while Burma may suffer-and. I will show how much less she will suffer than 
lihe thinks from the im}lOSition of protettive duties,..:...She also has the right 
to share in the added prosperity of India which, we hope, will result from 
this Bill, and she must take one part with the other. 

The Honourable .M!'mber who has spoken obviom;ly had lively memories 
of the drhate that toolc place on his subject in the Select Committee and he 
trit•d to forestall in advance some of the arguments that were going to be 
brought 1:1~11inst him. As a matter of fact, he was quite wrong in think
iJlg that I had any idea Of mentioning the rice profits. I had no idea 
whatt'\'er of speaking on the subject. lie wa.o;; right in some other things but 
I will come to them later. I should like first of all to show how much 
strrn~th thl•re is in this claim, not this time from the" poor man" but from 
the " poor province." In the repres!'ntation from the Burma Chamber of 
f'ommt>rce it is Rtated that Dnrma imports shmd at 11 per cent. of the total 
imports under the heading 11 Iron and Steel ". We have had 'much the 
f'ame figures from Mr. Fleming to-day ; and they are about true. But 
Nteel import'! are classified aloo under the heading " Steel" and it is under 
thill last hra(lin:z that stt>d hars art> elassified. Now, the total average 
import into the Indian Empire is 153,000 tons a year and the Burmese 
avrra~e import of ste!'l bars is 4,000 tons a year. So, taking both headings 
to~tether, the Burmese import is about 7 per cent. of the total. lfhe 
hif?~l'st 11in~le item consists of the imports of tubes and pipes for oil-fields. 
Import duties on tubef!l and pipes are not affected by the present Bill. I 
ha\'e hrre fl~urcs ~iving the averages of the total imports and the import£ 
into Burma for the last three years in thousands of tons and per~entages. 

I think that it might be iuteresting to read them to the House. 
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TubH and pipee-wrougbt •• 

Wire nails I 

Wroughllrm>-An~ and ban :: I 
Beams, girders, pillars and bridge I 

Total 
average 
import 

37·8 
~ r 

9·8 

20 

77·5 

Anrage 
import into 

Burma. 

17·3 

3·4 

3·8 

10 

P11roontage 
of Burma 
to total, 

Perctm•. 

4:1) 

30 

11) 

13 
work. j I 

Tin-plate , • .. .. . 40 15·3 I 13 
J· 

(I notice by the bye that the llonoura ble Member did not, as far as I could eel:', 

Galvanized sheet& 03 10·3 11 

challenge a division on the question of tin-play-) I 

I 

Wire, other than fencing , • 3·9 ·3 7·7 

Light rails, eto. • , 19·3 1·8 . tH5 

Beams, angles, bars, not fabricated •• 92 5 5·5 

Black sheets, not galvanized "I 89 3·5 4 
I 

Steel bars .. , 153 4·1 3 
i 

Now, there is no increase of duty on wrought tubeH and pipes. One or 
the heaviest increases-from Rs. 14 to 40 per cent. on steel barll--practi
cally does not touch Burma at all. Fnllowing the same methods of calcu
lation as adopted by the 'rariff Boarrl, I cannot put the increased burden 
on Burma as the result of this Dill at higher than 8 or 9 lakhs at the out
side. And of that, some portion will be imports by the Government of 
Burma which under existing arrangem!'nts will not be an additional charge 
on Burma. Now the Honourable Member tried to answer in advance an 
argument which he evidently fears very much about the production of oil. 
I have here a volume which he must have !;een in my hands containing thP, 
evidence of the Burma Chamber of Commerce before the Fiscal Commis."'ion. 
They had a very good opportunity of giving their views and I will read 
a short portion of those views : 

" Q.-Witb reference to oil, is any protection required t 
A. (of the representative of the Barma Chamber of Commeree).-Yes. 
Q.-Would you care to put any pro11osition before t~e Commission f 

. ..4.-I consider that it is absolutely essential that the present FrQteetion which i11 
gtven to us should be continued. 

Q.-What is the protection that ybU now g(lt t 
..4.-The protection given is an imp'9rt Q.~Jt1 o.u toreiin oil 
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Q.-Without the eontinuation of this protection your indUBtry would be· eeriouBly 
handicapped t 

J.-lt would atop eventually. 

Q.-The import duty at present is 20 per eent t 

.d.-Roughly. 

Q.-You refer to kerosene oil f 

.d.-Yea. 

Q.-You want this to be kept on t 

.d.-Yea, I want tho present protection to be continued. 

Q.-You look upon it as consistent with free trade doctrine f 

J.-Yee, because it is an industry which is absolutely essential for India. There 
ia no other industry whlcb can compare with it. · . 

The Prelident.-Q.-Iron and steel t 

J.-No, because the quantity of iron and steel which can be manufactured in 
India is almost limited. At present the production of oil in India is far below the 
dcmund. Besides, this is the only place in the British Empire that produces oil 
at alL 11 

And over the next page he was asked to define his '·iews on the: subject of 
protection : ' 

11 Q.-I ahould like to follow out the practical consequence of that. There ar; 
thrre pos&ible caHPH. Take first the case of an industry which could not survive even 
when protected. That will die in any case, and we nePd not worry about it. Tho 
aeeond case is an industry that ean survive if protected and cannot survive it not 
protected. You eny that you would give protection for some time until you discover 

, that the industry fulfils your condition. · 

' . 
...J.-It it is proved that the mbour could be adapted after a. certain time to euit 

the nt•ees"itiea of that industry, then I should be prepared to proteet that industry 
for a ecrtain time until the labour cun be trained." . 

1 submit, therefore, that out of their own mouth the Government of 
· Burma are convicted of being in favour of protection of steel and of the 

g-l'nrral doctrine of discriminating protection. · · 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru: I move that the q11estion be now put. 

Mr. E. G. Fleming : 1\Iay I ask the Honourable the Finance Member 
who was the gentleman who gave that evidence before this Commission ? 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : This is the oral evidence of 
:M~>ssrs. A. B. Richie, John Hogg,,and J. K. Michie of the Burma Chamber 
of Commerce examined at Rangoon on the 23th .fanuary 1922. I th1nk it · 
was .Mr. Ilogg who was the man actually answering at that particular 
stagr~. But as far as I can see the three were unanimous. 

. Mr. E. G. Fl~ming : I a!fi.not quite clear why Mr. Hogg was speak-
mg before the FU!cal CommlsSIOn about kerosene protection. 

Mr. President : The question is : 
'

1 That to cL1uao 1 of the Bill the following new sub-clause be added, namely : 

' (!!) The proruions of this Act shall not apply to Burma 1," 

Tl1c motion was negatived. 
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Mr. Preaiclent : The next amendment* is Mr. Lohokare 's and it is 
covered by the additional clause that we added this morning. rrhe same 
applies to the next amendment No. 21 t. rrhen come1) amendment No. 22-
Mr. A. N. Dutt 's,-namely : 

11 To clause 1, the following sub·clause be added : 
' It shall remain in force up to the 31st day of Mny, 1925 '·'' 

That really goes against the whole scheme of the Bill and destroYs its 
scope. It was insisted upon by non-official Members and accepted by 
Government that this was not a temporary mtw-:ure. 

:Mr. Ama.r Nath Dutt : Sir, when we wanted an extension of terms, 
as certain Members did, for this Bill: it wa:; said that we cannot tax the 
people lon~rer than wa~ provided in i he nJ'ficia l nH'asure. Bu I I 1wver 
knew that we cannot limit the scope of the Bill to a certaiu uumber of 
years a~t1d we are to accept the number of year~ that is given to us by the 
Treasury Benches. I submit that in that case, when the Official Benches 
introduce a Bill, we will have either to accept it or to reject it. We will 
have no other alternative. But I sHy that my amendment is 1wrfectly 
legitimate and perfectly within the sc0pe of the Bill and therefore 1 am en
titled to move it. If I am allowed to move it, then I shall place my wtsoHs 
before the House why this amendment is necessary. 

Mr. President : I never said anything of the sort that the Honourable 
Member attmnpts to put into my mouth. I have never said that you cannot 
move an amendment limiting the scope of the Bill. But the limitation 
must not be of such a character as to destroy the whole basi:.; and sr.ope 
of the Bill altogether. This amendment is one falling under that category.' 

All the amendments to clause 1 having now been dealt with, the (lues-
tion now is : 

" That. clause 1 stand part of the Bill." 
The motion was adopted. • 
Clause 1 was added to the Bill. 
Mr. President : Now, we procedd to the Preamble. The first amend

ment on the Preamble is No. 2 by Diwan Chaman IJal. He will realise 
in view of what we have done till now that it is entirely outside the 
scope of the Bill. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : Sir, before I proceed to give my reasons why thifll 
amendment shoula be taken up, may I, with yout· prrmission, say a 
word as regards thr little incident ,that happened. 1his morning. I 11ever 

* That to clause 1, the following new sub-clause be added : 
" (2) It shall not affect the production of a company, firm or other person of 

the following description engaged in the manufacturing of steel in India such produc
tion being treated as imports : 

A company, firm or other person who does not satisfy the following conditions
( a) At least one-third of the total capital is held by natives of India. 
(b) At least one-third of the managers, directors or organizers are natives of 

India. 
(c) At least half of the skilled labour employed are nativeH of Inrlia. 
(d) A II unskilled labour is native. 

lf the above is not accepted, the11r-
After clause 4, the following new clause be added to tho Bill : 
' 5. Bounties mentioned in sections 3 and 4 shall not be paid to l\IIJ (·ompany, 

firm or other person engaged in the business of manufacturing steel in India, that 
does not satisfy the following conditions : 

(a) at least half of the total capital is held by natives of India ; 
(b) at least half of the managers, direetors or organizers are natives of India '·' 

t Vide page 26701 &upra. 



meant to question the dignity of the Chair. The dignity of the Chair 
ruW!t bt' preserved at all costs and my protest was aim_!!d against those 
gentlemen who are anxious to preserve order by creating more disorder. 
With your permission, may I be permitted also to make a statement on a 
matter of grave public importance. During the Jast few days we have 
J,..f'n holJiuJ! coufcrencet; w1th cet·tain Directors of the Tata Co., and I am 
authorised to state on behalf of Mr. R. D. Tata that he is quite prepared 
to accPpt the recommendations of the Conciliation Committee in regard 
to the recognition of an union or association of the workers of Jamshed
pur as the truly representative organisation of the workers of that town. 
Furthe!', Sir, another point that has been settled in consultation with the 
IJircctors of the Tata Co ......• 

The Honoura.ble Sir Charles Innes : l\lay I rise to a point of order ! 
Is the Honourable Member....... • 

Mr. President : The Honourable Member is now 'travelling beyond 
the quf'lltion now before the HtmRc. I culled upon him to ·submit anything 
he may have to say, to show that this amendment is in order. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : That was the very reason why 1 asked your per
misCJion to make a statement because I thought it was a matter of public 
importance and might help Honourable Members to come to certain 
definite conclusions. Sir, U1e amendment that stands in my name TUns 
lht follows : · 

11 That tor the Preamble the follolling be substituted ••• , .• " 

Mr. President : The Honourable. Member need ·not read .the amend-
ment which is before the llouse. · 

Mr. Chaman Lal : I admit that it is before the House, but I want 
this J>reamhle to go on record and unless I rend it there is no other means 
of putting it on record. 

Mr. President : It will appear on record as an amendment moved 
by you and ruled out of order. 

Mr. Cham.an La1 : With your permission, i1 you do not :have any 
· 11eriom1 objection to my reading it, I will read it. · 

.Mr. President : I have a. very seriou.~ objection, The Honourable 
. Member will see that we want to save time as far as possible. · . 

' Mr. Chaman Lal : Well, Sir, the amendment that stands in my ·name 
· i11 as follow&- you say I need not rend it ; I hope the reporter at the tabl~ 
will take it down : 

11 That for the prt>amble the following be substituted : 
1 Whl'r«'n.a ~he indufttrit'.s of India. have bee!lsystem~tically ruined by the adoption 

hy Gr1•nt Bntam of a policy of lcvymg exorb1tant duties on Indian Manufacturu in 
· the p:~"t ; nn•l wherras st!'ps should be immediately taken for the preservation and 

nlo'nMion of Jnrlian inrluatri!'A not as private monopolies but as national assets be 
~t t•r•nd••(l nA und~r aubjcrt to the following provisos iu so far as the steel ind~str~ 
I~ ~OIItl'flll'd : • 

(a) That thfl prinriple ot nntionaliAation bt the strel industry in India U! 
ll«'rl'ptt.>d :as the settled poliey of the Government of India. 

(b) Thn.t in puraunnte of the aeeeptanre of this principle a Board of Valuation 
wall h~ Rt•t up .b.r the Govmror 0Pneral in Council to recommend the priM 
nt wh1rb pnrhrular tonrprns opernting in stl'el or pig-iron and the raw
mutPriulll 1\'I!Ui.Rite for tht>ir manufacture should be purchased from their 
preflt'nt ownera for the nation. · 
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(o) That iB the direction of this industry upon Nationali8ation the lol!al man11ge· 
men& lrill be entruMted to AdTisory Board• consisting of a number of 
representative• nominated by the Government and an llqual number ell•rt1a! 
b~ ~allot of the worbr!l engaged in the particular intlu•trinll!on~ern, 

(d) That Conciliation Boortls for the at~ttlement of all induetrinl dieputea arisini 
in the eteel Ul!lustey will be appointed forthwith. 

(e) That an immediate cnqniry by a Committee eonRisting of two offiriul~ 
nominated by Uovernment nml two elotted mrmbera of the ARRembly 
selected by the House will be instituter! into the e~onomie •omlitinn o"t 
worker• engaged in the at"el industry with a view to ita improvenll'nt '·" 

The objections that have been raised to the acceptance of that amendment 
are purely technieaJ. May I draw your attention to tho fact that the 

·taw· governing amendments is set out in the Manual at page 85.,, ,, 

•· Mt. ·President : 1 cannot allow the Honourable Member to give 
referf'nces and authorities. He has merely to state the point of order 
and 1 have to decide upon it. . · . 

Mr. Chama.n La.l : I cannot see how I can explain my poRit.ion unleHR 
I inform Honourahle Members what is exactly the pmlition governing 
this s.mendment. In my personal view there is no rule or regulation 
which ean p:revent an amendment of this nature from being moved in 
this House and I take my stand upon the rules and. regulations govern
ing amendments in gener·al. 'fhe i·ull'!4 are tlH'!ill : that no amendnwut 
shall be moved to any question before the House if that question hal4 
already been decided, or if that question is inconsistent with a previous 
decision on the same question, or if that is beyond the scQpe .of the Bill 
or has merely the effect of a negative vote. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman (Home Member) : 
I suggest for your consideration that the House ha~ discussed and pasRed 
all the clauses of the Bill and the only thing to be done now is to bring the 
Preamble if necessary into relation with those clauses. 

Mr; President : I think the Honourable Mf'mber '11 amendment to 
the Preamble is not in order. 

Mr. Chaman tal : I submit to yonr ruling, and I have nothing more 
to add. 

Mr. President : 'rhe next amendment• is in the name of Mr. Devald 
Prasad Sinha. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : I do not move it . 

. Mr. President: The next tmendment iRe Mr. Duraiswami Aiya'l~ar's, 
about the subRtitutic-n of th~ '"ords " in pursuance of the declared policr 
of protection". Do you wish to move it Y 

Mr. C. Duraiswami Aiyangar : Sir, I rise to move the amendment 
that s!ands in my name that : · 

" In the Preamble to the Bill for the worrls 1 in pursunnt'e of the poli~y of dil'l· 
eriminating proteetion ' the words ' in pursuanee of the declared future policy or 
protection ' be substitutl'<l. " 

*In the Preamble to the Bill the words " in pursuance of ........ the eommunity " 
be deleted. 
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It hns always looked curious to me that the Preamble, which ought 
to be tbe root or the seed of the whole Bill, iii taken up la~>t, !:iO much 
eo that the Honourable the Home M.ember is enabled to say that it is 
thf' BJII whi1·h eommanrl"' the Preamble and not the Preamble that con
I rol-; the Bill. 1t is tht> l'rearublt' in which the policy i:;; to be enunciated. 
It is the Preamble that must indicate the policy and in accordance with· 
that t•olicy the llill is to be framed. The procedure that we adopt is 
to cut the head according to the cap. Now the Preamble has to be 
(·ontriiiiNI IJy the proviluonH that we have already passed here in this 
.A!lsembly. With reference to this Bill I think the only amendment that 1 
111ay now pel'lwp'l be admis:.;ible will be to convert .. with due regard 
to tho welfare of the community " into u without due regard to· t'he' 
welfare of the community ". But all the s,ame I insist that my amend
ment iihall at leaRt be pas~ed, so that t''cn if the effeet goes, the princip~e 1 
rmty 11tand, even if the limb11 are emaciated, the head may continue"to 
he 11trong. In this view of the matter I wi11h to present this amendment, 
Hir. Ilave you ever heard of this phrase " discriminating protection" 
in any other country on the globe f It is in India that new and peculiar 
J,hrafws are invented for the Government of India. When we go to the 
Lee Commission we have the " increa~:>ing a~>:sociation of Indians ". 
When we go to the Govern!Jlent of India .Act, it becomes " the progres
sive reali~>ation of responsible government ". When we come to pro
tection, we have " discriminating protection ". I ask, what is. tb.e 
meaning of the wordN ".discriminating protection " when used· in a, 
Statute 1 h it the ordinary literal signification of dit;criminating, bet· 
ween rig"ht and w1·ong, between good and bad ? If so, I would ask, is 
there any other Act of thill Leghilature, any conduct or proceeding·.of1 
thi~ Legislature, whiuh is not to be guided by discrimination t Is· it· 
only in the matter of protection that we have to exercise discrimination 
and i~ it sng-;;te1-1ted that in all other Act!! we shall proceed with indiscri
mination Y Enn if it is not the literal meaning, if the word " discri-' 
mination " haK hePn raised to the statu.':! of a technical terminology' 
th••n we have can•fully to scan it before we can say whether it should b~ 
retained or deleted. Sir, the word u discriminating " when it· is 
epplied as a techni.cal term hy the Fiscal Commission has all its mis
ehiev'lus com1equcJJCes and it will affect us a.t every stage! as it has 
already affected us. The word " discrimination " is absolutely un
necer.,ary in an independent country but in a dependent country, when 
the policy of the dependent country and its Legislature has to be shaped 
ace .r.ling to the interests not of its own but according to Imperial 
inter ·~ts, then alone the question of " discriminating protection " comes 
m. 1 herefore, I see in this word " discrimination " consequences of' a 
far r~>Mhing nature. 

I thou:::ht I would never be called upon to move· this amendment 
after the submission of the Bill to the operation of a Sele-ct Committee 
'in wbi!·h thcrf.' were several revered and respected leaders of the non
offichl party. nut alas, Sir, to my disappointment I find that for all 
pract t>lll purpost'S the Select Committee has been nothin~ more than 
n I'P\ isetl anrl f•nlaq,:!'d edition of Sir Charles Innes. The Bill has come 
back to n-; m11ch in the 1\llme condition in which it went there . and if 
anyth:nz took pla.ce ther(' at all it was to make the PI'IE,ambie much 
WMSl' than it was before it went to• the Select Committee. The only 
llthlilion which hils bePn made in the Select Committee has enlarged it11 
Mcnpe. At least we thought that Sir Charles Innes had been good enough-, 
~u • · 
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tQ give us 11 discriminating protection " for olllly the 11hm·t period of three 
years and ·we thoul!ht it wonhl have cnme to an t-nd at the t>nd of three 
years. In fact. Sir Charles lntiNI himsplf said the other day that the 
application of ~he Bill woulJ Ct•ase thoug-h the policy would remain. From 
that I inferred that the application of it woultl h•nve tht' phy~o~ical planl' 
and it would not matter if the policy wnaint'd in the nstral plnne. Bnt it 
has come back to ns aml bv the mnemhut~ut made in the Ht•lcct Committl'C 
the same discriminating p;otection is now to be our portion in perpetuity 
and the phrasing of it in the Select Committee is " with due regard 
to the welfare of the community ". There were 14 or 15 Members, 
non-official Members, sitting there together ; could they not find any 
other word instead of the word used Y Could they not have said 11 with 
sole regard to the interests of India " .......... . 

Mr. President : The Honourable Member is not addressing himselt 
to the amendment but to other words not affected b;v hi~ amendment. 

Mr. C. Dura.iswami Aiyanga.r : It is very difficult for me. Even in 
'JOUl:'ts we are not so severely restricted; 

Mr. President : It may be difficult but you have to do it. 
Mr. C. Dura.iswami Aiyangar: All that I wish to say is that, with 

a view to stating my position as to why I am asking for the word 11 dis· 
crimil'!ating " to be deleted, I refer to the reason that th~ addition made 
in the Select Committee has made the word " discriminating " more 
mischievous than it was at one time. Now, Sir, I will place the practical 
effect of the word 11 di&crimination " before you as it has been proved 
to us before the Tariff Board and also before this Assembly. The Tariff 
Board itself became considerably hampered by the use of the word~ 
" discriminating protection ", which no other economist of India ever 
used, which no other public man in India ever demanded.· Sir, I may 
read to you a passage, a recommendation made by Professor Vakil in 
his book. He says : 

"It is to be hoped that when the time for detenuining the fiscal policy of India 
by legislation arrives the members of the In,Jian J .. egislature with the overwhelmiJ,~ 
support of Indian opinion will have the courage to force upon the Oovt>rnment of In!lir~ 
the minority recommendation • that there shall be an unqualifiNI pronoun~ement that. 
the fiscal poli('y. best suited for In<lia is protedion. '' 

(Inaudible interjection by Sir P. S. Sivaswamy Aiyer.) I have already 
answered Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer's question whether it should be indi*' 
eriminate or discriminate. I said that the word " di~criminate " in it" 
literal significance controls every one of our acts, not only in the matter 
of protection but in every kind of legislation or Resolution passed here. 
It is in that view of the matter, Sir, that the late Mr. Gokhale also dis· 
tingui1hed between the right kind of protection and the wrong kind of 
protection. But when it comes to making it a statutory term, it is therP, 
Sir, that I take serious objection, and I wish that it should not be used 
as a ~erm in the Statute because it will be no lon~er used in it~ usual 
significance but with a peculiar sig-nificance, and that si~nificance is 
that, whenever we have to apply a policy of protection with reference 
to anv industry in this country, not only steel but also other industrie~, 
it will come serion&ly to affect us and introduce many other considera· 
tions than those purely of Indian interests. Therefore, Sir, I wish that 
this term should not be intro(luced or kept !n. If it is a question of 

ordinary discrimination, between right and wrong, there can be nt 
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1erions objection to the removal of that term altogether. Therefore, 
Sir, if it is inrsisted upon I have every reason to suspect that it has got 
1ome other meaning than its literal·popular significance. Now, Sir, at 
page 110 of ProfeRsor Shah's book, there is an extract from Mr. Wilson's 
~istor.v of India which I should like to read to the House. It says : 

11 The eustoma had somewhat declined but this arose from a measure adopted 
shortly after the renewal of the charter by which in consequence of orders from home, 
the dutiea were generally lowered and a variety of articles-the produce or manufacturt:s 
of Great Britain-wholly uempted from any charge upon their being imported into 
India. Ae similar immunities were not granted to the manufactures or products of 
India in the ports of the United Kingdom this was a piece of Bl'lfish legislation in 
which the interests of the dominant country were alone consulted and those of the 
eubordinata dependency deliberately injured, the latter being not only deprived of a 
legitimate aouree of r~.>venue but being exposed to an unequal colllpetition under which. 
native industry was already rapidly deeaying. 1 ' 

There, Sir, he has indicated \d1at the adoption of a policy of discrimi
nate t=rotection would mean, if we took into consideration not only the 
interests of India but also those of the United Kingdom simultaneously. 
Therefore, Sir, I want that this protection should be controlled entirely 
by thf! interests of India and not of British and Imperial interests. 
The Tariff Board, as a matter of fact, haK introduced a code of ethics, 
a code of altruism, a code of loyalty, and a code of sympathy .. .All 
these arise out of this one consideration of their being hampered at 
every stage by so-called discriminating protection. I say a code ·of 
ethics because while in every country, in every civilised country, 
anti-dumping legislation is framed, the Tariff Board Report feel shy 
of the term itself. There was some question of morality in it a,nd they 
would not use the term. I say a code of altruism, which results in 
foreign capital being imported into this country. I say a code of 
loyalty, because Imperial interests are at stake, and, similarly, in 
regard to a code of sympathy. The code of sympathy comes in when 
the Board has to deal with the increat-:e of Railway expenditure, while 
the Railway finance is suffering from obesity and not anaemia. These 
considerations arose out of the simple reason that at every stage the 
Tariff Board were asked to go on discriminating, as if they would not 
~o iO of their own initiation if they ~onfiidered it necessary. ' 

I will quote to you one small passage, and will not take up more. 
'Of your time ; but I will ask you to seriou,.1y• consider this question of 
.discrimination. The quotation is from Shah's " Trade, Tariff and 
-Transport in India ", page 284, and runs as follows : 

11 But the protection they hav~ rcrommenllt•d, and the discrimination they have 
indicated, apart from implying a certain rrstrit•tion uttempted upon the free discretion 
·of the ugialature in finally determining the fiscal poli~y of the country, will scarcely 
inaugurate an era of boundless proRpt•rity for the Indian industries, restoring this 
rountry to that place in the roll of the industrial nations of the world, that is her 
due, as mueh bt>rauAe of the imlllcnse natural resourt•es she possesses, as of her vast 
lnbour powt>r. The Majority Report di~plays an almost old·maidish nervousness about 
the dnngt•re of the Prott>«·tion it lws rec·omnwnded. Aeeordingly, its main recomme»Uik· 
tion eeema like a forePd ungrneious concession, the result of an obvious comp,romise· 
bt'twe!'n the dodrinnuire free trader, antl the nervously apprehensive protectionis£,. 
aahnml'd of his demands pven while he is making them, lest he be accused of seltish
neM • • It is diffirnlt to un<ll'rstand how the eminent men, who composed the· 
Jnajority bf the Commission, should have lent tht>mselves to approve a camouflage 
that waa invented and ia mahttainrd for the obvious needs of eeonomy in the govern
ment of one eountry by aoothPr of imprrinlistie tc>ndeucies, but which can have no
f!llliblt ~oU»terpart ~ t.bll re~tiea of liie. iJ!. $ counh~Jlike. thia, 11 
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(Mr. C. Duraiswami Aiyangar.} . . . ~ 
This is the opinion of a ~rent author1t~ o~ the .mtr.otluct.lun 1;r tlul'l 
word "discrimination ". .Are we n?t Jllstlfiell m followmg 1t a.n•l 
learning a lesson from this great author1ty t 

And if that be your view and the view of the otht•r shlu is tlwt whnt 
they mean by discrimination ill the dbtinction Let· 

tJ ut. ween right and wrong, then they mi:.:ht comwnt to 
omit it and you must insist upon deleting it abo. Thctrfore, there !'an 
certainly be a unanimous opinion on this point, enn if nothin~ more than 
the distinction between right and wrong ili intcntlutl. Th~ 'l'nrit[ Boartl 
also insist upon our havin(J' declared a policy of protection in abNolnto 
terms. They did not reco~mend the introduction of any worll 11 dis
criminating " before protection. Therefore with these words I com
mend to you my amendment, and I think, whatever mny lH• the result 
of. our deliberations over the other provisions of the Dill, let us please 
retail this as the first introduction of a policy of unqunliticu protl'ction 
for our country, and I would honestly ask ~ir l'harlel'! lnnt's to get that 
imm.ortal name which Mr. Galt got in Canaua by defending <.:a~atla, 
so that we may always remember that whereas they look to their tat·itf 
as the Galt Tariff, we shall look upon ours Rll the Inne~ 'fnrill'. !JflltVe 
out this word and introduce in this connection a policy of unqualified 
protection as determined by the policy of the British Orn·~.:rnment in 
India. 

Mr. 0. S. li.a.nga Iyer {Rohilkund and 1\u.naon Divisions . \'on· 
:Muhammadan Urban) : On a point of order. 'I11ere are variou~ olhf·r 
amendmcuts on the same proposition and I fed it will facilitu!.n d1s-· 
cussion if you call upon the mov.ers of those amendments to hare their 
say, so that it would enable the tommerce Mrmher to rrply to th,:m all 

· t()gcther. I put this suggestion before you. 1 

· The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : Sir, 1\Ir. Duraiswami Aiyangar 
will pardon me if I say that his speech reminds me of one of his own 
Tamil proverbs. The proverb is that it need~ a nry big sticl< to kill 
a very small snake. The Honourable Member haH spent 20 minutes in 
dealing with what I cannot help fee1iPg> iH a point of wry smnll impor
tance indeed. The wlwle objett of tlie IIcnourahle 1h~mhet·'s Hpeech 
was to show cause why the word " disct·iminatin~~ " !!lwuld be omitted 
from the Preamble of this Bill. If you are going- to have a preamble 
at all, and if you are going to refer to the policy whieh hal'! been adopted 
by the Government of India, the phra:o;e you use should at least he 
accurate, and the policy which the Government has atlhercd to, the 
policy ~hich this House has adhered to, is the policy of discriminating 
protection. The Honourable Member haH spent so much time in study
Ing Professor Shah that he has forgotten to reatl thr ~'i:,cal Commission's 
Report and if he had read the Fiscal Commis~ion 's R1.~port, he would 
ba':e seen that there are good reasons why our poliq ill a diKcriminatinl? 
policy. The actual word "diseriminatin~" i:-; explaine:l in one small 
paragraph of the Report : 

11 
I~ the i~tt>rests o.f con~umers genually, awl pnrti('ul"l'ly c.r t';tl '"·l·'"~~ of tlw 

~eople, lB the 1~terests of agrieulture, in the inten•sts of Rtt:':lll.v inc!Lt~trinl prCJ~r~~~ 
anr~ for the mamtenanee of a favournble balanl'e of tr:td(•, the poliq of protct•tion 
wh1eh we recommend should be applied with discriruiuatiou s'l as to make the inevtt· 
~ble b~rden on the eommunity as light a9 ie consistent with the due development ot 
Ulduatnee." · · · 
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And, Sir, the House it~elf this nry day has adopt.ed a policy of 
discriminating protection. The House has refused one of the proposals 
put fnrward in thiR BilL It has refused to give any protection in the 
mattl•r of agricultural impliment,:;. The Honourable ?llember himself 
\'oted fur that amtntlment. The Honourable Member. himself, therefore, 
ii a disciple and an apotltle of the poliey of discriminating protection. 
Sir, I d1l not think it is nect':!.-;ary for rue to take the time of the House 
any lonqer. This phr::Jsl" il-> .. hi~toricall~· accurate : it expresses the policy 
which we the Government and this House have adopted, and I submit 
fhere is not the lt'ast necessity to make the amendment suggested by the 
Honourable ~I ember, especially in l'iew of· the alterations ·which we have 
made to the Preamble in the Select Committee. I oppose the amend
ment. 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta.: Sir, I have not much to add ts what Sir 
Charleil Innes ha~; t>ahl, but at the same time .I really feel that so much 
wrangling over a single word can lead us absolutely nowhere. 

As a matter of fact, if the Honourable J.[ember had read the Reso
lution of ·the Assembly which was passed on the 16th February 1923, 
the phra11eology objected to by him occurs there. 

ltlr. 0. Dur&i.swami Aiyangar : I knew it. 
Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta: Then you have known it to no purpose 

whatever ; if the Assembly. has laid down a certain thing you should 
not ordinarily go beyond that.. We are not in a court of law here· 
ttnd OUJ!ht to be I!Uided by common sense. Unless, therefore, there are any 
exct>ptional reasons we should not go beyond the Assembly's Resolution. 
That Resolution was in its turn based on the report of the ~,iscal Com. 
mission in which the precise signification of the words '' discriminating 
protection " has been defined. In the report of the Tariff Board, 
paragraph 98, page 56, my Honourable friend will find what diserimi· 
nating protection means. It means thi.&-I am quoting irom the 
report : 

41 This principle as we understand it operates in three ways : 
( 1) It govt'rna the eeleetion of the industries to be proteeted.'' 
You cannot protect each and every industry simply because it is 

indigenous i you have to discriminate. If you do not want to discrimi· 
nate, must we protect indiscriminately anything f What is exactly 
nwant by the opposition of my Honourable friend to this word f Here 
is the Tariff B011rd which sa~·s '' It ~overns the selection of the industries 
to be protected." Then " it limits the amount of the protection to be 
j.!ranted." r ou cannot give the whole of the protection that is askeu 
for ; yon must select, you must consider, you must discriminate. No one 
surely can qua1·rel with a phrase which says you must select and limit 
the protection to be given. Then the.. third point is : 

" Within eat·h iu1lustry it exeludes from the protective echeme those .product~ 
11 h:rh are not m:ule and are not likPly to be made in India." · 

That meaus that yon cat'Hot very effectively work au industl·y in 
this rountr~· simplr hy a scheme of protection ; you must not waste public 
fumh on it in the forlorn 01· distant hope of its being some day in a 
position to stanJ on its' own lt>gs. 

Mr. 0. Dura.iswami Aiyanga.r : The Honourable Member is misre
prcsrnting me. I JJl'\'l.'r said there should be no discrimination. I only 
objected to the h•cllllicul term useil. 

Mr. President : The llonnnrable Member ia entitled to put his owu 
wterpretation oil whlit !Jr . ..:\'.>ISh gar &aid. 
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r.tr. Ja.mnadas M. Meht,J : I nm Rimrly qnotin~ for the benefit of the 
Hononrahlc Mr. Durui'lwnmi .t\i~·ang'ar the intt>rpretation which the 

. Tariff Doard pluced wry wis£-ly and properly on the term which my 
Honourable friend wants to he deletr•l bnt to which nobody can object 
except for the sake of n wrangle. Therefore. I see absolutely no justi
fication for this amendment which, howevt>r you look at it, means abRo· 
lutely nothing-. My IIononrllble friend says 11 In pursuance of the 
dechred fuhtn' r(lliry nf prnterthn ". Ap?trt. from 1b1 Eng-lish does it 
mean anything ? Its Eng"lish also i11 dubious. What is 11 the declared 
fntnre poliry of prntt•rtion : " p,)r all tht>se reasons, Sir, I say that 
this amendment is nhsolntely Ufleless and ought to be thrown out. 

Mr. President : With re~ard to the inquiry of Mr. Ranga lyer as 
to how the other amendments will be dealt with, I will tell the House 
what I pr.opose to do. All these amendments show that the attack is on 
the word " discriminating ". 'l'herefore what I propose to do is to put 
to the House whether the word ., discriminating " Rhould stand part 
of the Preamhle. U the IIon!oie dPeitles to kcrp that word, then all the 
amendments will be disposed of. If, on the contrary, the House comes 
to the conclusion that the word .'' discriminating " should be omitted, 
then I will put to the House what word they want 'to substitute in its 
place. Therefore if l\Ir. Patel, who has given notice of an amendment 
and also Mr. Hang·a Trer, Wf\Jlt to sprak, I will give them an opportunity 
of speaking now. 

liir. C. S. Ran.ga. Iycr : Sir, the Honourable the Uommerce Member 
has in his speeches made it quite clear that the Government are for a 
" continuous" policy of protection but unfortunately the Honourable 
Sir Charles Innes will not be l1ere always. He is an Honourable Member 
who may be in this House to-day and the Ilea<l of a Province to-morrow, 
but the Bill will stand on the Statute-boolc. I want. Sir, that the word 
used in the numerous speeches made in this House-the Honourable 
Members on the Government Benches have enunciated the policy of 
Government as one of '; rontinnons " protection-should be embodied 
in this Bill. If the policy is not to be continuous,-say so lltraigbtaway,
then Government is not protectionist. Do not mislead us. I want an 
answer on this point from the ~!embers of this House. The Honourable 
the Finance Member has g-iven his answer that the Government stand 
for a " continuous " policy of protection and I want the Members of 
this House to introduce that word in the Bill, otherwise you do not have 
a continuous policy. I suspect, Sir, I have very great reasons to suspect
for the past record of the Governmen- is entirely against them-1 suspect 
the policy of the Government, whether it is one of protection. It is 
" discriminating protecti(,n '', and <Wcording- to my interpretation, 
discriminating protection is no protection at all. You discriminate in 
a policy of protection not only between one industry and another, but 
between one conntt·v 11nd another. Take the Bill before the House. What 
kind of di:<:crimination ha\·e the Government to show ? They have dis
criminated between America and India, between Belgium and India, 
between Germanv and llldia-" the menace of the release of the 
Rubr Stocks ", that is the phrase u:-;ell in the Report. 'fhey have 
discriminated further between Frnnce and India, but when England 
is concerned, when the interests of England are concerned, there is no 
favonrahle, no kind of rli~erimination in protrction, but there is a kind 
of discriminntion which goe:o: 11~rinst India. For instance, as Honourable 
Members who have read the 'f ul'il'f Doard Report are aware, the hundred 
t.honsand tons of rails that come from England are not to b• 
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included in the import duties ; they ought to be excluded from the 
protective duties. Therefore, Sir, the policy of Government to-day is the 
policy ~f the Gov~rnment it;t the 19t~ centu.ry, the policy. that l?st our 
indUAtnes, the policy that killed our mdustr1es. I am anx10us, S1r, that 
the foundation of this Bill must be sound. I find no foundation to this 
Bill at all A discriminating policy may be very good sometimes when 
you truly diRcriminate between one country's industry and another, but a 
di11criminating policy left to discretion of the Government, this House 
cannot accept, for they may not draw the demarcating line of discrimi
nation between Manchester cloth and Indian cloth. They may say when 
we take up cloth to-morrow that it falls heavily on English manu
facturerR, and therefore their policy of protection falls to the ground. 
Thus in a vital issue, discriminating protection will be no protection at 
all. The policy of the Government is a policy which neither 
this House nor any Honourable .Member who wants to under~ 
stand that policy can comprehend. I am anxious, Sir, that we 
should not only leave out that word 11 discriminating ", but should 
Ray that the policy of the Government is continuous, and if 
the Government do not say so, take it from me the country will say that 
the Government have protected the Tata industries, beca'use. , Tat'a 's 
went to their rescue when Germany was at England's throat. As a 
matter of fact, when England was fighting for her very existence, Tata 's 
stood them in good stead, and the Government are therefore anxious 
to protect them,-a kind of generosity, nothing more. If on the other 
band, the Honourable the Commerce Member and the IIonourabi, 
.Members opposite have the candour-I do not use the word" honesty "
to insert the phrase " continuous protection " in the Bill and if they can 
take the. country into their confidence and say " Please trust us ", the 
country will trust them. If instead, the Honourable the Commerce 
Member says, ' Here is my speech for the deed ', then I can only say he 
is an honourable man, he is a friend of India, but unfortunately that 
phrase is not in the Bill which is befon· this House. 

Sir, I gave noice of this amendment before the Bill emerged from 
the Select Committee. I fully recognise, Sir, that the Select Committee 
has made an effort, a very real effort, to improve the Bill. But in 
attempting to improve the Preamble, I ·am afraid they have made it 
distinctly worse than it was before by incorporating the phrase " with 
due regard to the well-being of the community " .. 

Mr. President : We are not on those words now. 
Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer: We are not on those words now, Sir ; I recog

niKe th!lt. But the inclusion of those words has strengthened my ground 
that a continuous policy of protection should be a\:J.opted because, Sir, 
we are aware that in the past our plea for protection was defied by 
An~lo-Indian representatiYes in the name of the masses and the 
politicians who opposed the policy of free trade were described as a 
microscopic minority. We fought for a policy of protl.'lctiOJl but they 
A'a\'P. free trade in the name of the community of India, " \\ itl! due 
regard to the well-being of the community ". Th.,erefore, f::i.r I snbmit 
that this inclusion of the phrase has· weakened our ea.,;~. It has 
fltrengthened the discriminating-protection policy and, when you intro
duce Ol' ask for the introduction of a protective policr in srm:e other 
matter, so called " rcpresentlltives " in this Hom~, who do not really 
reprt'sent " the well-beiug of the community ", will stanJ up and say 
thnt they are the representatives of the voiceless millions of Indiu and 
llOt tlle miseroscopic minority of politicians in this llouse. 
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(l\Ir. r. S. Ranga Iyrr.] 
For these considerations, Sir, I submit that it is absolutely esst•ntinl 

Htat WI! must preNS on this House and the Oovernment to incluJc the 
phrnsc 'c1mtinuoutiJ policy" and if the Jlt,liey is Mt cr•ntiuttn''·" or 
wn~istt•nt 11r uniform, it will be disappointin~. 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett: t:)ir, I shoul,t like just f,,,. a 
fp,~· moments in ~>pite of the late hour to say a ft>w "'ut'll.-1 ubou t t!H• lao; I 
r.peerh. The Honourable Member hns made one mot·e of the ~~~~·~·dlt'·i 
whic:h h\) m::.;ht h!lve made in Hyde Purk or nnywht'l'C like tlmt. 11·· 
~•IYN t!ut he nuk('s it in the uame ••E candout·. l c·an only Sll:;'gt•st l11at 
he makes it in the name of ranter. We ar·e d:M·Hssing het·e the l'reamLl·~ 
of a Dill the whol12 of which we have ulrt·a,ly pa:-;:setl. 'l'he que:;tio'l 
~imply l>L•fore us is whether this Pt·eamble i:-~ in acconl:mcc with tlw 
Hill as pa:->sea. The Government have statctl very definitely that thei1· 
policy is the policy adopted by the House rather more than a year ago, 
a policy of <hscriminating protection with due regard to the well-bcin:~ 
of the community. If those word~ are taken out, it will not alt(•r 
the policy of the Government. If other words a•:e put in they may 
possibly not be in accordance with the Bill. 'fhe polit•y of the Oovem
ment is not a policy of indiscriminate protection. The policy, as hat~ 
been pointed out and very well put by the Honourable Mr. J amnadas 
Mehta, is a policy which has been accepted both hy the Oovernmc11t 
and by the House. If the House wishes now to alter tho:-~e wtmh tl:ere 
is not the least reason why it should not do ~>~O, provit.1ed any alterati•1n 
it makes is an alteration which brings out mort! clearly the meanin~ 
•vhich the Government attaches to those wortk 

We have, during the course of the debate, clone a !('OO(l ·<leal or 
iliscriminating in the matter of protection. I w11~ not sorry t<~ sec the 
tin-plate industry which may be regarded a~ one of the bordf•r line 
industries protected contrary to the view taken in the Nclect Cnrwnitl ee. 
I have, like Sir Charles Innes, a soft place in my lJeart for that indnstry, 
if ouly because, unlike some othen, it i:-~ an i11du:-:t:·y " where 1idr•qwtt•~ 
arrangements have been made both for introtlucin~ conl air and 1'or 
removing heated· air." I would appeal to tlw IIow-:e, after tltt' Inn;,!' 
debate which we have had, not to waf!te any more time on junir,r 
wranglin:.. 

1\lr. President : The question iR : 
11 That the word ' disrriminnting '· before ' protrrtion of inclustril•s in Ilritis~ 

India ' stand part of the Preamble.'' 

'l'he motion was adopted. 
Mr. President :'That disposes of amcnrlmcntsi 3, 4, i'i nn'l (), 

Mr. Lohokare 's ameudment .t-io. 7f goes ont. Tlwn wr en me to ?\Jr·. n.1ng-a 

*3 In the PrPamble to the Bill for the worrh 11 in pnr~nan1·!' of tht> polil'l• ~.f 
rlis!'riminating protertion " substitute the words " in purstwuo·(' of t'tt' lh-!'larC'd f:ttllit' 
po.iiry of protN·t :on." 

4. By Bnhu Rang Lal Jajo<lia : · 
That in the Prt>amble the word 11 dia!'riminating '' be rldl't<.'cl. 
5. By Mr. V .• J. Patel": 
In the Pr!'nmble of the Bill for the worrl" rlisr·riminntin;~" thr worrl'' rli,.!'li.'('" 

be :mbstitr.terl. 
6. By l\Ir. C. S. Ranga Iyer : 
That in the Preamble the words 11 uniform, continuous ancl conHiHtent " he Rub· 

stitutcrl for the word 11 discriminating "· 
tin the Prenmble, after the words " protection of inchwtrit•s " insrrt the wor•lii 

"at least half of whose eapital aml maongt•mrnt brlongR to uativrs of Inrlia "· 
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Aiyar 's amendment No. 8. He wants in the Preamble to add after the 
words" Britil:>h India " the words •· :>ubordinating Imperial interests and 
13ritmh interetitll alike to Indian interests." Does the Honourable :Mem: 
her want to move it f 

Mr. C. S. nanga Iyer : Yes, Sir, . to supply· food for " senior 
wrangling '' ! 1 believe the last phrase of the Honourable the Finanl!e 
Member was to characterise the discussion in this House as " junior 
wrangling." I do not know if there is much difference between my 
11ge and thd of the Honourable the Finance Member .. But his is 11 
t•hrase, Sir, which I do not think it necessary to answer in' the same 
1anguage. It il.1 an objectionable phrase. You cannot shut out discus
~< ion in thiM House by Haying it is junior wrangling, or senior wrangling 
or commercial wrangling, or bureaucratic wrangling or financial wrang·· 
liug. I do uot thiuk, 8ir, that I ~;hculd go into it, but surely that is 
hardly a phraHe to cool his brain or the brain of the House. No do'!lht' 
I wi~h to give him a little more excitement and a little more · heat by 
moving this amendment which but for his very objectionable attitude 
I might not have thought of moving. But it becomes very necessary,
whcn }t'inance Members and :.rembers who ought to have a certain 
~rmse of responsibility• try to choke off very sincere discussion on very 
trivial growHls, to place on record what I think and what my counrymen 
think of the English policy, the financial policy and the commercial policy 
that ill and that haii been, 'fhe!r policy has been, Sir, one of exploitation,' 
one of cruel, dishonest, exploitation, and I do not think, Sir, that without 
the substitution of the words in my amendment we can get rid of that im· 
moral, that dishonest, that pro-Britibh and anti-Indian policy, May I, 
~ir...... · · 

l'he Honourable Sir Charles Innes : May I rise to a point of order, 
Sir I I should like to ask, Sir, whether what the Honourable Member 
iM now saying iii relevant to this BilL · · 

Mr. President : I do not think it is. 
Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer : I want to introduce by way of ..... . 
Mr. Chaman Lal : Did the Honourable Sir Charles Innes rise to a 

point of order f 
Mr. President : I cannot hear you. 

lttr. Chaman Lal : .May I ask, Sir, wheth~;r the Honourable the 
Commerce :Member rose to a point of order f 

Mr. President : Yes, he did. 

Mr. C. S. nanga Iyer : I want to introduce the following words : 
11 auLonlinating Imprrial interests nnd British intcrwts alike to Indian intereAts." 

I want to introduce them becauHe I do not trust the British Government 
and the British Government'~! policy in England and the bureaucratic 
dovernment's policy in India. I want to introduce them because their 
policy stand~ roo~d in the past. And what is their past ? Sir, I will read 
for the lx>nefit of this llo11~c, for the benefit of the Honourable the 
~'immce Member, the views of a man, a Member of the Viceroy's Council 
who was much older thau himself and thet·efore his wa; not a case of 
" junior wranglin1~· " Sir J. Arbuthnot writing in 1879 in his Minute of 
Dilisent ....... , 

U5LA. 
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Mr. President : Order, order. We are not now here discussing the 
past Imperial policy. We are not discussing that now. 

Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer : ~ir, I submit to your consilh•ration, I vcnturu 
to say that the present stands rooted in the past and you canuot Hl'pnrato 
the present from the past and you cuuuot but introduce these wonl!! into 
the amendment .....• 

Mr. President : I am afraid the Honourable Member will have to 
make an attempt to separate the past from the present. 

Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer : I shall very much endetwour to separate 
the present from the past though I do not see how I can, because thu 
present Government is an inheritor of the past. 

Mr. President : I am afraid that, if the Honourable .Member finds 
himself unable to differentiate in that manner, he will have to close his 
remarks. 

Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer : I think, Sir, I have got to close, because of 
your ruling, my remarks on that aspt•ct of the question. Dut then I wish 
to go into the higher Imperial aspect, the Dritish aspect and the Indian 
aspect in regard to the prellent and in regard to the future. ~ir, Jntlia 
is considered to be a part of the English Empire and we hear of British 
preference, Imperial preference and all kinds of new preference~ bein~ 
i;Jlked about in this country, in the Anglo-Indian newl:lpapers and also 
in the Tory and Labour and other newspapers in England. And there
fore, Sir, if we do not substitute the words of my amendment, there 
i~ a distinct and a vital danger, under the pretext of Imperial preference 
or British preference or some other preftlrence, of Indian interests 
being ignored. We all know that India has been treated hitherto as 
the Cinderella of the English Empire. We all knO\V that Indians have 
been no more than drawers of water and hewers of wood for a foreign 
bureaucracy. We all know that they still continue to be the same ..... . 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : I rise to a point of order. It 
has just been pointed out that the Bill governs the Preamble and not 
the Preamble the Bill. I submit that there is nothing in this Bill which 
in any way subordinates Imperial interests and British interests alil<e 
to Indian interests, and that being so, I submit that it il'l not proper 
that these words should be inserted in the Preamble. I think they are 
more in the nature of a politic:1l manifesto than a sober Preamble. 

Mr. C. Dura.iswami Aiyangar : I submit that the Bill governs the 
Preamble only after it becomes an Act. In the legh.!lative stage it is 
the Preamble that governs the Bill. 

Mr. President : It is quite a novel doctrine. 
Mr. C. Duraiswami Aiyangar : All. the same it ill cor~ect. 
Ml'. President : Unless 1\Ir. Ranga Iyer will limit his observations 

to the actual words that he wants to introduce-! am afraid, he is travel
ling far beyond. 

Mr. C. S. Ranga. Iyer : Will you please make your meaning clear 
so that I might foilow your suggestion 1 I shall try to follow you pro
,·ided you will make it quite clear as to what you expect me to do. 

Mr. President : The Honourable l\Iember should confine himself to 
the amendment before the House 11 subordinate Imperial intert!~ts and 
Hritisq interest:~ alike to Indian interests." 
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Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer : According to the weight of authority on the 
~ubject ..•..• 

Mr. President : The point of order has been raised that these words, 
11 1mbordinating Imperial interests and British interests alike to Indian 
interests " cannot be inserted because they will not correspond with 
what the clauses of the Bill contain. The clauses of the Bill say nothing 
about subordinating Imperial interests and British to Indian interests at 
all and I think thh· amendment is not in order. 

Mr. M. S. Aney : Is it in conflict with anything in the clauses ' 
· Mr. President : I rule the amendment as out of order. 

Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer : I thought when you called on me to speak 
that you considered the amendment was quite in order. 

Mr. President : I now consider the amendment out of order. 
Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer : May I submit my reason why it should not 

l•e considered out of order f 
Mr. President : Merely on the point of order. 
Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer: Yes, on the point of order. When you called 

on ine to spf.'ak I thought you considered the amendment was quite in 
order. There is nothing, Sir, in this amendment which offends against 
the Bill before the House. In fact, the Preamble is supposed to embody 
the policy of the G.wernment, and I wan~ that the policy of the Govern. 
Ment should be embodied in unambiguous language so that there may 
not be any fear iu future of the language being interpreted away, as 
such lan~uages baYe been interpreted away in the past l!y Viceroy:-; 
and ex-Viceroys. Therefore, I think that it is but fair and that it is 
but proper to give an opportunity to a Member of this House to ·make 
the policy of the Government quite clear, because it is very- ambiguous, 
it iA Vf'ry misleading, and juiging from the record of the Government, 
judging from the present policy of the Government, judginf? from the 
temper of the people, judginl? from their anxiety, judging from theil• 
!iolicitude for the national industries which have not been encouraged, 
I think it is but fair to describe the policy of the Government in very 
unambiguous language by including the phrase " subor.dinating Imperial 
interf'sts anrl British interests alike to Indian interests ". On these 
~rrounds I submit to you that you should not rule this amendment out 
of order but should revise your judgment. 

Mr. President : The Preamble cannot go beyond the clauses of the 
Bill and I think the amendment is out of order. 

Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer : Thank you. 

Dr. H. S. Gour : I rise to move that in the Preamble the words 
11 with due regard to the well-bein~ of the community " be omitted. 
These words were added in the. Select Committee and Honourable 
Members will remember that during the debate that has taken place 
here since the emergence of the report of the Select Committee, various 
meanings have been ascribed to these added words. The Honourable 
Dr. Datta who opened the debate thought that those words were larg;e 
enouJ?h to include protection of labour. The Honourable Mr. Jamnadas 
Mehta made no secret of the fact that this was the door through which 
he could drive a coach and four for the protection of labour and alao 
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for the protN·tion of tlw wagoe-t•arnt'l')l or all l'laNSI'S. 'fht• Honourable 
Mr. 11a~el thou)Zht that tlll'sc wortlil ~nve him 1m opportunity to move 
for the nationalisation or the steel industry or at any t';ttl! for its com. 
pulsory purchase and profit sharing. 1'hc llonourablt• Mr. JoHhi recOA'· 
nised in these cryptic words the salvation for his labour union!-~. 

Mr. President : Is the Honourable Mt•mbt•r rt>ft•rrin~ to tltt• pt·o· 
nouncements of thc~e gcntlPmen in the Select CommittL·e T 

Dr. H. S. Gour : They were made here. 
Mr. Pre·sident : There was nothing said here. 

Dr. H. S. Gour : I am referring to the debate in which Dr. Datta 
referred to these words and said that the~w cnablctl him to pt·otect 
the lnbourers and I appeal to my friend Mr. Jamnada.11 :MPhta whl'thPr 
he did not also speak in the same strain. 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Melita : I did. 

Dr. H. S. Gour : The Honourable Mr. P11tcl usecl the~e wortls as 
a peg to support his argument for the nationali:iation of tho 11teel 
industry. I will not labour this point. 

Mr. President : You had better leave Mr. Patel and Mr. ,Jamnadas 
Mehta alone and get along. 

Dr. H. S. Gour : I will leave them all alone. 
In the first place my' objection to theRe words iH this. All Acts of 

the Indian Legislature are enacted with due regard to the well-being 
of the community. Taken in thi'l large sense l do not s~e wbY' the!-le 
words should find an express place in the l'reamble. That is my first 
point. The future interpreters of these words, well knowing that all 
Acts of the Indian Legislature are, presumably at any rate, cMcted in 
the interests of the community, will ask that there must be a special 
meaning gi:.-c:t to these words because the Legislature ha~ expressly 
embodied them· as part of the Preamble. (At this sta~e there was 
an interruption by Pandit Shambu Dayal Misra.) Now, Sir, we have 
already had from my friend, Mr. Misra, another ambiguity thrown upon 
us that these woi·ds are used in contradistinction to the word " discrimi
nating ". As I have said, these words are ambigno:.I'I arul they· will 
be used in future to convey a nriety of meaning out or all connection 
with the context. I also say that these worus are meaninglcr>!i. I asl~ 
Honourable Members in this Home to let me know what thl'Y mean by 
the words " with due regard to the well-being of the community ", 
which community, the trading community, the Iabourin:.;- commnnity, the 
Indian community, the human community ..... . 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta. : Community means the public. 

Dr. H. S. Gour : I will categorise my reafion'! for the omi.~sion of 
these words. I say in the first vlaee, these wods ai·e s;1~1~rflnous. 
They underlie every Act of the Indian Le!!'islatnre and are the cardinal 
principle of all Acts which are placed upon the Statnte-hook. If they 
are expressly embodied in any Act of the Indian Legislature it must 
l•e because there is a special reaflon or justification for thP,ir insertion. 
I do not know what special reason there was for im;r~rt;n7, th~se words 
in the Preamble. That is my second reason. My third rr•nson is, Sir, 
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that theRe words are eonfusing and are likely to cause confusion in 
future. They are alread)' causing confusion in the minds of the various 
llember~ of thiH llouse, who haYe ascribed to them different meanings 
to suit different . amendments which they have tabled and wis~ed to 
r•reSll upon the notice of this House. I therefore submit, Sir, that these 
wordii are superfluous and are likely to cause confusion in the interpreta
tion of the .Act, and, relying upon the ruling which you have just now 
given, I invite the attention of the House as to which of the clauses 
which follow the Preamble bring out the particular relevancy of these 
wordl1" with due rf'gard to the well-being of the community." I submit 
therefore that on all grounds these words are superfluous and must be 
deleted from the Preamble. 

Mr. Cha.man Lal : Sir, I am indebted to Dr. Gour for having made 
two statements before this meeting of Tat a's shareholders-! mean 
ldore thi11 House. {Laughter.) The first statement that he has made 
ill that he is against any words being inserted in the Preamble of the 
Bill relating to the well-being of the community. I understand there
fore, Sir, that the Ilonourable Member is against the well-being of the 
community, although he har:~ no reason whatsoever to be against the 
wt>ll-being of the Tata eommunity for which this Bill has been produced. 
The second statement that he made is that his mind is very confused. 
(taughter.) It was unnecessary to make that statement. If these 
wordl1 confuse Dr. Gour's mind, I may assure him that there are Honour
phle Membt>rs here who have the well-being of the community .at heart 
whose minds are not confur:~ed. They do not want to sidetrack the issue 
by saying that there is nothing in the Bill to which these words relate, 
and may I point out that by saying that you are merelY' trying to get 
hehind the pro,·i~;ions of the Bill by making it clear in the future that 
so far as you are concerned any measure which you bring forward will 
nt'ver be introduced in reference to· the well-being of the community 
but always in reference to the well-being of the shareholders for whose 
benefit Bills of this nature are brought forward. I think it was un
nPet'sRary on the part of Dr. Gour to emphasise this point. Even the 
Fisral Commis.qion 's report admit !'I this phrase, even the Tarifi Board's 
rl'port admit'! this point, and it is not really· such a very great crime 
to ha\'1" committed to have mf'ntioned the fact that you want to regarli 
tht> well-being of the community· in bringing forward measures of this 
nature. If you do not frankly want to pay any regard to the well-being 
of the community, then say so, and Dr. Gour at least has made his 
position clear. We have been saying that from the very beginning that 
~-ou have not the slightest regard for the well-being of the community·. 
This Bill i!l merely a capitalistic measure. a measure intended to benefit 
a "mall community, a small group of people ·who seem to be sinking 
nniter the weight of their financial burdens. But nevertheless let us 
llave thoRe words in the Preamble of the Bil~ and let us lay it down 
for all time that any measure of this kind will never be brought forward 
in the interf''lts of the capitalist but always in the interests of the 
Jnassrs. 

Tbe Honc.nrable Sir Charles Innes : Sir, I think the proper way to 
look 11t this matter, rspeeially at this stage of the discussion, is that it 
J'l•a11y d~ not make very much diffE."rfnce whether we leave the words in 
th(' Prt'amble or not. The rrason why I a!rreed to the introduction of these 
wori111 wu that it wa11 pointed out to me that these words were actually 
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USf'd in the Rtosolution adoptt.>d by thill L('gislative .Asllembly on Ft>bru11ry 
l~th, ~92~. . Th~ actu.al clause was 11 that the principle should be applit•!l 
wtth illscr~mmahon wtth due rrgoard to the well-being' or the community ". 
I agree wtth Dr. Oour that the words are somewhat otiose becunstl artrr 
all the words " with due regard to the wrll-bt>ing of the community " 
mrrr!y explain what we always intended by discriminating prott.'ction. 
'Jhe.Jdea was that we sh?uld discriminate between industries to be protectf'd 
tavwg regard to the mterests of consumers and to the other interrsts 
aft'ech•cl. But I do not think that at t}ljs stage we nel'tl debate the point 
very much }()(llger. As far as the Government are concerned, we do 110t 
mind whether the words are taken out or left. But, as they cannot in any 
way uft'ect the provision!l of the Bill, I suggest that we lrave the words 
nlone. 

Mr. President: The question is : 
11 That the word& 1 with due rt>gnr<l to the wt-Il·being of the eommunity ' ~tnnd 

part of the Preamble.'' . 
~rhe motion wa!l adopted. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha: Sir, the discussion that has preceded t.his 
amendment• makes it clear that it is necessary that in the Preamble to this 
!3ill we must have some kind of provision in oll'der to safeguard the in
terests of ~onsnmers. Sir Charles Innes in reply to Dr. Oour 's amend· 
ment has said that the wor4 " community " means consumers as well as 
other sections of the community. Now, when the question of protection 
is being discusse'd, the interests of the consumer natura1ly conflicts with 
the interests of the producer, and, IIR it often happens in deciding the 
question of protection, the interests of the consumer are allowed to go to 
the wall. It is therefore necessary that some safeguard must be incor
porated in the Preamble to this Bill. Sir Basil Blackett in discussing the 
provisions of this Bill said that the value of protection must be judged in 
relation to the national dividend. I quite agree· with him but I also be· 
lieve that national dividend itself should be judged in relatioB to national 
welfare, and that in order that an increase in national dividend may con
duce to an increase in national welfare, it is necessary that national divi
dend should be properly distributed. In order, therefore, that an economJic 
distribution of the national dividend should conduce to national welfare 
it is neces.qary that the interests of the consumer should be carefully 
c;afeguarded. I realise that by the mere insertion of the words of my 
amendment that safeguard which I have in my mind, may n()t be attained, 
but I confess I do not see any reason for omitting these words which I 
su1117est when as a matter of fact, we have introduced in the Preambl'e 
otthe Bill s;ch an ambiguous expreRsion as " the well-being of the 
community." 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes (Commerce Member) : Sir, I sub
mit that it is entirely unnecessary to insert these words, which are already 
covered by the words " the well-being of the community ", and in this ~on
nection I would like to refer the House to paragraph 93 of the Fiscal 
Commissioner's Report, where the meaning of the :worc~s "the :we~fare .of 
the community " is explained. I, therefore, submit, Str that It IS qmte 
unnecessary to insert these words. 

------------~----~~~~~ • In the Preamble to the Bill after the wonls " the ~ommunity " the folio win!{ 1 J} II bl! added1 ' 1 and th~ i~terests of consumers genera 1 , 
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Nl.r. President : The question is : 
" That in the Preamble to the Bill after the words ' the community ' the followi.&g 

be added • and the interestt of eonsumel'fl generally'·" 

The motion WaR negatived. 
The next amendment is No. 11• by llr. Devaki Prasad Sinha, which I 

rule out of order. 
The next~ !\o, 12t by :Mr. V; J. Patel which cannot be moved and 

is also vut of order. 
No. 13t is by Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hossain Khan . also goes out. 
No. U§ is !>y 1\lr. K. Rama Aiyaugar. The tax-payer is included in 

the community I take it, so this amendment also goes out. 
No. 1611 by Mr. Jamnadas :Mehta is also out of order, and No. 17U by 

Mr. Bhubanananda Das is al<ID out of order. 
· Mr. Bhubanananda. Das : Sir, I think it is in orqer. 
Mr. President: Nothing like trying. You can make the attempt 

to convince mt. 

Mr. Bhubanananda Das : I am trying to convince ypu a,nd ~o 
thia House. . . · . 

Mr. President : What you want to introduce in the Preamble has 
no relation to the clauses enacted. It cannot be part o;f the Preamble. 
It is liO clear. there is no use the Honourable Member taking time over it. 
The question is : 

'' That the Preamble stand part of the Bill.'; 

The motion wac~ adopted. 
The Preamble was added to the Bill. 
Mr. President : There remains the Title. The question is_: 

u That the Title stand part of the BilL" 

·J'he motion wa11 adopted. 
• The Title was added to the Bill. 

• In the Preamble lo the Bill, for the words " fostering and development of 
Steel Industry " the following be substituted 11 temporary protection of Indian 
Manufacturel'fl of Steel" ; and alao the words 11 and to determine ...... to the said 
i.Ddustry '' be omitted. 

t In the Preamble after the words 11 such articles 11 the following worde be 
inserted: 

11 and by providing for purchase of steel of indigenous origin by Government 
hpartmentt, State-owned railways and public bodies, by providing for freight eubsidiet 
unllor ee.rtain eontingenei68. '' 

lIn the Preamble of the Bill, after the words 11 certain such articles ", the 
fol:owing words be ineerted : 

11 With a vit>w to inereaae the national assett and ultimately to nationalise th'l 
ateel industry in India, and with a view to relieve the general tax-payers and eon· 
aumera ol 1 portion of their burden of taxation." 

t In the Preamble of the Bill after the word 11 articles " following words be 
inaerted: 

11 With due regard to the interestt of the tax-payer. 11 

n In the elPVenth line of the Preamble to the Bill for the word II three! , the 
word " five " be aubatituted. 

! In the Preamblt, after the words 11 said induatry " the 11·ords " and to provide 
that all J'Urrhaae of iron and steel by Departmeutt of and under the control of the 
Gov~:nwu:nt of llldia ahall be of llldian origin.'' be inserted. 
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The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : I move, Sir, that the Dill be 
J'assed. · 

I am afraid,. that I have made a quite incredible number of speeches 
to-day, and I do not wish to add to that number, l'Spccially us I know 
that the House is tired, and I um also tired myNeli ; but I do desire to 
congratulate the House on what I think is n really good piece of work. 
It was of course inevitable that in so controversial a matter as a protec
tiora Bill, there should be wide and sharp differences of opinion between 
different sections of the House, but I do hope that the llouse will recog
nise that whether the speaker!! came from the Oovl'rnmcnt Dcnchcs here 
or whether the speakers came frcm any part of the llouse, there was only 
one thought in their minds, naruely, they wanted to tlo what was the best 
for India as a whole. It has been said, Sir, that when I made my 
previous speech I seemed as if I had misgivings as to the policy of this 
Bill. I desire publicly to contradict that statement. I have no mhl· 
givings about this policy of protecting the steel induHtry in India. 
Whether we look at it from thtl point of view of protecting the existing 
steel industry or the point of view of establishing a 11ound and healthy 
steel industry in India, I am quite satisfied myself that the policy is 
the right one: . But I would just. say one thing more before I sit down. 
I hope that every time the Government puts forward a Bill for protection 
of any industry before this House, that this House will examine the 
Dill with the same care and the same jealous scrutiny that it has applie·l 
to this Bill, for in that there is the best safc~uard for the consumers in 
India and for India as a whole. 

Sir P. S. Sivaswamy Aiyer : Sir, I have much pleasure in 11upporting 
the motion of Sir Charles Innes that this Bill be passed, anu in doin:;t so, 
I should like to congratulate Sir Charles Innes on the skill and the ability 
with which he has piloted thi5 Bill. He has displayed· unfailing tact 
and good humour and a spirit of compromise throughout these debates. 
This Bill'has encountered very rough ~qually weather, and has been tosl.led 
about by angry. winds and waYes, but the skipper has brought his craft 
successfully to port jettisoning only one item of the cargo. I hope that 
this may not interfere with the success of the main industry for the 
promotion and development of which this Bill was primarily intended. 

Until I saw the notice of the amendmenbl to this Bill I could not 
believe that there would be bUch a diversity of opinions with regard 
to the provisions of this Bill. I thought that the House had committed 
itself by a Resolution passed last year to the policy of discriminating 
protection. I thought that the. whole of. India. was interc~ted in the 
fosterinl7 and development of this great piOneer mdustry wh1ch we owe 
to the g:nius and foresight of that great patriot, .Jamsetjee Nusserwanjee 
1.1ata. I could not in my simplicity believe that this Bill could evoke 
~:~uch nried bittl'r opposition. Nobody who has watched the debates 
c:an say that this Bill has been rushed through in haste or that it has 
not been subjected to severe and minute criticism from every conceivable 
point of view. Nobody can say that this llous? does not listen to any 
y.;articular ~chool of tho.ught or to .the representations .made b.y any perso~ 
interested m any particular sectwn of the commumty or m any partl· 
eular class. Sir, we have listened to advocates of free trade ; we have 
listened to the champions of lahonr ; we have liHtened to socialists ; we 
ltave listened to the advocates of the nationalisation of indui'ltries ; and 
I do not know whether there is any class or interest which has not been 
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heard in this All!sembly and heard with patience. Many amendment• 
have been moved and they have all been patiently discussed. At times it 
l!eemed that there wa!S a danger of our forgetting the main issue, namely, 
the neeet!sity of protecting this premier industry which has been started 
hy Intlian~ and promoted by Indians and is being managed by Indians ; 
but I am glad to find that the collective good sense of the House has 
preYailed oyer all these sectional differences, and that the result is one 
upon which we ~11 may rea~onably cor;tgratul~te ourselve~ .. I rega;r4 this 
piece of legislation as markmg an era m the h1:;tory of Bnt1sh admmlstra
tion and in the economic history of British India. For many years past 
we have complained of the fiscal policy of Government being controlled 
and dominated by cont~iderations of Imperial interest,· by considerations 
l)f what was thought to be in the interests of Britain ; but to-day we have 
Jlassed a measure which is a recognition of our fiscal independence, how· 
ever qualified some of you may think it is. Its passage is an assertion 
and an exercise of the right of fiscal independence which was recom
mended by the Joint Select Committee. I look upon this measure with 
vreat gratification as marking the practical recognition by the Govern· 
ment of their duty to identify themselves with the national sentiment, 
and to take a leading part in fostering and developing the industries 
of India. I look upon it with great gratification as a tardy •piece of 
reparation for the systematic fiscal· policy by which the industries of 
India were cru~>hed in the past. I congratulate the Honourable Sir 
Charles Innes and I congratulate the Governmenf upon the successful 
reKult of thi!o! piece of legislation and I hope it will have a much smoother 
passage in the other place than it has had here, and a quicker passage too, 
and I hope there will be no further items of cargo to be jettisoned in the 
other House. Sir, I think I may also congratulate the House upon the 
good sense which has prevailed-upon the collective good sense, a·s I 
aay, which the House has shown. 

In conclusion, Sir, I should like to pay my tribute to the Tari:ft Board 
for the impartiality, the ability and the moderation which have character· 
ised their report, for the spirit of conscientiousness with which they went 
into their inquiry about this question. But for the moderation and 
impartiality which they displayed in their Report, it is hardly likely 
that their Heport would have commended itself to so many sections of 
the public and met with the acceptance of the Government as well as 
of the people. With these words, Sir, I have great pleasure in supporting 
this motion. 

Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya: Sir, I agree with my Honourable 
friend Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer that the passage of this measure to-day 
marks an important date in the commercial history of this country. I 
al..;o agree with him and the Honourable the Member for Commerce that 
it is a lllPasure of very great importance, and for that very reason, 
I think, Sir, I ought not to give a silent vote on it. While I heartily 
wrleome the passing of the Act, so far as it atiords protection to a great 
nationnl indm;try, the birth and growth of which has been a matter of 
deep intrrl'st to l'Vrry patriotic Indian, I feel at the same time that the 
mra~>urc as it has been shaped, is much wider in its scope than ever 
••rlnrated Indians demanded, it is much wider in its scope than the needs 
of thl' eountry justify, and I cannot, therefore, give the measure as it 
stftnd!4 my support. I feel, Sir, that during no time in the history ol 
the exi11tence of nny Legislature in this country has a more delicate, a 

.LII~LA x' 
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more important, measure been laid before the Honse. And for that 
very reason I regret that the Government did not see their way to accl•pt 
:~omc Hry important amt.~n1lments which were pluced before the House. 
One of these wa~ that which relat~ll to restricting the flow of fot·eign 
capital into this country. I tlo not wish to repeat all that I ha\'e said 
on that point, but I do not know that in any part of the world, there is 
any legislature which ha:; passed a measure of protection of the type, 
of the scope, of the character, which is before this House to-day. I do 
not know that in any country the general tax-payer has been taxed and 
bounties paid out of the taxes, not to indigenous enterpri~es only but 
also enterprises which may not be indigenous, which may be entirely 
foreign. r.rhe Dill empowers the Government to extend such bounties to 
such foreign concerns. I sugge&ted and some other Honourable Members 
also suggested that there should be a limitation imposed on the extent 
of foreign capital that might flow into this country on account of the 
protection which the tariff wall will create. I regret that the Govern
ment did not see their way to fVJ'~ept our suggestiom.1. I also suggested 
as the last proposal, that in the heW ~c<'tion which it was agreed to 
add to the Bill as the result of the conference between some non-official 
Members and Government Members, two clauses should be added, which 
I took from the Safeguarding of Industries Act, which would have en· 
sured that, if the Government deslred to offer any bounty out of the 
taxes raised to a company which does not exist to-day, but which might 
come into existence as a result of the passing of this Act, their proposal 
should be 'laid before this Assembly for its approval, and that, if the 
Assembly was not sitting, it should be laid before the Assembly at its next 
meeting. That provision was taken from an English Act passed only 
two or three years ago. · 

Mr. President : I appeal to the Honourable Member at this stage 

6 P.M. not to go into the details of the various amend-
ments we have lately dealt with. The discussion 

at this stage iii only of a very ger.eral character. 

Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya: I submit, Sir, that on a motion that 
a Bill be passed, I submit with great respect, every Member of the House 
is entitled to put forward and to repeat the points which he has urged 
and which he wants to lay emphasis on, if he thinks that any useful 
purpose will be served by it, and I assure you that I think that there 
i~ a useful purpose likely to be served by my recapitulating some of the 
points, because I want those points to be yet considered by the Govern
ment and the IIouse. Now, Sir, I regret that those provisions were not 
accepted by the Government. I cannot therefore lend my vote to support 
the Bill as it standi'! before the House. I recognise, however, I am glad, 
somewhat relieved, to think, that the Government have agreed to appoint 
a Committee early to go into the question of what limitation might be 
placed upon the coming in of foreign capital, of companies with foreign 
capital to which the provisions of this measure might be extended. I 
hope that the Committee will soon be appointed and that it will be com
posed of men who will command the confidence of the II011Se and the 
country. (Mr .• Jamnadas III. Mehta : "We have to elect it.") Thank 
you. But half the Committee only will be elected, as I understood it. I hope 
that the matter will be taken up early, and will be considered, as the 
'Preamble says," with due regard to the well-being of the community." 
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That i~ one circumstance I take note of. The other circumstance that 
l 11cek conliolation in i~ that, though the provisions which I asked tbP. 
Government to incorporate in the Bill have not been incorporated, it is 
pos!liLle that Government may yet recognise the wisdom and the justice 
or placing before the Assembly any proposal to grant any bounty or 
bounties to a Company which has not come into existence if they desire 
to give bountie11 to any sueh company I do hope that the Government 
will recog'Dise that, if they should pa:r out of taxes. raised by means 
c,f this Bill any bounty to companies which are not in e:x:istenee to-day 
in India, it i11 only right. that they should Reek the authority of the 
.\.ssf'mbly for dispensing those bounties. I hope also that it will be 
possible, ewn when the Bill has bec·n passed, for this Assembly to put 
on record a Resolution recommending such a course to the Government. 
In that hope, Sir, I will not oppose the Bill. I hope that the Govern
ruent will yet improve the Bill in the directions which I have mentioned 
and that the Bill, improved as I suggest and worked with due regard to 
the well-being of the Inilian community, will be a beneficial measure 
and will promote the good of this country. 

\1 Mr. N. M. Joshi : I thank you very much for giving me this oppor
tunity of· making a few observations on this Bill when it is about to 
~a . 

Sir, I do not wish to repeat what I have said when the Bill was being 
conilidered. But, Sir, I must make it clear that I still hold, after having 
heard the discussion in this House, that the best method of protecting 
the steel industry was to nationalise it. But, Sir, as it ·was not possible 
for this House, constituted as it is at present, to agree with my view, I 
have held that I could support a measure for protection if some conditions 
for safeguarding the interestiJ of the tax-payer were included in it. I 
am sorry those conditions were also not included in this Bill. 

When I Rpoke at the initial stage ~f this measure; I had ~lso men
tioned a few of the grievances from which labourers working in the steel 
industry were suffering .. When I spoke on those grievances here, it 
did not give me much pleasure. I knew, Sir, when I was speaking on 
those matters that I was speaking against people who had helped very 
generously the organisations to which I belong for a number of years in 
the work which we have been doing in Bombay and elsewhere. I also 
knew when I spoke about those matters that amongst the people who are 
associated with the Tata Iron and Steel Company, there are people who 
had treated their labour much better than many others do. But, Sir; 
I thought, occupying as I do my place in this Assembly, and having 
undertaken to speak on behalf of labour, it was my duty to voice the 
grievances from which the Jamshedpur labour had suffered. I am sorry 
that those grie\'anees have not yet been redressed. But I was glad that, 
as stated by my friend Mr. Chaman Lal, the Directors of the Tata Iron 
and t:itecl Company have agreed to recognise the Jamshedpur Labour 
Union on the recommendation of a conciliation committee. Sir, on 
behalf of the labour of Jamshedpur I thank the Directors of the Tata 
Iron and Steel Company for what they have promised to do. I only hope 
that the spirit of generosity which has induced them to make this promise 
will continue and 110 prejudices regarding individuals will be allowed 
to come in the way of the settlement of this question hereafter. Sir, 
I also expected that the Alisembly would so amend the Bill that· the 
interests of labour in the steel industry would be adequately protected. 
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[Mr. N. M. Joshi.] 
Unfortunately that bas not been done on arcount or your ruling. The 
interests of other sections have been protertr1l. 'l'he intrre~t~ of the 
investors, and not only that, but also thr intrrl'Stl'l of Indian investorl! 
against those of the European investors, have been :-mfegmlrtled. Even 
the interests of· people who follow the profel'l~ion of diredors of com
panies have been protected. But, Sir, no rlauses for prott,cting the 
interests of manual workers engaged in the in<lustry conltl fin<l a place 
in this Bill. I regret that that has been the re~mlt of our di~cn~sions. 

Sir, there is only one pomt more on which I would like to speak 
before I sit down. Some time back, t heard remnl'k!il from ~orne Mrm
bers stating that they were tired of bearing of the interest!'~ of the poor. 
Sir, I do not know why the nerves of some people should be affected by 
hearing that word. If they really do not want to hear the word 11 poor 
people "let them see that the poor people do not exist in this country. 
But as long as they exist, let no one say that he il'l tired of hraring the 
name of the poor people. Sir, it !leems to me there ill an alliance between 
the representatives of the British Government in this country and the 
representatives of capitalists in this House, to belittle the burden thrown 
on the poor people. Levying an im11ort duty on one particular item may 
be a small burden upon the poor. But if you have !lmall duties upon 
many articles, that burden may become very large. Sir, the wire nail~ 
of Sir Purshotamdas Thakurdas may not alone throw much burden upon 
the poor. Duty on kodaz.is may put only a burden of one anna npon them. 
The result of the Lee Commission may plare a burden of only a few 
rupees. But it is our duty to see what iR the total bnrclen upon the 
poor people in this country and whether thry are able to bear it. Sir, 
I was sorry to :find that a Member should have proposed an amendment 
that the words " the well-being ol the commlmity " should be dropped. 
I had always thought that a policy of protection had its dan~er~. 
But I never thought that those dangers would begin to appear so early 
as that. But, Sir, before the Bill is passed, we have begun to see thnt 
the words " the interests of the poor people " have become nau11rat.ing 
to some people, (A Voice : 11 No.") Sir, the ·wordil "well-being of the 
community " have become obnoxious to others. (A Voice : " Certainly 
not."} Sir, a voice says," certainly not." I am glad to hear it. Defore 
I conclude, may I express the hope that this Bill, althl)ngh I J~ not 
approve of it in its present form, may ultimately prove useful to the people 
of this country and achieve the object for which it is intended. •I 

Mr. lt. Ra.ma Aiya.ngar (Madura and Ramnad cum Tinnevdly : 
Non-Muhammadan Rural) : If I had talked on any other occasion on this 
Bill I should not have liked to stand now before the Assembly. I ltrtve 
felt that some aspects of this Bill have to be placed before the Hou~e 
for consideration. I congratulate the Honourable Member in ch·Hge 
for having piloted the Bill through, but I feel that the burden on him 
will be considerably more after the Bill i)l passerl and is enacted th11.n it. 
has been till now. In fact, I believe from an analysis of what has bl!en 
1aid by the Tariff Board it comes to this. We are goin~? to protect I he 
steel industry and the cost is put clown at Rs. 180 per ton. Ac~cording 
to Tata's statements referred to in the Report, after three ycr!:·s they 
ean produce steel at a works cost of Rs. 100 per ton, and that me:aniS 
Chat others who have been' alrr.ady in the industry can produce it at 
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much le!i8 colit, say Rs. 80 or 90. That means that there will be a margin 
'of about R~. 100 per t.')n tQ any bu'lines<; man to start an industry in 
eompetition. I take it the Tatas have been founders of this industry 
here and they have worked through a difficult period to keep it up and 
we are extremely glad that they are given this protection at a cost of 
nearly 5 crores extra to the consumer ; but it should not be that later on 
there are chancel! of the industry being crushed. As I take it, :my 
bw,ine~WJ man in other lands must know that this protection, basin:._l' it 
on the c08t of steel at Us. 180, may think of immediately starting steel 
indtL'ltry in India, and I do not think that the single statement that has 
been made in the Tariff Board's report, from the evidence· that they have 
j!athered, that it will tal:e five yee:~; for any steel company to Dlanu
facture steel in India is of any impartance at all. I believe if the 
machinery 'lying idle in many plac.?<; referred to in the Tariff Board 
report is brou~ht down here and work started, steel will he made here 
much earlier than the period menticned in the report, so that the 'I'ac.as 
may not be able t') withstand ccmpe•ition. Therefore, I submit that 
it will be in the hands of Sir Charles Innes and the Finance Member to 
see that practical effect is gi\'t:D ta the provisions of this Bill and that 
Tat a's are absolutely and really r~·otected from any further. difficulties. 
No foreign company OU!!ht to be all.Jwed to be started within three.· 
years to compete with Tat a's in the production of steel. With these 
few words I 11upport the Bill. 

Mr. President : The qul'stion is : 
u That the Bill, aa amended, be paued." 
Mr. Gaya. Prasad Singh (Tirhut DiYision : Non-Muhammadan} : 

~ir, during the last f('W days the debate bas been confined only to a 
few speakers, and a great number of Members have been given no 
opportunity of taking part in the discussions. I, therefore, ask you to 
allow me to t~peak. 

(roia•: .. The question may now be put".) 
Mr. President : The question is : 

11 That the BiU to provide for the fostering and development of the steel indusm 
in British India, aa amended, be passed. 1 ' • 

The motion was adopted. 

REPORT OF THE ROYAL CO!IDIISSIO~ ON THE SUPERIOR 
SERVICES. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman (Home Member) : With 
reference to the Lee Commission Report, I must have one day and there
fore it will not be possible to take up the discussion before Monday. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi (Nominated : Labour Interests) : Why not 
Saturday I 

(There were other interruptions from all parts of the House.) 
lth. President : I would ask Honourable Members to heal' the 

Honourable the llome ~!ember further. 

The Honourable Sir Alex&nder Muddiman : My point is this. Had 
the House finished this Bill earlier, we could have finished the business 
on the agenda. We haYe got to attt>nd a meeting to-morrow. I must 
hne some time on Saturday. Therefore I cannot take up the discus. 
sion before lfondar. 
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Mr. V. l. Patel (Bombay City : Non-Muhammadan Urban) : I sug-, 
gest that we begin on Saturday and finish on Monday. Otherwise the 
discussion will go over to Tuesday. That is why I suggest that we might 
begin on Saturday. 

Dr. H. S. Gour (Central Provinces llindi Divisions : Non-Muham
madan) : It is the general wish on this side of the House that the dis
cussion should take place on Monday. 

(Cries o/ 11 No, no.") 
Mr. President : Honourable Members must remember that, in ordt'r 

to meet their wishes, Governmen( are making a day available for the 
purposes of this discussion and therefore we must give them the con
venience they want and the day suggested, namely, Munday, will be 
the most suitable day for the purpose. 

Mr. V. l. Patel : Will you give us a second day also Y 
The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I shall be glad to mee~ 

the convenience of the House but this will depend on whether the 'l'b.ritY 
Bill comes back. 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra. lao {Godavari cum Kistna :Non
Muhammadan Rural) : May I ask whether the time limit for admitting 
Resolution will be extended up to Saturday afternoon f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: Certainly. 
Mr. President : Resolutions will be received up to 2 o'clock on 

Saturday. The Assembly now stands adjourned till 11 A.M. to-morrow, 
when the rest of the agenda of to-day will be taken up. 

The Assembly then adjourned till Eleven of the Clock on l!,riday, 
the 6th June, 1924. 
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Friday, 6th June, 1924. 

The ~mbly met in the A')Sembly Chamber at Eleven of the Clock. 
lir. ~tw~ident in the Chair • 

. 
QUESTIONS .AJ\1) ANSWERS. 

Tuum Cu.ss PASSENGER FARES ON THE SOUTH INDIAN RAILWAYS. 

1300 *Haji S. A. 1t 1eelani : (a) Will the c:."·,~mment be pleased 
to t~tate whether it is a fact that the rates per mile for third class passengers 
on the South Indian Railway is the same as those for the intermediate 
class pallsengers on the Madras and Southern l\1ahratta Railway ! 

(b) U so, will the Government be pleased to state 'the pvlicy govern
JJ# tb f.Iatwn of rates on these two railways t 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : (a) The third class fare by Mail trains over 
tb{' 8o,lth Indian Railway is the same as the Inter class fare over the 
Madtas and Southern liahratta Railway generally. A lower fare, 
bowe,·Pr, is charged by ordinary trains. 

(b! Government have sanctioned maxima and minima fares charge
able ovl:'r Railways within which each Railway h&s power to fix aetual 
fare'! according to looal circumstances. 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar: Is it a fact that the second class 
fam nn the Routh Indian Railway have not been reduced in the same 
manner in which they have been reduced on the 1\ladras and Southern 
llahratta Railway f 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : I am afraid I must ask for notice of that 
qut'lltion. 

DorBLE LINE RAILWAY PRoJECT FROM TA.MBARA.M TO MADRAs. 

13/ll. •Haji S. A. K. Jeelaiu : With reference to the consideration of 
Tll.lt•b)e Lin' !>ro)eet from Tambaram to Maclns llll the South lndiaa 
Railway will the Government be pleased to state how far matters have 
progrl!ss('d since I last interpellated on the subject in the Assembly 1 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : The Consulting Engineers of the South 
JndiRn Railway have submitted their report on the project for doubling 
and l!l~ctrifying the line from 'l'ambaram to Madras and it is being 
ton111idt>rt'd by the Company. No avoidable delay will be allowed to 
occur in arriving at a decision. 

REcRnTlfEXT oF 1.\'COl!!?.-TU 0FFICi::RS IN MADRAS. 

1302~ *Haji S, A. X:. Jeelani: (a) Since the separation of the Income
til from the Revenue Department, in Madras, will the Government bt 

( 2733 ) 
LS6LA A 



LI!GISLATIV! ASSEMBLY. [6nt JuNE Hl~·l. 

plear:~ed to st&tt, how many candidates have bc~n <1irndly recruited for 
aeniee as Income-tax Officers, and bow many have been promoted from 
aubot·rlinate grades ! · · 

- (b) na,·p tlw Staff Selection Board anythnt,t~ t•• d'> with regard to 1 

the u:cruitment of Income-tax Officers Y If so, will the Government 
be pleased to state the exact nature of its function if not will it be 
pleased to state why Y 

(c) Is it a fact that in the choice of selection for the post of Income· 
tax Officers, the son of an official is preferred to that or an artisan; a 
merchant, o•.· ~u'. nr.rlcnlturist T 

(d) Will the Government be pleased to lay on the table a statement 
showing the number of candidates recruited in Madras up to date as 
Officers for the Income-tax Department and the avo~ation of their parent~ t 

-(fJ) Is it a fact that this year recruitment was not advertised in the 
'papers Y If so, will the Government state why 7 

Mr. A. R. L. Tottenham: (a) Altogether 43 Income-tax officers have 
been appointed permanently or on probation. 

Of these, 11 were directly recruited from outside .Government service, 
9 were promoted from the subordinatH grades of the Income-tax Depart
ment, and 23 were selected from other Government Drpartments. 

(b) No.. The appointment of Income-tax officers is governed by 
Statute, Under section 5 ( 4) of the Indian Income-tax Act, 1922, they 
are appointed by the Commissioners of Income-tax, subject to the control 
of tltP Governor General in Council and by executive order the appoint· 
ments require the approYal of the Local Government. 
. · (c) In selecting ·Income-tax officers, permanent or probationary, the 
object kept in view has been to secure persons whose moral, e<lucational, 
linguistic and physical qualifications and whose manners and general 
~ntelligcnce will enable them to aommand the confidence of the public, 
· tnd to discharge their duties satisfactorily. 

Enry effort has also been made to secure the due representation of 
different communities, and it has further been thought advisable that 
this new Department should contain a substantial proportion· of persons 
with Jlrevious official experience and training. 

No such criteria as .are referred to in this part of the question have 
ever been applied. . ' · · 
. (d) No. The Government do not propose to collect the information 
asked for, as, in their opinion, no useful purpose would be served by 
doing so. 

(e) Yes. Bee~use several hundreds of candidates applied in the 
two previous years when vacancies were advertised, and their names 
had l.t>en ·registered. A large proportion of these had been personally 
interviewed by the Commissioner. and notes recorded as to their quali· 
fications. In addition several hundreds of fresh applicatiom~ were 
received, as it was widely known that there were vacancies to be filled. 
There was therefore no necessity to invite further applications by ad· 
vertising in the newspapers. · 

Mr. A. !angaswa.mi Iyengar: The Honourable Member said that 
in considering the qualifications for selection the physica~ moral 
and intellectual qualifications were taken into account. What I want 
to know, Sir, is whether a specific qualification in accounts or account· . 
ancy was not ~ne of the main criteria in the choice. of these a,p~licants~ 
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Mr. A. R. L. Tottenham: No, Sir. If, as a matter of fact, a candi
Jate was highly qualified in accountancy that no doubt would come in 
as an imp()rtant con.,ideration. But generally speaking in this respeet 
we rely on the trnining given to the officers after they come into the 
Departil11'nt, when they are trained for one or twn years in accountancy, 
·.ncomP·tflx law and so forth. However a candidate's knowledge of 
aecountancy would rertainly be taken into consideration under the head 
of his " euncationa) qualifications ". Training in accountaney is no 
Joubt a form of education. 
CoNsrLTATION W!Tll TilE WoRKERs' ORGANISATIONS IN INDIA re SuBJECTS 

To i1E DIHtTSSED BY THE INTERNATIONAL LABOUR CoNFERENcEs. 

· 1303. t·r.tr. N. M. Joshi : (a) Will Government be pleased to stat'! 
whether they consult the Workers' Organization in the country before 
they tlend their replies to the questionnaire sent to them by the Interna
tional Labuur Office, regarding subjects to be discussed by the Interna
tional Labour Conferences t 

(b) If the answer to (a) be in the negative, do Government propose 
to st.lrt hereafter the practice of such consultation ! If not, why not t 

( r) Will Gov<•rnment be pleased to explain the procedure which they· 
follow in forming their opinions and gathering facts on the above-men-· 
tionf'd qU">·tionnairc 1 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: (a) and (b). The 
answ~r i11 in the negative. The questionnaires are issued with the object 
of placing the International Labour Office in possession of the preli
tllinary views of the Governments concerned and the answers are not 
mtendflrl to r,'prcsent the views of either the employers or the workers, 
who reeeive separate•repreRentation at the Conference. 

(e) The Government of India normally form their opinion on the 
facts available to them at the time. When time permits and the im· 
portance of the subject demands such a course, Local Government.~ are 
rommlted. But it should be added that the views expreRsed are purely 
prorisionnl and do not commit the Governments to the adoption of 
any p11rlicul1H' line when the subject is finally discussed at the Con
ftrence. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Do the Government of India consult 
individuals who in their opinion have made a special study of the sub
jectA relating to Indian labour ' 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra.: I have already answer
ed tl1at, when time permits and the subject is of sufficient importance, 
the G.wernment of India consult Local Governments. The question 
of con~11lting !!pecific individuals is a matter which rests with the J.ocal 
Governments. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi : Will Government explain what is the meaning 
of thro trrm " the opinion of the Government of India " T Does not 
the Govet·nment of India include the Legislatures and the public in 
India f 

Tbe Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : Of course the Govern· 
ment of India for c11rtain purpo!lrs does include the JJegislatures. But, 
lUI I haYI' alreody expla.ined at the preliminary sta~e the opinion of the · 
executive government IS asked for. Later on, the representatives of 
tbe. cm.ployers and of the workers have an opportunity of expresaing 
\be1r v1ews at the conference. 
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Mr. N. M. Joshi : Mny 1 fl!lk at what stage the Government of lnqia. 
consult th~ Legislature ? . 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Na.th Mitra : The Government of 
lt1dia do not consult thl' Ll'~islatnrc bt•canse tht•y are not callt'dupon to do 
so. The workers and employees have thl'ir own rt'presentativc.'l at the 
conference. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Is thE.'re any special officer iD' the Gov· 
\lrnment of India ·who makes a study of labom• questions in India ? 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra : There is a Depart· 
ment of the Government of India which deals with labour que!-!tion" 
and 1t is equipped with officers who are capable of dealing with such 
qut>stions. 

Mr. N. M. Joshi : I would like a reply to my que~tion, at what 11tage 
the Government of India consult the .Legi!-!lahll'e Y . 

The Honoltrable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : I think I have aheady 
replied to that question. 

Mr. Bhubanananda. Das : In view of the fact that there is a socialiNt 
part;l; in the House now, will Government nl!-!O have a socialist :\Iem· 
ber f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra : The question do~il not 
arise. ' 

Mr. K. Ahmed : Do Government propose tu commit the union~. or 
organisations and the associations of labonreJ''!I nnd agriculturists ~,cfore 
they SE'nd their representatives acrosl'l the .Mediterranean 7 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra : .If the Honourable 
MeJ!:!.IIf!J' will kindly give me notice of that question the matter wilJ re· 
ceive d\1~ conilideration. 

Mr. K. Ahmed. : Is it not obvious, Sir, that the Government have 
failed in the object for which the Geneva International Conference has 
been held sinre they have omitted the real point at issue, namely. they 
have ignored the opinion of agriculturists and labourers, the hewers 
of woorl and drawers of water. 

Mr. President : That is not a question. 

REPEAL OF SEcTION 492 oF THE INDIAN PENAL CooE AND oF THE WoRKMEN's 

BREAcu oF CoNTRACT AcT, 1859. 

• 1304, •Mr. N. M. Joshi : Will Government be pleased to pnbli-,h 
the reportl which they may have received from Local Governments regard· 
ing the ret'eal <>f section 492 of the Indian Penal Code and the W orkm.cn '-; 
Breach of Contract Act of 1839 1 If not, why not 1 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : Copies of the papers are 
being placed in the Library. 

INTRODUCTION OF THE SIIIF'r 8YbTEM IN MINES AND PROHIBITION OF THE 
EMPLOYMEN'r OF W o:IIEN UNDERGROUND. 

130ii.· "MI', N. M. Joshi : Will GOY!'rnment be pleased to pnbli:-h 
the reports which they may have received fr<Jm the Local Governments and 
official and non-official association:; rP:~arding (1) the introduction of the 
sh,ift system in mines and {2) prol·.;bition of the employment of women 
underground 1 
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·The ""Bonaura.ble Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra : The Honourable 
Member'li attention is drawn to the promise made by the Honourable 
.Mr. Chatterjee on the 15th March last that when :!ll replies had been 
receiYed the question of publication would he C<:nsidered. The replies 
~tte ntit yet .:ompl!:te. · 

DELAY IN PAYMENT OF MONTHLY WAGES TO EMPLOYEES IN ORGANISED 

FACTORIES. 

1306. •:rra. N. M. Joshi : (a) Will Government be pleased to state 
whether they bad recently made an inquiry regarding the effects of the 
system ol d.; laying the payment of monthly wages to employees in organl~·, 
ed indulitri•:s by a large number of days 1 . 

(b) If the answer to (a) be in the negative, do they propose to 
ask for reports from :{Jocal Gorernments .on this matter ? 

T.he Honourable Sir Bhupendra Na.th Mitra : (a) No.· 
(b) 'l'he mattet• is one which is primarily the concern of Local 

Go,·m1ments, and the Government of India do not consider it necessary 
to move in the matter. They understand, however, that the GoYern· 
ment of Bombay have already taken up· the question. 

11-'..r. Chaman Lal : May I ask the Honourable ].!ember wheth~t' he 
has -:~e~v a report in the newspapers that a statement was made by the_ 
Honourable Mr. Richards in the Honlie of Commons that this snhjcet was· 
bein!C dealt with by the Gov·ernment of India 1 · ' · 

The Honoura.blP. Sir Bhupendra. N ath ·Mitra : The · GoverJ;J.men.t. of 
Jndi:1 have rereived no official information on th:l subject yet. · · 

Mr. Cha.roan Lal : Will Government make an attempt · to obtain 
offieial ir1formation on thi~ subject 7 · 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra N ath Mitra : I am sorry I did not. 
catch thP IlonouraNe 1\fember. 

Mr. Cha.man tal : Will the Government of· India make an attempt 
to obt!'lin official information on this subject ? • · 

The Honourablt' Sir Bhupendra. N9,th Mitra : The official informa
tion will be sent in due course by the Secretary of State to the Govern
ment of India. 
REGULATION OF TllE PAYMENT OF·WAGES WITIHN A riXED PERIOD AFTER THEY 

ARJ~ J)t'E, 

1307, •Mr. N. M. Joshi: (a) Will Gon~rmnent be pleased to state 
whether there is a special law regulating the S)';;tcm ·of the payment of 
wages within a fixed period aft<'r they become due ? If so, what that law 
is f 

(b) If there is no such law o•1 the Statute-book, do Governmc.nt 
propose to undertake legislation on tlte subject ? 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra ; (a) No such law is in 
force. 1 · 

( b ~ Government have no such proposals under consideration. . 
Mr. N. M. Joshi : What I want to ask. i:.-; whether Government intend 

to m:dertake legislation on any such proposals Y ' 

The Jlpnourable Sir Bhupendr& Na.th Mitra : l shall require notice of 
that question. · · 
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Mr. Chaman tal : May I again remind the Honourable Member of the 
stntrment made by Mr. Richnrd1'1 in the llou.~e of Commons l'lltHlt•mning 
thi11 systl'm and mny I ask wht>thrr, in Yil'W of that l'itatl'lnt•ttt tilt' Oo\'1'1'11· 

mE'nt of India are not prepared to take any action in thil'l matter Y 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: '!'hat is not 11 l(llt•stion, 
Sir. 

RACIAL DISCRIMINATION BETWEEN EMPLOYEES ON 8TATE HAII.WAYR. 

1308. •Mr. N. M. Joshi : Will Government be pleased to place on the 
table a statement showing those rules and conditions of service whit·h 
discriminate on the ground or race or colour nncl not on indiYidunl merit, 
between the employees of each of the State Railways as regards pay, 
pension, leave and the concession of free travelling faciliti•~ . .; Y 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The general policy is to eliminate discrimi
nntion on the grounds and in the matter referred to by the llonont·ablt• 
1\f~mber and considerable progresl!. h<i~ been matle in thil'l r('spect ofl the 
North-Western and Oudh and Rohilkhand RailwayH. The matter is 
being taken up with the Agent of the Eastern Bengal Railway. When 
this has been done I will have the rnlcfi aml conditions of service 
examined and I will send the Honourable Member a statement on the 
lines desired by him. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha.: Do Government recog-nise that, in spite 
of this ~eneral policy, which the Honourable l\It•mbrr ha" j11st drclat'('(l, 
actual discrimination exists between men of yarion~ races '! 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : It is, to some extent, a matter of opinioD 
whether any such discrimination does exist or not. 
DIFFERENTIAL TREATMENT OF EUROPEAN, ANGI.O-INDIAN AND INDIAN EM· 

PLOYEES ON RAILWAYS. 

1309. •Mr. N. M. Joshi: (a) Will Government be pleil~rd to statt) 
whether thrir attention has been drawn to tht' following- resolntion pns~l'd 
by the aU-India Trade Union Congress .at it!'! fourth Rc~sion hclcl at 
Calcutta on the 30th and 31st 1\Iarch 1924 1 

" That this Congress urges upon the GovernmPnt of India to appoint t1 Com· 
mittee to investigate and r~port on the exi~ting cliffen'm·e~ in the SC'nle~ of pn,v awl 
conditions of service between Europeans, Anglo-Indians anr1 Imlinns on Inrlinn Railwny~ 
which are based not on mrrit but on eolour with a virw to r(•nwve thrm ns Aoon M 

possible.'' 
(b) If the answer to (a) be in the affirmative, will they be pleased t.) 

state whether they propose to take any action to g'ive effect to thi!i! 
resolution Y If so, what it is Y If not, why not ? 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) The Government have seen the Resolution 
as it appeared in the Press only. 

(b) As already stated in reply to the Ilonourahle ~I ember's rr·cvious 
question, these distinctions have already been done away with to a very 
large extent on the North-Western Railway and the Onclh and Tiohilkhanrl 
Railway and the question is being furthrr ('Xinn:nrd on the EastPrn 
Bengal Railway. The Government see no real'!on to appoint any Com
mittee. 

INTRODUCTION OF :MATERNITY BENE.'ITS IN J:;-mu~Tr.J.\L lTNPF.1TAKINI1K 

1310. •Mr. N. M. Joshi : Will the Government be pleased to state 
whether they or any of the Local Governments have made any et!ortR to 
persuade large employers of labour to introduce, voluntarily, schemes for 
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maternity benefits in their indiL';trial undertakings f If so, will they h1} 

pleased to 11tate what these efforts were f If not, why not 1 

lfATERNITY BENEFITS IN FAcTORIES, MmEs, ETC. 

1311. *Mr. N. M. Joshi: Will the Governmen~ be pleased to call 
for r('porB from Local Governments regarding schemes for maternity 
benefits which may be in existence at present in factories, mines and tr.a 
and coffee «'states 1 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra,.; Sir, I propose, with 
your permission, to answer this and the next question together. 

The question was examined by the Government of India some three 
years ag-o at various meetings between their officers and Chambers of Com
merce, Emploj'crs' .~ssociations, factory owners, and others interested in 
the quec.;tion. lt was also discussed informally at a conference in Simla 
with renresentatives of associations concerned with the welfare and medi
cal rclt~f of womr:n and childnen. As a result of these discussions, the 
mattf'r was !Jrougoht to the attention of Local Governments who were 
aRked to express their views in regard to the encouragement of voluntary 
By11tems of maternity benefits. Most Local Governments expressed their 
willingnes11 to t>n1leavour to persuade employers to start voluntary 
11chemc9 for this purpose. The Government of India will ask Local 
Ho\'emmtmts for further information on the 1:1ubject, as desired by the 
Ilono1t1'11ble Member. 

SYSTEM OF FINES IN 0ROANISED INDUSTRIES. 

1312. •1\tr. N. M. Joshi: (a) .Will Government be pleased to stat~;! 
whether they had recently made an inquiry regarding the system of _fines 
inflicted upon employees in organised industries by their employers by a 
reduction in wages f 

(b) If the reply to (a) is in the negative, do they propose to ask 
!or rcport:i l'rom the Local Governments on this matter 7 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: {a) No. 
(b) The matter is one which is p t'imarily the concern of Local Govern

ment~, and the Government of India do not propose to move in the matter. 

LABOUR HEI'RESENTATION ON THE CENTRAL AND LOCAL LEGISLATURES. 

1313. •.Mr.· N. M. Joshi: (a) Will Government be pleased to statf) 
whether their attention has been drawn to the following resolution passed 
by tlw .All-India Trade Union Congress at its fourth session held at 
Calcutta on the 30th and 31st March 1924 f 

" Th~ All India Trade Union Congress urges upon the Government the neccssitv 
nC •·~kndiug the basis of fran!·hiRe for electing members for Central aud Local 
L!•giHiatures, RO ns to give ade•jlJatc representation to the working classes and also 
urg-t-e upon them the necessity of giving special representation to the organisations 
ot labour in India.'' • 

(b) It the answer to (a) be in the affirmative, will they be further 
pleased to filtate whether they propose to take any action to give effect tu 
this resolnt10n f If so, what that action is Y If nof, why not 7 

. The Honourable Sir .Alexander Muddiman: (a) I have not pre· 
vwusly seen a copy of the He~olution referred to by the Honourable 

Member. 
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(b) The ,Ooven1ment of India •lu not at present propose to take the 
action sug:.rested ~y the. Tio!wurable Mt>mber: • The que11tion could only 
come up for col\stderatwu 1f a grr.eral rev1s1on of the franchise were 
umlertaken. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : Did this , question of :tt''lnting wider 
franchise to labour ar all <'OmP up for considE'ration before thP, Committee 
wbiei.J was presided over by the Ilonomable Sir Alexander Muddirnan 7 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I diu not hear the 
Ilononr~ble Member's question. Will he please rt>pt>at it ? 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Di1l this question of Htcnlting the 
franchise to the labour populati\ln of the country at all come up for 
consideration before the CommittPe which was appointrd recently and 
which waq pre<>ith•d onr by the IIonournble the Home Member Y 

The Honot1rabl'! Sir Alexander Muddiman : No, Sir ; 110t in that 
form. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Is thiH question likely to be placed before 
the new Committee, the appointment of which has been announced T 

The llon::mr2ble Sir Alexa.nder Muddiman : 'l'he Committee will be 
seized of it t() this extent whethrr there iH power to rtviHe the franchi~e 
under the rult'lTI<Iking power urHler the Go\'ernment of India Act. 

Mr. DeVlki Prasad Sinha. 1 Do Government yropose to invite the 
opinions of various labour org~tnisatioml on thiH que:-~tion before the 
question is f:nally discussed hy 1he Committee ? 

·The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: No, Sir. The public 
will have an opportunity of making representations when the Committee 
is formed. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : What I want to find out is ·whether 
Government at all pt·opose to nsccrtnin tile views of labour organisntirms 
on this• question ? 

The Honourable Sir Alexander r,tuddiman : I imagine labour organi
sations are part of the ~reneral public and the public in general will have 
the opportunity of making rrpresentations to the Committee as I e~. 

· plained to the House the other day. 
NATURAJ,IZATIO~ OF !~DIAN~ IN THE lJ~ITED STATES OF AMERICA. 

1314. *:Mr. J.III. A. Jinnah : (a) Will Government be pleased to state 
whether any and if so wlHtt steps have been taken and with what result 
by the Government of India or by His Majesty 'R Government with 
regard to the recrnt rulinq of tl1e Suprrme Court of the United States 
of America which has held that aceording to law of that country th~ 
naturalization of Ili:i 1\Iajesty 's Indian :;ubjeets as American citizen'i 
is illegal? 

(b) Will the Gorernmrnt be plensed to make a statement informing 
'the House as to the prPscnt stde of this question and what steps if any 
tl1e Governmc.nt propose to take fnrther in the matter f 

Mr. Denys Bray : I would refer the Honourable Member to the 
answer given ye:-:terday to Question Xo. 1:!90 put by !\Ir. Devaki Prasad 
Sinha. 

I am not in a position to :make a statement on the matter,. which 
in its various bearings still forms the subject of representations to the 
Government of the United States of America. The Honourable Member 
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"·ill appreciate the dclica(:y ·and difficulty of the position. For the 
ruling excluding lll'itish Indians from United States citizenship is a 
tleciHion of the Supreme Court of the United Stat~s of America ; and 
that decision is based on one of the ~;tatutt>s of the American Constitution 
dating from 1790. The ruling itself is final and unimpugnable. It is 
with Implications that we are concerned. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : Do Government pt·opose to make a state
ment, either in this House or in the form of a communique, when the 
qut>Htion ill finally settled between the Government of India and the 
l.:nited States f 

1\tr. Denys Bray : Government have not yet consider'ed this point, 
hut they will of course consider it when the time comes. 

REPAIR OF :MOTOR CARS OF RAILWAY OFFICIALS. 

1315. •Maulvi Muhammad Yakub :Is it a fact that all the motor cat·s 
belonging to most of the officers are always repaired in the Railway Work. 
11hop at Lucknow and special machinemen and others, who attend to 
theRe repairs are charged in the workshop labour bill f If so, may we 
1111k why private work is done in workshops at a great loss to the 
Government f 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : Government are aware that Railway officers 
f,!ct their motor cars repaired in the railway workshops, but when this 
iM clone, the owner of the car has to pay all actual char~cs for labour 
nnd stores used in effecting the repairs and in addition has to pay certain 
pPrcentaf;!eS in accordance with the Code to cover supervision costs. 
No question of loss to Government the'refore arises in this connection. 

EXPENDITt'Ri!! ON THE INDIAN LAw REPORTS Col:LMITTEE, 19!:!2. 
1316. 'Mr. AhmaJ. All Khan : (a) Will Government be ple!!sed_ to 

1!1 ate what was the total expenditure on the Law Reporting 0urumittee 
l:J:!?' 

(b) Has any, and if so what, action been taken by the Righ Courts 
on the recommendations of the Committee f · 

Sir Henry Moncrieff Smith : The Honourable Member is referred 
to the answer given to Mr. K . .Ahmed's question on the same subject 
on the 2nd June, 1924, No. 1176. 

It is for the Local Governments concerned, and not for the lligh 
Courts, to take action on the recommendations of the Committee. 
AcQtnSITION or P APEB AND PuLP Pr.ANT FOR THE FoREST RESEARCH INsTI· 

TUTE, D1mRA DuN. 

1317. *Mr. Ahmad Ali Khan: (a) Will Government be pleased to 
state if any paper a11d pulp plant has been acquired for use at the Forest 
Research Institute (Debra Dun) f 

(b) Will Government be further pleased to state if any experiment 
bas been made 11•itu Savannah grasses to test their possibilities as raw 
l!laterial for the manufacture of paper in this country ~ If the answer be 
in the affirmative, what has been the conclusion arrived at as a 1·esnlt of 
the experiment t · 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : (a) The reply is in the affirmative. 
(h) Savanne.h grasses have been investigated in the paper-pulp 

lllborafol')' and several species have be~n found satisfactory. These will 
LB~LA *' 
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in due ~onrse be testt>d in tl1e pulp m»king plant anJ resultA Jlllhli~:o~hl•ll. 
The plant however will be fully occupied on bamboo~ for some tim~. 

ScHooL or MINING AND GEoLoor ANI' Cu~~:MtCAL. U£:8&\H('U I.~~Tl'fUTE, 
fJJIANIIAD, 

1313. •Mr . .Ahmad Ali Khan : (a) Will Go,·ernnwnt U(' i11t·.l~c<l to 
st 'It f.' what progresll ha~ been made W1lh thl.l estabLshiUcnt of a 11chool of 
J.tine!1 and ~eolo!!Y at Dh,mbad 1 

(b) ln ,·iew of the in<'r<'qsiM irnf')ortanre of thC' locn1:tv .1-1 11 minin~ 
eentre do Government propose to take st~ps to open the school at nn 
early <late T 

t c) Are any (,tl.'ps be!ng tal,t~n by Oor~mmcnt to est::t~l.Jli nJso A 
Chcn,ical Rest•arch Institute at Di1 !~tud 'I 

The Honourable Sir :Shupendra Nath Mitra: (tl) and (b). The 
attention ot the Honourable Member is imited to the reply ~iHn f1n the 
19th l\1arcl1, 1924, to a similar que~tion by the IlonouraLie Haja ~loti 
Chand in the Council of ~tate. The ~o~um of TI"l. 2.50,000 rcrcrred to in 
that teply has since bt-en voted by the Legislati\·o As:.~cmhly and tha 
Government of Bihar and Oris.;a are proceeding with the work of con· 
structing the school buildings. 

(c) The reply is in. the negative so tar as the Central Government is 
concerned. 

ABoLITION ct T!IE PosTS oF RE~IDEN'T IN W AZIRISTAN ANO PoLITiCAL .AoENT 
FOR WANA. 

1319. *Mr. Ahmad Ali Khan : Will Gov·Hnment bo plea~ed to 
state if either d the nndermentioned posts has been abolished as recom• 
mended by the Inchcape Committee : 

1\esident in W aziristan ; 
Political Agent for Wana 1 

l-lr. Danys Bray : Neither post has yet been aboli~.;hed. The Indian 
Retrenchment Committee rrcommended that the question of the abolition 
of one of the two sbnuld be taken np whf'n conditions in Waziristan 
have SC'!tJed do\\'n. The Oovernment of India will give full considcra· 
tion to this suggestion when that time comes. 

DISCHARGE OF C:aoWKIDARs AND SERGt:.\NTS BY THE EAsT INDIAN HAlLWAY. 

1320. 41Mr. Ah."lla1 Ali Khan : (a) h it a fact as renot'h·rl in the 
Statesman of the 8th ~fay that about 150 chowiddars and serg~>antr, out 
of a total of 2Gti in the employ of the E. I. n. CO!npany ha\·e INNl dill· 

charged f 
(b) Is it fmt}.er a fact that the same are going to be rcplacE'd hy an 

e1pal number of Gurkhas ? 

(e) Will Government be pleased to state the reason !or tnking such 
a step 1 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a), (~) and (c). The matter is one o! 
internal administration, and the Government have no definite informa
tion, on the subject. But they are aware that th~ East Indian Railway 
is reorganising its Watch and Ward Staff in order to J'leduce pilferage 
and if the statement refened to by the Honourable Member is correct, 
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vre!4t!Jllahly the at!tion has been taken by the East Indian Railway ad· 
mini:;tration as part of its reorganisation scheme. 

f.5TRIXGEXCY I~ THE MONEY MARKET, 

1321. *Baboo Runglal Jajodia: (a) Is the Honourable the Finance 
:\Irmber aware of the great stringency that has prevailed in the money 
mar!•et in India for several month leading to a rise in the Bank rate 
of interest to 9 per cent. Y 

(b) lias the attention of the IIonouralJle the Finance Member been 
drawn to the fact that the differencP in the Bank rates of interest has 
\'aried between 4 per cent: and 9 per cent. at different times of the year 
and ll•at such variation bas injul'iously affec.ted the development of 
trade and industries f 

(c) Will the Honom•able the Finance Member be pleased to state 
what steps, if any, the Government intend to take to p,revent a recurrence 
of similar stringency in the money market and too high a rme in the Bank 
rate of interelit in future and to explain the policy of the Government 
in connection therewith 7 

(d) Is the Honourable the Finance Member considering the desir
ability of adopting the suggestion made by the Indian Merchants' Chamber 
and Bureau that rises in the Bank rate of interest should be by t per 
cent. instead of by 1 per cent. and that the Emergency Currency to meet 
the seasonal demands should be issued at 5 per cent., 5! per cent. and 6 
per cent. . 

(e) Are the Government conside1 ing the advit~bility of entrusting the 
work of issuing Currency Notes to the Imperial Bank of India and will 
the Government be pleased to explain their policy in this m.atter f 

The Honourable Sir BasU Blackett: (a) and (b). The answer is in 
the affirmative. 

(c) I would refer the Honourable Member to my speech in the 
Conn<·il of State on the 7th March, 1924. The Government have no 
further pronouncement to .make on the subject at present. 

(d) The su:rgestion was made under the belief apparently that the 
Bank of England's rate is habitually moved up by i per cent. stages. 
1 prr cent. ~;tnges are frequent when the rate is going down but there 
i11 not a Rin~rle inr.fllnce in whi1•h the rate has gone up by less than 1 per 
r.ent. and the traditional rule in London is that " Bank rate ddes not go 
up by halves ". In any case the Bank rate is not fixed by the Govern. 
mcnt either here or in London. 

(e) Tbe suggestion is possibly premature but is one which deserves 
and will receive full consideration. It has undoubtedly many attrac. 
tions. 

I have endeavoured to answer each part of the question as fully as 
is rea11onable in the form of replies to questions during question time in 
the House. nut the subject is Rn intractable one which does not easily 
lend it.;elf to this method of handling. I desire to assure the Honourable 
Member anrl the House that the general subject is engaging my earnest 
ettention. I woull however warn the House that it is far easier to 
criticize existing conditions than to make constructive proposals for 
impr9ving tht_m.... Until banking facilities are more .wJddy !!.'!velor~~cl 
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in India tnan at prl:'srnt, and until the extension of industrial and com· 
lllercial activities renders the demand for currency in India leRs 11emwnnl 
the difficulty of seasonal fluctuations in money rates cannot be entirely 
a,·oidcd. 

AMENDliENT or TIIE RATE or Excn.\NOE 1~ TOE I~DIAN CuRRENCY AcT. 

1322. *Baboo Runglal Jajodia: (a) Is the Honourable the Finance 
Member aware of the great uncertainty that prevails in the ruindt-~ ot 
tnerchants by reason of the rate of 2s. to the rupee continuing in tho 
lndiau Currency Act Y 

(b) Is the Honourable the Finance 1\Iembt>r aware that notwith· 
~;tanding his declaration that the 2.~. rate is not operative and does M 
harm to anybody by remaining in the Statute dues have sometimes to be 
realised, e.g., costs awarded by the Privy Council at the rute of 2s. per 
rupee by reason of the fact that such rate ilj mentioned in the Indian 
Currency .Act ! · 

(c)· .Are the overnment prepared to consider the advisability of 
amending the Indian Currency Act by substituting the rate of exchange 
by h. 4cl. gold instead of 2s. f 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : The answer to part (a) of the 
question is in the negative. In regard to part (b) my information is 
~hat costs awarded by the Privy Council are not realised at the 2s. rate
but at the market rate. I have nothing to add at present to what I havH 
previously stated in regard to part. (c). 

PREMIA PAID BY GOVERN\tENT DtTRJNG THE LAS'l' T11RE!i! YEARS FOR FIRE AND 
:1fAru:~E ~:s"SURANCE. -

1323. *Baboo Rnngla.I Jajodia : Will the Oo'lernmcnt be pleased t() 
state the amount of premium paid during the last 3 years on (1) ~1irc 
nncl (2) Marine Insurance effected on account of the Government antl 
·with which Companies the same was effected and is the Government con
l!idering the advisability of helping the Indian Insurance Companie!!! by 
placing all their insurance business with them. 

· The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : The information asked for by 
1he IIonourahle Member is being collected. 

PW>oRT o:.r TJIE RAILWAY RisK NoTES RmstoN CoMMITTEF... 

13~4. *Baboo Runglal Jajodia: Will the Government be pleased t() 
&tate what steps they intend to take in connection with the report made 
by the Railway Risk Notes Revision Committee and why so much delay 
i1 taking place in steps being taken t 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: Government are in correspondence with .the 
Railway Administrations regarding the introduction of the revised 
Risk Note Forms as approved by Government's legal advisers. 

INDIANS IN TIIE SUPERIOR EsrAntrsu:MENT oli' T11E RAILWAY DEPARTMENT. 

1325. *Mr. Bhubanananda Das : (a) Will the Government be pleased 
to state t~H~ total strength of officers employed in the superior establish· 
m.ent of the Railway Department under the Government of India 7 

(b) What is the percenta~e of Indians in the above and the salaries 
drawn by them t 
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Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley: (a) The total strength of officers in the 
superior establishment of the Railway Department is 17. 

(b) Of these two are Indians who draw Rs. 1,200 and Rs. 1,025. ~ 

RtCRt'ITMENT or INDIANS roa THE SrAFP OP THE RAILWAY BoARD. 

1326. •rt1r. Bhubanananda Das : (a) Will the Government be pleased 
to state whether they are taking steps to recruit Indians in the staff of 
the Raihn~y Board f 

(b) If Indians with necessary railway experience and seniority are 
not at present available in the Railway Service, are the Government 
prepared to recruit 1mitable Indians from retired Indian railway officials f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) Two Indians have recently been recruited 
for the staff of the Railway Board. 

(b) The Go\'ernment see no necessity to take this step . 

.AProiNTMEN1' o.r INDIANS AS DEPL"TY Ao&'TTS oN RAILWAYS. 

1327. •Mr. Bhubanananda Da.s : (a) Will the Go\'ernment be pleased 
to state wbc~her Deputy Agents are being appointed on some of the Rail
"·nys f 

(b) Hal any Indian been given many of these appl)intments t 
Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) Yes. Deputy Agents are·employed on 

the three State Railways. 
(b) At present none of the four Deputy Agents are Indians. 
lttr. Bhubanananda Das : Will Government be pleased to appoint 

some Indians as Deputy Agents on these Railways f · 
llfr. C. D. M. Hindley : Selection for appointment to the posts of 

Deputy Atcnts muo,t depend upon the officers anilable with the neces
a.ary experien~.,e and training. 

0\'"Eik'\E.\S ALI.OWANCE TO INDIANS RECRUITED FOR THE IMPERIAL SERVICES. 

1328. •l,'ll. Bhubanananda. Das: (a) Is it a fact that Indians recruit
rd for the I. E. S. after December 1919 will not be entitled to any 
o\·erseas !lllowance f 

(b) h it a fact that Indians recruited for other Imperial Services 
up to 1924 will be entitled to overseas allowance f 

( r,) If fiO, why is this distinction made between Indian officers in the 
T. E. S. and those in other Imperial Services as regards over.mas allow
ances f 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : (a} Yes. 
(b) This is so only in respect of I~dians recruited in England for 

the following services : The Indian Civil Service, the Indian Service of 
Engineers, including State Railways, and the Telegraph Engineering 
Branch of the Posts and Telegraphs Department. 

(c) Indians entering the Indian Civil Service through 'competition 
in Eng-land up to 1924 were granted overseas pay in order to meet fully 
the claims of those who were preparing for the Indian Civil Service 
rumination when overseas pay was introduced (December 1919). 
l n the Indian Servi(!e of Engineers, including State Railways, and the 
'Ielegraph Engineering Branch of the Posts and Telegraphs Department 
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overseas pay •was introduced in 1920, and as lt11linns rt•rruitt•d from 
England prior to that year were granted Europt•un ratl•!i! (\£ pay, it WtLi 

tlecided in order to avoid any possible grievance on the part of ltlllians 
then specially studying in England with the hopt• or ohtHinin~ appoint
ment from that country to grant such Indian ('ntrnnts O\'l'rst•a:o~ J'HY 
up to 1924. As similar reasons did not exist in the cm;e of tlw ln11ian 
Educational Service, the concession of overseas pay was not granted to 
Indians recruited after December 1919. 

AcQVISITioN or LAND nv THE BoMBAY, BARODA AND CENTML INDIA RHL· 
WAY FOR EXT~NSION OF THEIR TERMINAL STATION IN BOMBAY. 

1329. •Mr. Bhubanana.nda Da.s : Will the , Government he pleased 
til state whether the Bombay, Baroda and Ventral Inuia Railway at·~, 
contemplating to acquire land for extension of their terminal station in 
Bombay t 

Mr. C. D. M. Hlndley : (a) The an11wer is in the afnrmativt>, but I 
may inform the Honourable Member that the A;;rnt, ll. H. awl C. I. 
Hailway Company, has already been instructed to 11tay acqnisition or 
~ncb land at Grant Hoacl in respect of which no acquisition procccllin;:(~ 
are actually in progress. 

Mr. Bhubanananda. Das : In view of the ultimate nequisition of 1hl}· 
B. B. and C. I. Railway as a State Railway, will the GoYernmnnt consi1kr 
whether they will have one terminal station at BomlJay, namely, tlte 
Victoria Terminus, and not have a separate station for the D. D. and C. I. 
Railway·? ' 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The whole question of tP.rminal arran::rcmentSI 
for the Railways in Bombay is now under consideration by Govern. 
w~ . 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta : Will the Honourable Member state when 
llpprox1mately this question of the terminal station for the B. B. and C. I. 

. Railway is likely to be finally considered and settled f 
Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I am sorry I am quite unable to state when 

it is likely to be settled. 
I 

Mr. Jamnadas 14. Mehta : Any· approx;mate t:me eYen roughly 7 
On that hangs an important decision in the Bombay Municipality 1 

Mr. C. D. M. llindley : I have already given my answer, Sir. 

litr. Ja.mnadas M. Mehta : It is a very poor answer. 

RESOLUTION re HuPEE TENDERS. 

1330. •Mr. Bhubanananda. Das : Will Governm('nt be pleased to 
state what steps have been taken so far to give effect to the Resolution on 
Rupee Tender passed by this Assembly on 14th February, 1924 7 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra: The matter is under 
consideration. 

CoNTRACT FOR GmE'RNMENT SroRES. 

· 1331. •Mr. Bhubanana.nda Da.s: (a) Will Government be ple:t>ed 
to lay a statement on the table showing the various orders that hve 
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'been placed by the dltl'erent depart~ents under "the· Government 
through: 

(i) the Indian Store!!. Department, 
(ii) the nigh Commissioner in London from the commencement 
. of the current year ! · · · -· . . -. 

(b) Will Government also be· pleased to lay on the table a com~· 
parative statement of purchases made by thesB two purchasing Depart~ 
menta during the same period last year r · 

(c) Are Go\'ernment prepared to publish in the Ga~ette .of India 
at the t'nu of every month a comparative statement Df such ordet·s 
ueruted by these two Departments f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra·: (a) Particulars of the 
,~(lntraets fJlaced by the Indian Stores Department are published in the 
lndian Trade Journal and in certain newspapers every week.,· Details 
of the purchases made by the India Store Depart~e~t, London, during 
the period specified are not available. 

. . (b) The information asked for is'iiOt available in the form required 
by the Honourable Member, but I invite his attent.ion to the statement:J· 
placed on the hble on the 4th February last in reply to starred Question • 
!\o. 81l. It is hoped that the figures then furnished will suffice for. the 
UonouraLle llember's purpose. :. 

( r) .As I have already stated details of contracts placed by the 
lndian tHorn Department are. published regularly. As··regards' the 
India Store Departmc:>nt, London, I invite attention to the reply given 
to starred Question No. 275 on the 11th February last. The question 
how statistics of store~t purchased, respectively, by the Indian Stores 
Department and the India Store Department, London, can be compilecl 
in a form useful to the public is engaging attention.. · 

PcRcliAsE or RAILwAY STonEs. 

1332. •Y..il', Bhubana.nanda Das : Will Government be · plea~ed to 
by a statCJ!lent on the table of the indents made by the Ra:lway Com· . 
mission since the current \'c:>ar : · 

(a) with the Jndbn Stores Department, 
(b j with the Iligh Commissioner in London, 
(c) djrret on the manufacturers and their agents in India and 

0~~~, . 
lrlr. C. D. I.t. Hindley : The Railway Board do not actually place anY' 

nrden for stores. Orders are placed direct by nilway administrationg 
unJ at present the Railway Board have no information of the amounts 
of orders placed since 1st April, 1924. · 

Mr. Bhubanananda Das : May I know if the difierent Rail~ays place 
orders with the Indian Stores Department or directly with 'the London 
Department f · · · · 

I 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : The State Railways place orders for such 
stores as are purchased in England through the High Commissioner. 
In regard to purchases in India theY' are made generally direct by the · 
8tor(ls Denartmf'nt of earh Railway. In respect of certain articles the 
ecn·ic-P" l'r th .. b.1;~,, Stores Department are utilised. · 
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Mr. Bhub:mananda Das : In '·icw of the fact that tl1e Indian Stores 
Department is centralising all purchasell, will the diffe1·ent Hailways 
:place their orders with the Stores Department of Indiu t 

Mr. C. D. :M. Hindley : The matter is at present under the considern· 
tion of Government, Sir. I am not in a position t:> make any statll· 
ment. 

~· 
RAILs .&NI> FtsU·PLATES or l~IAN AND FoREIGN Omm:-.r PURCilASIID DY TilE 

:'\rATE AND GtrA&.\N1'EED HAlLWAYS. 

1333. •Mr. Bhubanananda Dna : Will Gowrnmrnt be plen~rd t1> 
lay a stat~ment on the table, in time before the Turi.tf DoarJ recommcnda· 
tions are discussed, sho·wing : 

(a) the quantity of rails and fish-plates of Indian origin purchased 
by the State 1\ailways, 

{b) the qunntity of rails and 8sl1-plate:i of foreign origin purc1tnsed 
· by the ~tate Railways, 

(c) the quantity of rails ·and fish-plates of Indian origin purcl1nlled 
by the Guaranteed .Hallways, 

(d) the quantity of rails nnd flsh-platrs of foreign origin purchased 
by the Guaranteed Uailways f 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley: With regard to {a), (b) and (c), a statemeut 
is )aid on the table giving quantities for the year 1923-24. With regarJ 
to (d), information is not available but ra11ways have been askeu to 
f\Upply the figures for the year 1923-24 and they will be communicate.l 
to the Honourable Member on receipt. 

Statement. 
Tons. 

(a) Quantity of rails and fish·plntes of In!lian origtn 
purchased by the State Railway• 35,148 

(b) Qnantity of rnils ann fish-plate& of foreign origin 
pmchased by the State Railwaye Nil. 

(c) Quantity of rails and fish-plates of Indian origin 
purchased by the Guaranteed Railway• • • 39,877 

!RON AND STEEL OF bmtAN !ND FOREIGN ORIGIN PURCHASED BY STATE AND 
(tlJ.\R.-\NTEE.D R!ILWAYS, E'l'C. 

1334. * Mr. Bhubana.nanda Das : Will Government be pleased to lay 
s stl\tement on the table, in time before the Tariff Doard recommendations 
are discussed, showing : 

(a) the quantity of steel sections of Indian origin purchased by 
(1) State Railways, 
(2) Guaranteed Railways, 
(3) other departments direct under the Government, 
(4) Departments under control of Government, (Port-Trusts, 

l\Iunicipal bodies, Development Departments, &e.), 

(~) The quantity of iron and steel of foreign origin purchased by 
the above mentioned departments. 
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Foaaa~ latJY AND SrEIL Pt:RCH.\SED BY GoVEBxllEm' Dzr~H:r.rnNT5. 

l33S. • Mr. Bhubanananda Das : Will Government be pleased to stat,. 
the quantity of iron and steel purcha.c;cd by various departments under 
Government during the last year from sources not either Indian or British' 

The Honour&ble Sir Bhupendra N ath Mitra. : With your permission. • 
Sir, I propose to an11wer this and the rJUlll,ilitt~ q11estion together.~~ 

It would not be possible to furni'ih the information asked for with- ' 
out an inquiry from a very large number of purchasing departments and 
(lfficers which would involve a considerable amount of time and labour. 
In any case the information could not have been received before the 
elose of the present session. · 

Mr. Bhuba.nananda Das : May I know if it is the policy of the 
Government Departments to buy iron and steel of Indian origin t 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: Yes, as a general ques
tion of policy; 

Mr. Ehubanananda. Das : In view of the Tariff Bill that we have 
passed yesterday, will Government Departments consider the advisability 
of purch8Jling all their iron and steel in India and of Indian manufacture 
fint t 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra : Is that a questioa, 
Sir t 

Mr. PresiC:.att : I did not hear the question. 
Mr. Bhuba.nananda. Das : In view of the fact that the Tariff Bill 

has been passed in this IIcuse, will Goverrment Departm.!nts take steps 
to purchase their requirements of iron and steel of Indian manufacture r 
ln view of the Tariff Bill having been passed to give protection to Indian 
iron and ~tee~ will Government Departments give an undertaking to 
tlJi.'\ House that they will make thPir purchases of iron and steel primarily 
of Indian manufacture" and then, if not available, from foreign countrie.:; T 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra riath M:tra: After the Tariff Bill 
hns been finally pll!i!ted the matter will receive due consideration from 
Go,·ernment. 

RrR~IAH RornLE "!\'oTES. 

1336. *Mr. W. tt Bussa.nally : (a) Will Government please place on 
tho tllVe a copy of the OrdinanC'e of 1919, re Rn.'lSian rouble notes f 

(b) What were the circumstances that justified the same t 
(c) Is it still in force t If so fot what reasons ! 
(.i) For what amount are such notes held in India f 
(e) Have the Government recently rt'ceived a representation from the 

public meeting held in Shikarpur (Sind), relating to these notes 1 
(f) If so, what do they pray for t 
(g) What steps do Government propose to take in the matter t · 
The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: (a) The Honourable 

lfember will find a copy of the Rouble Note Ordinance of 1919 in the 
.Library. 

'· 
(b) Tl:e Ordin~nee was issued tG protert the pnblie by rhecking tlie 

nnht'althy speculatton and preventing the use of the note:t for prn. 
pA~antfi,.t puqlGses. " · 

L~fil.A. 
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(c) The anllwer is in the negative. 
. . . (d) Uoven1mt'nt have no information. 

(e), (/) and (y}. Yt's. ...\ ('np~ of the repre:.~entation• i~ laiu on the 
table. It ilj not 11roposed to take any action. Under s~ction 4 (1) c.~t 
the Ordinance a period of six weeks was allowed under which holJen 

·of notes were 'allowed..1Q. export them and under section 4 (2) nottts 
llt>posited in a Treasury could be withdrawn for the purpoile of export 

· under a license. 
l4r. W. rti. Hussa.na.lly: With regard to {d), will Government be 

pleased to make an inquiry Y 
The l!C".1ourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : Government cannot 

. znake inqdries withcut legislative power. 
r~r. Chaman Lal: Did Government receive any representations 

from the merchants of IIo·shial·pur in this behalf f 
The I!onouro.ble Sir Alexn.ndor lltuddlman : I have no information 

on the point. 

CoNv.Er..sro:::-r O.l!' THE G. I. P. AND B., B. AND C. I. RAILWAYS INTO Sum 
RAILWAYS. 

1337. * Ur. W. r~t. llt1zsana1ly: (a) Will the Gon'rnment be pleased to 
stat•,; 1rhat v:ere the recommendltions of the f:.aitway Commission in regartl 
to tht:: G. I. P. and the B. ll. C. I. I:.ailways whose contract is shortly to 
expire 1 · 

( ~} What wa~ the recommendation of the Legislative As.llembly in 
l't'gard to the same two Railways Y 

r c) What deci!Jion has the Government arrivrd at in the mnttrr of 
taking over the Railways in question and converting them lnto State 
nailways 1 

!il:r. C. D. fii. Hindley : (a) If the Honourable Member is referrin!{ 
to the committee appointed to inquire into the administration and work
mg of Indian Railways, his attention is invited to Chapter VII of their 
r~port. He will see that five members of the committee recommende;l 
tltat, if their fimncial and administ1·ative proposals were accrpted, the 
Hndertakin~s of guaranteed compl!nies, which include the G. I. P. and 
the B., B. and C. I. Railways, should, as and when the contracts fall in, 
be entrmrted to the direct management of the State ; while the five 
i'ernaining members of the ·committee recommended that the G. I. P . 
.Railwar Company might possibly be converted into a rupee capital 
rompany domiciled in India with its headquarters in Bombay, and that 
the cases of other lines should be considered on their merits when the 
contracts become terminable. 

(b) The Legislative Assembly's Resolution r>assed on February 27th, 
1923, recommended that on the expiry of their lease the G. I. P. Railway 
t-hould be taken over for management by the State. The case of the 
B., B. and C. I. Railway, whose present contract does not expire before 
the 31st December, 1941, has not been before the Legislative Assembly. 
• (c) The G. I. P. Railway will be taken over for management as 0. 
State Railway on the 1st of July, 1925. The question of the future 

, managgment of the B., B. and C. I. Railway will. not arise for more than 
~7 years, and has not bet:n considered ,bY Government. 



Q'CEBTIO~S AYD ANSWER!. 27;;t' 

Utr<.'!YS !NQU111Y COMMITTEE. 

13.38. • Mr. W. Itt. Hussana.!ly: (a) What is the perwnnel ol the Co'tn· 
m.ittee recently appointed by Go\'ernment to investigate the work!ng of the 
Refurms Act t i . · 

(b) What art> the terms of reference to the said Committee f 

( r) How many non-official members have been appointed: to the said 
~ommittRe f • • 

(d) If none so far, do Govemm~>nt propose to appoint any ? 
(e) Is this Committee a prelin:inary Committee to be followed by 

anothrr mixed committee ol officiaL<~ and non-officials or will the . Gorern· 
ruent take action upon the recommendations of the present Committee ! 

(f) Is it intended that the Committee already at work or the one that 
may he appointed .hereafter will take any evidence as to the working of 
the Reforms before making any recommendations f · · 

(g) Have the Provincial Gorernments been celled npon to make any 
tecommendations f 

··(.h) U so will the recommendations of the Provincial Go\ernments he 
l'!ubmitted for liicrutiny to the sa1d Committee or i~ sncce:ssor if any it~ 
contemplated f 
1 ( i) nave the Provincial GoYrrnm~>nts hPPn in-;frlictcd to associate any 
11on-oiliaials in their inquiry, or take any evidence b~ore they arrive ~t. 
their conclu3ions t · 1 • 'J •• • ·• , 

( i) Do the Go'l"ernment propo~ to m11ke a full' statement of their 
intentions and the m~thnil. and procedure they intend til· arlopt in regard 
to the inquiry tl1ey are holding in the mattrlr aud take tlle public into 
their confidence t 

The Hox:onrabl~ Sir Alexander 'Muc'!diw.an : I have nothing to ad.l 
to the information conta;r:e;-J in the Communiqu~s i~sned on the 16th 
nnd 23rd May, ropics of whi<·h l:aYc already hrcll plnct>d on the table 
in rrply to ~lr. H~nciaswami lycng:l.l''S Ull:-;L.med Question :t\o. 271, dat~d 
the 27th May, 192-l. · 

Diwan Ba.he.cltr I\1. Ramachandra. P..ao : !Say I ask the Ronourabl~ 
~fember whether the report of this new Committee will come up for 
Jiscussion ill the .Assembly t · 

The Honot:rable Sir Alexander 1\bddiman : This is a· hypothetical 
€1Uestion. We have .not a report yet. 

Diwa.n Ba.hadur M. Ra.ma.chandra Rao : After you have it: 

The Honourable Slr Alexander Muddiman : I will consider the point 
"'hen we have a report. . . 

Diwan Bahadur M. Rama.chandra Rao :·May t inform the tt~nou~
able Member, Sir; that in the approaching September Session th9 
.AsRembly would like to have some information as regards the intentions 
of Government in this matter t 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddima.n : 1 quite appreciate the 
Honourable Member's point. . . . 
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1339. *Sll'dat V. N. Mutalik : Will Oonrnment be pleMed to atate : 

(o) Whi!tJ1er it il' a fact that they have undertuken an inquiry 
into the working of the Reforms, with a 'View to rer:mn th'e 
Reforms f · 

(b) 11. so, the nature and the scope of the inquiry f 
(c) Whe1her it is a fnct that a Committeo h appoint.etl to make the 

1nquiry, and if so, thti personnell•l the C·.~wmitteu t 
(d) ThC' terms of refrrence to the Committe~ f 
(e) WJ.cther the inquiry is to be an open one, or only departmental, 

nnd confidC'ntia11 and whether th'3 Committee ill emrowel't•c.l 
to al-icertain the view~ of the pnbli,J, rmJ of representative 
~d~Y • 

(/) WhP.th~r the Committee is asked to go into thA question of innde· 
quate rerresentatiou, at pl'e:»ent givr.n to some special 
iz:.terc!:its 1' . 

The Honourable tir Alexander Muddiman : l have just ginn n 
answer to a similar qu~stion (No. 1338) .. 

lNQtriRl IN~·o THE WoRKT'\lG or Tllil REFORMS. 

1340. *Sardar V. N. Mutalik : Will Government be pleased to plare 
on tlle table a IWJlY of the communil'ation b~tw,.t•n thi" Governm('nt and 
the L~al Governwents on the questions rderrd to tJHlm with rt'gard to 
the reiorf!1ir•g \he :Re!orms .7 

The Honourable Sir Alexander 1\luddiman : Government are not 
prt>p:~red at present to lay on the table a copy' of the communication 
rd.-rred to. A eommuniqne summarising the tcrffi.'J of referenr,f has 
a;lready been laid on the table. 

REDUCTION IN THE RATI!.'S OJI' PAY OF 0FFIC~~RS OF TBE BRITISII AR~Y. 

13-11. Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar: (a) lias the attention of the Gov· 
ernment been drawn to the British Army OrdPr issued in England early 
last month annonncing the decision of His :11ajc:~ty's Government that 
.. in view of the hll in the index fi::n~res f()r ~m~t of living since 1919, a 
reduction uf approximately 51 per ('"llt. ~:~hall be Jnatle in. the rates of both 
~JY and non-effective emola:tWlltl:l of officer!!~ " 7 

(b) Are the Goven1mrnt :rwar(> that thi~ revision, ·which is to take 
effect from July l:~t, next, has been made in accordance with Army 
Order 32J cf 1919, which " provided that 20 per cent. of the rate of pay, 
half-pay and retired pay, would be subject to revision accordin~ to 
variation~.-~, up or down, in the cost of living, and that the fir!:it revision 
would be made in 192·1 " r 

(c) Will the Gonrnment bl) p1eased to state whether thil!l Order of 
reduction of the rate!!! o! pay will become applicable to British officen 
!Serving- in India, citlwr in British or in Indian units 1 

l\!r. H. R. Pate : (a) Go.vernment have seen the Army Order referrcrl 
to by the Honoura~le l!ember. , 
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· (h) Yea. The Honourable lfember has, howe\'er, misquoted Army 
lJrder 32-l of 1919 which readt~ as follows : . 

" Tbe new rattw • • • • will be !nlbjt'<'t, after five years, to revision, either 
U!'""ard• or dowowardt to u sU!It aJt neeeding 20 per cent., aceording aa the cod. · 
c.f liYiDg rue. or faU.. 11 , 

(e) No. The reduction made in the rates of paY' cannot be mad9 
arplieable to offieers &erving in lndta, since, although their pay is subject 
to re\'i..ion Uo1fl the l:rt .July, 1924, any such revision is dependent not 
em tLe Home iride:1, but on the cost of living in India. · 

Mr. A. ianguwami Iyengar : May I take it, Sir, ·that British 
Officers are not subject to the same cmditions as regardS 1he regulation 
of pricea in England as well as in India f · · 

Mr. H. 1.. Pate : As I explained in the last clause of m.y answer, 
you may so take it, Sir. 

<'<>NTROL EXERCISED C"'E'P. LocAL GovERNMENTS IN' RESPECT or L u1 o 
itEVENUE SET'!':.EMENT. . 

1342. Mr. A. iangaswami Iyengar : Will the Government be pleased 
to lay on the table of the House the instructions of the Secretary of State 
tihowing the nature and exwnt of the adminiRtrative .eon~rol exercised over 
the Lucul (hvernmentl'l in regard to legislation and administration in 
m;pect of lalld revenue s«>ttlctr.entn, a matter which the :MemlJ~r in charge 
promised to consider on ::\larch last f 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : So far as the control exercised by the Secretary 
tf State over Local GovernmPnts in regard to legislation in respect of · 
land revenue settlements is concerned, the Honourable Member is referred 
to the reply given by Sir Henry Moncrief! Smith to Diwan Bahadur M. 
Uamachandra Rao's starred Question No •. 1127 in the Legislative Assembly 
on the 30th May last. As regards his control over a4ministr.ation, there 
are no definite instructions on the subject. . . . 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : Am I to take it, Sir, that the statement 
made by thP Honourable the IU!venue .Member the other day that there are 
Ct!l1.ain Rpecial instructions is incorrect t 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : I can assure the Honourable Member that the 
reply 1 have now given is correct. 

J.AND P.EVEJITU;.; roLICY. 

1343. Mr. A. ianga.swami Iyengar: (a) Did the hardships involved 
in the land revenue policy of the Uovernments in India come up before 
the Joint Parliamentary Committee f 

(b) Ilave the recommendations made by them in paragraph 11 of 
their r~port been considered by the Government of India and the Seere· 
tary of State ; and, if so, will the Government be pleased to state w.t..ich 
o1 them have been accepted and which of them rejected f • 

(c) Is it possible for the Government of India to state the exac~ 
policy they have prescribed to the Provincial Governments on th~ 
whole of this matter at present f 

Mr.l. W. Bhore·: {a) The Government of India are aware that the 
point wu brought forward in evidence by several non·official witnesse3 
l,.cdQre the Joint Select CommittCI:l on the Government of India Bill of 1919. 

• - -. - . - - - ~~ .. . • .~ ~ ~ '. ''!" 
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(b) and (c). Tbe recommendation~:~ or the .Toint Sl'lt>(lt Committee werG 
referred to I.ocnl Governments in March 19::!0 and their attention was 
dt·a\m to the nl)eJ for early actioq on the lint's iudicatl·d therein. No 
further instructions have been issued by the Government of lnJia. 

Ml·. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : Are the Government aware that not· 
withstanding thc1r instructrous for eur:y action, not a single local oo'vem· 
ment has so far passed a Bill till the year of grace ln24 f 

r!r. J. W. Bhore : That is a matter which concerns the Local Govern· 
roents. I have iud.icatcd the pohcy o.i the Government of India in thi~ 
matter. 

toxTRoL or THE SEC"'A::rARY or STATE onn PR0\1NciAL GovERNMtN'tl'l' 
J..\.~ o REVENUE Lr:ot:::LATION. 

I 1344. Mr: A. Rangaswami. Iyengar : With reference. to the reply or 
Sir B. N. Sarma in reply to my supplementary. question on 1ue :lUth 
February la5t to Question No. 524, will the Government be pleased to 
state or place on the table the rules under which the Secretary of ~tate 
exercises control over Provincial Governments in regard to land t·evenuo 
legislation· Y · . . 

Mr. J .. \V, Bhore : The Honourable :Member is referred to the repl,Y' 
given to Question No. '1342 on the subject to·dny. 

Tnt K!t~.;riNA.SAGARA RI:SEr.vorn PRO.TECT. 

1345. 1\lr. A. Rant;aswami Iyengar : With reference to the an~wer1 
":o my Question No. 52o on the 27th Jl1 ebruary last, will the Government 
be pleased to state : 

(a) Whether the Gowrnment of India and the Secretary of Slate 
authorised or previously sanctioned the proposals fvr aniv· 
ing by conference or (.liscussion3 at an agreement on the 
matter in dispute regarding the J(ril:;hna~a~ara I~esc!'Vuir 
Project Y 

(b) Whether tl1e GovernmFmt of India or the Serretary of State 
iru,tructed the Madras GoYernment to give an opportlmiiy 
to the extensive numbers of landholders atl\~cted hy the 
project to be heard or to make representations on the new 
proposals set on foot since the setting aside of the award 1 

(c) Whether the agreement requires the ratification of the GoYern· 
ment of India and of the Secretary of State ; if F.:o, whether 
these authorities will give an opportunity to the landholders 
affected to make representations, if any, on th~ matter, and 
give due consideration to them before finally ratifying th() 
agreement Y 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: (a) The answer is in 
the affirmative. With the approval of the Secretary of State the Govern· 
ments of Madras and Mysore wer~ invited to attempt to arrive, by rout?al 
agreement, at a settlement of the longstanding controversy regarding 
their respective rights in the waters of the river Cauvery. 

(b) The answer is in the ne!!ative. 
(c) The agreement requires the approval of the Secretary of State 

and the ratification of the Government of India. It is not prQposed to 
fuvite further representati~ns in the matter and thus p~stp~n.~ a ~al. 
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lf'ttlemf'ut cf a t'outroversy which hM hampered all development of irri· 
ratioa both in Madras and :Myl"ore for the past fourteen years. It was 
the tear that the original . arbitration award did not fully . protect th~ 
interests of the landholders in the area affected which led the Local Govern. 
ment to appeal against that award in 1916, and the subsequent protracted 
dll;cus.:ionll hare been directed throughout towards the discovery of a 
solution which would afford tur.h f~1!1 protection. Both the Local Govern· 
ment and the expert advkers of the Government of India are satisfied that 
the wluti(jn embodied in the agreement recently arrived .at fulfils this 

-condition in every re:;pcct. 
Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : May I know with reference to this 

agreement whether as a result ~f thit: reconsideration this reservoir has 
now been sanctioned to be built at an altitude higher than it was intended, 
to which the Government of Madras originally objected, and whether it 
haa also been agreed to, that certain subsidiary reservoirs are to be built 
on the Cauvery Rh·er lower down and in consequence the Mysore Govern· 
DlCnt have now been able to obtain a much higher duty on the waters now 
iwpouuded on the Cauvery than they were at the time when the awad 
wa» originally given, to which the Madras Government then objected ·t 

Mr. President : The question is of excessive length. 
)1r. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : It is of excessive length becaUl:le the 

Oowrumeut haHl relLL~t:d to l'C('civc repre.;entations on this matter. 
Mr President : The question should not Le of such an excessive 

length. 
. !rlr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar: Then I will put the . questions 

·,eriat1111, .Are tue UovermMnt aware that the resenoir now agreed to 
be comtructed as between the Madras and Mysore Governments. is of a 
much higher altitude, that is, about 125 feet instead of 114 feet, as originally 
the matter in dispute was f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra. : I shall require notice 
o{. that que:stion. I cannot obvioullly answer all these questions of detail 
without any r.otice. · 

Oiwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra. Rao: :May I ask the Honourable 
Member whether tho terlll3 of th1s agreement have been published in the 
districts of Trichinopoly and Tanjo::e which are affected by this arrange
ment and if they have not been published, whether the Government o,f 
India would direct the Madras Gover1:ment to publish that agreement and 
give the peoplE" of the Tanjore and Trichinopoly districts an opportunitY. 
of being heard befor.e it is finally approved of by the Secretary of State Y 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra.: The Government of 
.India have no information o.t the procedure actually followed by the 
.Madras Government. - · 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao : May I now suggest to' you 
:whether the Uovernment of India would inquire· and ·direct tb.e :Madras 
Government to publish the agreement if it has not been already published, 
as I am in'iormed it has not been publU.hed, so that an opportunity tnay 
be afforded to the people of these two districts to make any representation 
they may like I · · · 

Mr. President : A suggestion for action is not a questio~ 
. Diwan Bahadur It RamachauJI·~ '!?.tO : I .'!:']r !';"~sther 'the Govern· 
J:nt'nt of India will take action •••• 
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!t!r. President : You are suggesting to them an action:. That is 
not a question. 

Diwan Ba.hadur 1\I. Ibma.chandr:J. Ra.o : May I ,ask ~·hether in the 
<>pinion of the Go\··~rnment of India it is desirable to publish ......... . 

Mr. President : You cannot ask for an opinion on a question. 
l>iwan Bahadur 1\t. Ramachandra Rao: May I ask where the agree

ment is at present Y 

The Honourable Sir Bh'L1pendra. Na.th r4itra. : It is before the Secro. 
tary of State. 

Diwan B!thadttr M. Ra.machandra Rao : l\Iay I know whether the 
Government of 1ndia have JJ:s:prc.-.:sed any viewlj in the m:~.tter of tha£ 
agreement t 

T}l.e Honourable Sir Bhupendra Na.th Mitra : The Government of 
India have endorsed the views of the 1\ladi'IlS oo,·e[')lment. 

!ffr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : Are the GoYernment aware that the 
landholders of tne 'fanjore and Trichinopoly districts hnve cabled ·~o ihe 
Secretary of State and the Government of India to the effect that this 
agreement will affect their interests very scrioutily ap.d prejudicially f 

The Honourable Sir Bhttpendra Nath Mitra. : I have no informn· 
tion yet about any petition havmg been made to the Government of India. 
I have no information whether any representation has been made to the 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar: May I know if the Government of 
India wlll yet rece1ve represcntat;oml irom the large number ot landholders 
of the two rich districts of the Madras Presidency in reg.ard to matters so 
vitally affecting them,-whether they will yet receive representations on 
the text of the agreement, and whether they will have the text of the agree-

. ment published by the Local Government of MadraR t 
The Honourable Slr Bhupendra. Na.th Mitra.: The matter is one 

whieh p~imarily concern11 the Government of Madras. 
Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyeng(tr: May I know, why the Government 

of Madras have not published the agreement for the benefit of the public 
so far, whether the Government of India will move in the matter and 
cause the agreement to be published 1 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Na.th Mitra.: The matter will re. 
ceive due consideration, but I cannot in any way commit the Government 
.of India to fetter the discretion of thf' Madras Government in the matter. 

Diwan Bahadm M. Ramacha.ndra Rao : May I ask whether you 
would inquire frol.il the :Madras Government whether the agreement has 
been published 7 

. The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra.: The necessary inquiry 
w1ll be made. 

Cv•.nuTTEE oN Illl'r>U.N TAXATION. 

1345. lir. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : \Yill the Government be plellsed 
to state : 
... · ··(a) In what stage the proposals for the appointment of the Com· 

mittee on Indian taxation are 7 
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(b) Whether the personnel of the Committee has been settled lllld 
wh•)n it i~ expected to begin work 1 .. 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : The attention of the Ronour
aLie llt>mher iii invited to the ReM>lution on the subject by the Govern
DtPnt of India ap)wariug in the Gazette of India Extraordinary published 
on Monday, the :!6th May, 1924. 

Mr. President: .Mr. A. Rangaswami lyl.'ngar. Question No. 1347. 

Mr. Bbubanananda. Das : I have a supplementary question on No. 
1:146. In view of the as.•mranre gh•l.'n in the other House at Delhi that 
an Indian economic expert will be on the Taxation Committee 

Mr. President: Order, order. I have already called on Mr. Ran-
gaswami Iyengar to put his next quelition, No-. 1347~ · 

LEVY OJ.I' TAXATION BY EXECUTIVE ACTION. 

VJ{7. rr.r. A. R1n11aswami Iyengar : (a) With reference to the answer 
to my Qurr;tion No. 562, dated 3rd March, 1924, of the Honourable th~ 
Finanoo llemher that no freslr, taxation has been imposed since the; 
advent of the Reforms except by legislation, will the Government be pleas
td to tdate what are the old taxes (Central as well as Provincial} which 
were heing imposed by executive action till 1920, under the authority of 
the Government of India and subsequent to 1920, under the authority of 
the l)rovincial and Central Governments f 

(b) Are any steps proposed to be taken to bring them under thl' 
1ontrol oi the Legislatures in accordance with the recommendations of 
the Joint Parliamentary Committee of 1919 ! 

The HoMurable Sir Basil Blackett : Taxation is being imposed 
und"r the following heads : 

Provindal 
Central (except in areas administered by Minor 

' Local Governments). 
( 1) CuR tom• ( induding eotton anJ (4'/ Land Revenue (not generally 

1 petrol exeise duties). . regarded as taxation). 
(5) Excise (ineluding opium excise but 

(2) Taxt'B on Income. exeluding cotton and petrol 
excise). 

(3) Salt. (6) Rtamps. 
(7) Registration. 

Of thf's(•, taxation under (1), (2) and (6) was and is levied at rates 
fixf'•l hy law. As n•g-ards (3) thP ratl's used to be :fixed by l'Uie under the 
Jaw <;nbject to statutory limitation but since the J{eforms the rates have 
ln•pn det('rminf'd h~· the L<>::islature. A~:. regards (5), taxes on consump
tion nntl<>r the Opium and Excise Acts have been, and continue to be, 
!!•'ll!'flll!y sprakin::(', collPctrd at rat<>o.; fixed or otherwise determined by 
or un.!t•r rulr~i made under the law subject to no statutory limitations. As 
lhrs(' taxt•s lat'I!Ply <>onsist offers, it is difficult to fix the rates by legislation 
Md Jt iFI not propolled to do so. There remain (!) and (7) about whicli 
th{' ft'•Jnisitc infot·mation is being- collected in connection with the Taxation 
Committee. 
. Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : May I know if in regard to the items 

comprised in No. 5 and with re~ard to registration the Government would 
ronsidt>r the a•hisahility of bringing all taxation or fees levied under strict 
fo;tatutory limitation in acoordanee with the recommendations of the Joint 
Committee 7 
u~ • 
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The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett: I have alrt>ady answered 
rt-garding it!'m No. 5. .As Tt'~Hrll~ No. 7, wht•n the requisite iurommtion 
has bet>n collected the matter will be considered. 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : I undt~rstood that under itl•m No. 5 
the Honourable the :Finance l\lemht•t· btated that tlwy were levied under 
ntlt>s which tmpowered th~ Lo:J~l Qo\'ernment to levy these l'atl•tHule~ 
made under Statutes. What I now w11nt to know i!l wht>ther, im;tNul or 
taking power to levy, legislation itself will impose the fees and the ratt•'l 
in question instead of leaving it to the discretion of th'e, Local Governmt>nt 
to make rules 7 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : I think 1 have answerctl that 
question. As regards these taxe~, as thE'y consist lar~cly of frr:-~ it iii diffi. 
fult to fi::t the rates by legislation and it is not proposed to do so. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : May I know under what heading the 
chowkidari tax comes, which is regulated by rules under Hcgulation!l passl~tl 
many years ago and which has recently been increased in Biha.r aml 
~Nf . 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett: I am not aware of the facts 
stated in the question and I shall require notice of it . 

. INQUIRY INTO THE WORKING OF THE REFORMS, 

1348. Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : (a) Will the Governmf'nt of 
India be pleased to state whether all the informati()n informaay called i'M 
from ProYincial Governments on the working of the Reform .Act and 
obtained ( as stated in· reply to Question No. 10 of Mr. K. C. Ncoey in 
this Assembly on the 1st February last) has been placed before the Oflitial 
Committee now investigating the subject, and whether the whole. of that 
information will be publh;hed in ortlcr to enable them to make the re
presentations to which the Home .Member said the Government will not 
elot~e their ears ? 

·(b) Is it a fact that the Madrlt!l Government lll'ts recommrndr.d 1 

schP.rr..e of full or qualified provincial autonomy and, if so, will the Gov
ernment be pleased to state whether the proposal has been communicated 
to the Sc~retary of Htate ? 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : (a) The inf(,rmation 
informally obtained from Local Governments was not placed before the 
Committee. It was not intended that the information should be pub· 
lished. 

(b) No. 

Mr. A. Rangaswa.mi Iyengar : May I know whether the Madras Gov
ernment have submitted any report on this question of provincial auto· 
nomy in the provinces T 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : They have submitted a 
reply.. I han said that my answer to (b) of the question is in the 
negative. 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : I want to know whether they have 
received any report on the question of provincial autonomy. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Mt1ddima.n : I must have notice of 
~at ' 
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C.:~Atl'rrEI ON !NDJ.!N TAXATION, 

13•9. Mr. A. :Rangaswami Iyengar : Will the Government be pleased to 
~o~tate : 

(a) What progress has been made in regard to the appointment of 
the Committee on Indian Taxation and the commencement 
of its operations f 

(b) Whether the question of placing all sources of taxes and re
venues, Centra~ Provincial and Local, on the basis o! per· 
manent or annual legislative measures to be enacted by the 
Central and Provincial Legislatures, will also be a matter 
within the terms of reference to the said Committee ! 

(c) Whether the procedure for obtaining supply and sanctioning 
appropriation through the Legislatures will come under 
enquiry in considering schemes of a Federal or semi-Federal 
Financial system in India f . 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett: (a), (b) and (c). T~e atten
tion of the Honourable Member is invited to the Resolution on the subjeet 
ilumed by the Government of India and published as a Gazette or India 
Extraordiuat·y on .Monday, the 26th May, 1924. 

AMENDMENTS OF TilE INDIAN LEGISLATIVE RULES OR OTHER STATUTORY 
RULES. 

1360. Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : Will the Government be pleased 
to state : ' · · · 

(a) Whether its attention has been drawn to the reply of Professor 
Richards on 5th May last to the questions in respect of the 
recent alterations in the Indian Legislative Rule:l 1 

(b) Whether the Government of India were communicated with 
on this matter before the answer was given f 

(c) Whether the Uonrnment of lnuia have now any intention of 
cnrryinl! out the policy w'hich the Under Secretary of State 
declared in the House of Commons to be extremely desirable 
nHmcly, " of consulting the Legislature before changes are 
made in these and other Statutory Rules ! · 

(tl) Whether the attention of the Government of India has been 
drawn to the statements in the Simla letter of the Corres
pondent of the Times of India in its issue of the 7th 
April regarding Section 67 (B) of the Government of India 
Act and a proposal that the Legislative Department should 
take up the question of its amendment and make proposals 
through the Government of India to the authorities at 
home t · 

(e) Whether the Government of India, in addition to the new 
Legislative Rules now made regarding the use of the 
Certificate powers of the Governor General, propose ·to 
recommend an amendment of the Act itself for the purpose f 

Sir Henry Moncrieft' Smith: (a) Yes. 
(b) No. 
(r} The Honourable Memhrr is referred to my reply to part (a) .of 

Quelltion No. 1291 put by Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. · 
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(d) The Government of India have seen the article to which the 
Donourable :Member refers. 

(e) It is not the immediate intention of the Government of !ndia to 
propose an amendment of section 67-B of the Government ;1f ln1iia Ad. 

INELIGIBILITY 01' PLEADER-JtTDGES FOR APPOINTMENT AS PERMANENT CHU:F 
JUSTil'ES OF liiOll COURTS. 

lMl. •Mr. N. M. Dumasia : (a) Are Government aware that pleallt'r· 
judges of the various High Courts in India have acted as Chief Justic,'s 
t.a various occasions but have been considered to be ineligible for appoint
ment as permanent Chief Justices under the Statutes governing the Indian 
Hiih Courts from time to time f 

(b) Is it a fact that with reference to a prospective vacancy in the 
eftice of the Chief Justice at :Madras a reference was mnlle by the l\Iadrm1 
Gonrnment to the Secretary of State with regard to the eligibility of a 
pleader for such appointments f 

(c}·Is it a fact that the Law Officers o.f the Crown in England gave 
their opinion that there was nothing in section 101, clause ( 4) of the 
Government of India Act which debarred a pleader from being appointed 
permanent Chief Justice f 

(d) Are Government aware that there is considerable public opinion 
lD favour of immediately removing the disability under which pleader· 
judges of the various High Courts suffer with regard to the permanent 
appointments of Chief Justice, if such disability exists 7 

(e) Are Government J•repared to recommend to the proper tmtho· 
rities to make the necesso.1ry v.mendment in section 101 of the OovermrH!Jll. 
of India Act to remove all doubts about the eligibility of a pleader to be 
'appointed Chief Justice 7 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : (a) Yes. 

(b) Government are aware that a referen~e to the Secretary of State 
on this question was made in 1921, but they underHtand it waH not made by 
~he Madras Government. 

(c) No. 

(d) and (,), I would invite the attention of the Honourable 1\Iem· 
ber to statement made by my predecesHor in the Assemhl;; on the l:Jth 
of February, 1924 in reply to the Resolution moved by Dewan Bahadur 
T. Rangachaiiar to tl1e effect that Government are agreed that the Go\'ern
ment of India Act ought to be amended in order that it may be pm;sib)~ L,) ap. 
point a pleader to the position of a permanent Justice of a High Coul't. 
The exact amendment which should Le recommended by Government will 
be considered in connection with any other amendments of Hection 101 of 
the Government of India Act which Play appear to be desirable in comwc
tioll with the recommendations on connected questions of the Royal Com
mission on the Services and the Bar Committee. 

REcOMMENDATioNs oF THE SEAMEN ·r:; llEcRmTMENT CoMMITTEE. 

1352. *Mr. X. Ahmed : Will the Government be pleased to state why 
ft.ey have taken such a long time to give effect to the Recommendations of 
tAt Seamen's Recruitment Committee ! 
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The Honour&ble Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra, : The delay is due to 
the fact that references have had to be made to the Governments of Bombay 
and Bengal on the subject. The recommendatioLS of the Seamen's 
J:ecruitment Committee involve changes of a far-reaching character and 
require very careful consideration in consultation with the Local Govern
ments. The Government of India are at present awaiting a reply to a 
reference made to the Government of Bengal in March last. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : b it not a fact that nearly two years have elapsed 
11ince t!Ji" matter was first taken up. 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : I am sorry I havt.l not 
got the information in my possession at the present mo-ment ; but if 
the Honourable :Member will give notice of that question, the Honom
aLle .Member in charge of the Commerce Department will no doubt 
furni11h him with an adequate reply. 

Mr. K. Ahmed : I rise on a point of order. Is this the way in 
\\ hich the Government :Member ..... 

Mr. President : Are you putting a supplementary question Y 

Mr. It. Ahmed : I am asking whether the way in whtch the Govern
nwnt .Ml•mber in charge ..... 

Mr. President : Order, order. You can only put a supplementary 
queKtion. 

(At this stage :Mr. Chaman Lal rose to ask a supplementary quc~Stion 
but the Presic.lent asked Mr. K.. Ahmed to ask his next question on the 
lrst.) · 

REPORTS BEL\11~0 TO THE RECRUITMENT OF SEAMEN. 

1353. *Mr. K. Ahmed: (a) .Are the Government aware that tb!' 
Honourable Sir Charles Innes on 26th September, 1921, in the Assembly 
while moving the Resolution regarding the non-ratification of the Draft 
Convention for establishing facilities for finding employment for seamen, 
1111id that " .NQ action "ill be taken on the Report of the Seamen 'li 
Recruitm~nt Committee without giving this House an opportunity o! 
eonfjic.lering the Report f 

(b) If the answer be in the affirmative, do Government propose now 
to fulfil the said undertaking by plach:g in this House, the Reports submit· 
tl!cl hy the ('nleutta and llumbay Committees for the recruitment of sea
men aloug with the report of the Dt>lhi Substantive Committee ! 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: (a) The answer is in 
the aflirmntive. 

(b) The Honourable :Member's attention is invited to the rt>ply 
givrn on the 11th February, 1924, to ·:Mr. V. J. Patel's question on the 
tmme subject, to which I have nothing to add. , 

Mr. Chaman Lal : :May I ask whether I was in· order or not in 
a.-.kiu~ a IHIJlplf'mentary question to the previous question·! 

Mr. President : Mr. Kabeerud-Din Ahmed put a qut>stion and it 
Wall answerrd. 

Mr. Chaman Lal: Before you called on Mr. Kabeerud-Din Muned 
I rose to put a HUpplrmentary question. I want to know whether I am in 
ordrr or not in puttin~r a supplementary question. 

Mr. President : You did not catch my eye. 
Mr. It. Ahmed : 'Mr. Chaman Lal did catch your eye all right, 

Sir. You Raid he was out of order. 
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Mr. N. M. Joshi : May I know whether the promise matle by 8ir 
Charles Innes that no action will he taken before the llonNtl hns hn1l an 
opportunity of consitlerin:.r the report is ~oing to he fulfillt."d f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra.: The un..;wl'r i:-~ in tlw 
ntlirmativc. 

Pandit Shambhu Dayal Misra : When, Sir 7 
The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: The Ht>pm't has nll·t·ndy 

hf't'n published. Oonrnment will take action on thr Hl'JHll't in dut• 
course. 

Mr. Chaman La.l : .May I know whethrr 11 due course " mr,w:-. 11 
decade or 15 years 1 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra.: It vnrit•s with tb· 
tmpOI'tanre of the subject. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : May I ask the Honourable MPmher whrtht'l' h1l 
is aware of the fact that a great deal of discontent prPvnil:-~ amon!.:' t lte 
seamen's a1-1sociations in India regarding the illl'gal gratilieations that 
are ht>ing demamlt~d, a matter whil~h came up lwfot·c thi:-~ cornmittt•e 1 

The IIonourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra. : I am :;orry I have 
no personal information on the Hubject. 

Mr. K. Ahmed: Will the Government, for the benefit o( the conr.tl'y, 
come to some conclusion immediately and deckle the matte!." 1 

Mr. President : I have not heard a worJ of the Honourable Mr!JU· 
her's question. 

Mr. K. Ahmed : In view of the fact that a number of pctiL<'Il~, 
complaints and reRolutions have been received by the Dt: partment or 
my Honourable friend, with regard to the abuse that is in existence in 
this Department, do Government propose to take immediate action in 
the matter ? 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : The matter i11 une or 
very considerable importance and it is receiving due attention on the 
part of the Government of India. 

Dr. H. S. Gour: If the Honourable Member has no inFnrmrtion nn 
the snbjrct, may I take the liberty of furnishing him with complete 
information which I have receive(l. 

Mr. President : That is not a Rnppl.ementary question. You en n
not 1-~npply information by a supplementary question. 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru : Does the Honourable Memher Mnsidet· 1 his 
matter important enough to tal\e immediate action Y 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : I have already rrpl:p,] 
to that question. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : 1\Iay I ask whether it is not a fact that the Tnier· 
national Labour Conference at Gt•noa in l!J20 passetl a Draft Conn~ntion 
regarding facilities with regartl to the rPcruitm~>nt oi !lf'amPn an,] 
whether st~ps have heen taken to put those recommendations into 
force 1 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : I am sorry I hav,~ lH) 

per1-1onal information on the subject. I am aware that th.~ Genoa Con
vention said something on the subject. If the Honourable .Memhflr will 
sPnJ in a regular question, the Member in charge of the CommPrre 
Department will no doubt furnish him with all the information he wants. 
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Pandit Shambbu Dayal Misra: Will the IIonourable Member tell us 
whf'ther this matter has ever been placed before him f 

The Honourable Sir Bbupendra Nath Mitra: May I ask the 
Honourable Member to repeat his question ! · 

Pandit Shambhu Dayal !lisra: May I know whether this matter 
was ever placed before the Honourable Member who is replying to this 
lJuestion f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Natb Mitra : It has been dealt 
with by the Honourable Member in charge of the Comm1~rce Depart
ment . 

.MEETINGS OF THE STANDING FINANCE CO:M:MIT'l'EE AND OF 
TilE COMMITTEE ON 'filE S~.:PARATION OF RAILWAY 
~'INANCES. . 
The Honourable Sir BasU Blackett (Finance Member) : Sir, I should 

like to 11ay with your leave that, in view of 
12 Noo•· the possibility of the House rising by lunch 

time, it is proposeil to hold a meeting of. the Standing Finance Com
mittee nt 3-15 P.M. this afternoon and a meeting of the Committf~e on· 
Reparation of Railway Finances· at 2-45 this afternoon, not 3 P.M. as · 
ha11 been announced. I Rhould like further to say that it is now not pro
posed to attempt to hold further meetings of the Public Acc(mnts 
Committee at presrnt and that the next meeting will be held in August. 

TTIE INDIAN (SPECIFIED INSTRUMENTS) STAMP BILL. 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett (Finance Member) : Sir, I beg 
to move: 

11 Thnt the Bill to provide for tho modification of certain provisions of the Indian 
Htnmp A1•t, ll~!l!l, in their npplirntion to eertain promissory notes and other instruments, 
ns pasNed by the Council of Stntc, be tuken into consideration.'' · 

ThiN Bill is a Hmall Bill to amend the Indian Stamp ~Amendment) 
Art pased last year. That Act received the aRsent of the Governor 
Ol•nrral on the 1st October 1923. It came into force on that dfttc. It 
i:4 now brought to the notice of Government that in certain eases the 
provisions of this Act did not become sufficiently known with the result 
that certain instruments, the duty on which had been enhanced, have 
hN·n rxecuted on insufficient stamps. Among them are some promisi)OI'Y 
110trs for over RR. 250, which cannot be validated as the law now sta11ds, 
or ust>d in evidence, and, in order to avoid hardship, it is proposed that 
:-uc•h instrument~ r;hould he allowerl to be validated if exP-cuted nfter 
thr~ :JOth of September 1923 but before the 1st of January 1924, and in 
the case of promissory notes, to make them admissible in evidence on 
paymPnt of the difl'rrence of stamp duty between the old and the new 
rates. It i)j a provision tor the relief of the subject in which, I nm 
t.ure, this House will have no difficulty in agreeing. · 

The motion was adopted. 

• Mr. President : Notice of an amendment to clause 2 of the Bill by 
· Mr. Duraiswami Aiyangar ba:i bt~ui received. 
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Mr. C. Duraiswa.mi Aiyangar (Madras ceded districts atHl C~ittonr : 
Non-Muhammadau Rural) : Sir, last evenin~ I had a talk Hhout thi:s 
snbject with the Honourable Sir Basil lllackett, untl hll consentl'd to 
alter the period 'to the 1st day of April 1!1:!4 instead of the ht d11y of 
July 19:!·-l. But as the Honourable Sir Basil lllackctt ha~o~ ugorcc1l to 
my proposal, I ,request the Jwrmission of the Chair to anwnd my Ullll'lltl
ment by putting in the words 11 1st duy or April 19:!4 " in plaee of tlw 
words "-1st day of July 1924 ". In movin~ this amentlnwr.t, I ma• s,ty 
a few words ...... (Voices from all s~des of tire. lluuse : 11 No, no''.) 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : I am quite prt·p~red to RI!Jt·pt 
this amendment. :My object in agreeing to it last night WIVI to save 
the time of the House. 

Mr. President : Amendment moved : 
11 In elause 2 of the Bill, for the worus anrl tlgun•11 ' before the M 1lal ot 

January 1924 ', the words and figures 'before the bt day of April ltl~·l Itt• 
substituted.'' 

The motion was adopted. 

Mr. President : There is no other amendment to any other part. 
ol the Bill. 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : 8ir, I· move that the Bill, fl& 

amended, be passed. 
The motion was adopted. 

THE INDIAN SOLDIERS LITIGATION (AMENDMENT) BIIJL. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman (llome Member) : Sir, 
I beg to move : 

'I That the .Bill to amend the Indian Soldiers (Litigation) Act, l!JlR, for certain 
purposes, as passed by the Council of State, be taken into consideration.'' 

Sir, this is a very small Bill, and I think it il'l entirely non-controversial. 
It contains only one operative clause directed to set aside a ruling of the 
High Court of Judicature of Lahore. It was held by that Court that 
section 11 of the Indian Soldiers (Litigation) Act, 1918, is only applicable 
to a person who is an Indian soldier at the time when he bring!! his Ruit 
or files his appeal. Section 11 gives special concession"' in the mattPr of 
limitation to an Indian soldier who has been serving uncler war condi
tions and allows hi.m to exclude such service from the periotl of limita
tion. As a result of this decision of the Court this benefit would only now 
enure where the person concerned i!i actually a soldier at the tinu! l:c 
institutes the suit, or made an application or filed an appeal. This of 
course was clearly not the intention of the IJegislature in enacting the 
provisions of section 11, and I therefore propose to amend the sPdion hy 
inserting in this section the words " is or has bef'n ". 'l'hi~ will ~ive 
effect to what was undoubtedly the intention of tlw Legislature. 

The motion was adopted. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : Sir, I move that th:~ 
Bill, as passed by the Council of State, be pa~sed. 

Sardar Bahadur Captain Hira. Singh (Punjab : Nominated Non
official) _: Sir, I heartily welcome this Bill. It is a Bill w~eh I hope will 
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uve the property of many of our gallant soldiers. The error in the former 
Bill hai affected many people adversely. It is very kind of you to correct 
it, but, Sir, if retrospective effect is not given to the Bill, it will be of 
nry little use to thotie soldiers who have suffered unjustifiable losses. I 
arn flure this Bill will be passed without any diss'enting voice. I do not 
know whether I am in order in moving this amendment in order to rectify 
the injlll!tice done. .All that I want hi to amend the Bill in order that it 
~ohould have retl'Oflpective effect. By the adoption of ·this .course, the 
House will be removing the distinctions and heart-burning amongst those 
who were unfortunate enough to suffer a loss under the provisions of the 
old Bill. · . 

Mr. President : The Honourable Member is not in order at this stage 
in moving his amendment. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddim.an: To save time, I am 
quite prepared to assure the Honourable .Member that this Bill has got 
t.o come up again before the Legislature in September, and I will certainly 
examine the point which the Honourable l\Iember mentions. · 

Mr. President : The question is : : 1 
•• • · 

... 11 That the Bill to amend the Indian Soldiers Litigation Aet1 19181 for certain' 
purpoeea, aa passed by the Council of State, be passed.'' 

The motion was adopted. · 

RESOLUTION BE' THE RE.MOV AL OF THE IMPORT DUTY ON· 
SULPHUR .. 

I 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes (Commerce Member) : Sir, I beg 
to move : ' ' ·• · · 

11 That this Assembly recommends to the Governor General in. Council to ·accept 
tbe rooommendatioa of the Taritf Board that the import duty on sulphur be removed.'' 

The House may remember, Sir, that one of the recommendations made 
by the Fiscal Commission was that, so far as possible, the Government of 
India should exempt from import duty the raw materials required by the 
industries of India. Sir. we were unable at once to adopt this recom· 
mendation. llitherto our tariff has always been a revenue tariff, and we 
have consistently declined to take into consideration the uses to which 
articles imported into India may be put. But the adoption by the· Legis
lature of a Resolution last year in favour of a policy of discriminating 
protectio11 has altered the whole position, and, as we have had numerous 
rt>presentations from manufacturers of chemicals throughout India with 
regard to the import duty on sulphur, we decided to refer the question 
whether or not the duty should· be removed to the Tariff Board. I think 
I am correct in saying that all Members ·of the House have received a 
copy of the Tariff Board's Report. The Tariff Board think that the 
reasons for taking the duty off are strong. Sir Thomas Holland once 
said that the best way of measuring a country's industrial progress was 
to 1100 how much liUlphuric acid was used in the country. We are handi
capped ·in this matter by the fact that there are no deposits of sulphur 
in lndia ; collBequently we have to import all the sulphur that is required. 
I do not say that the removal of the duty will enable large-scale chemical 
industrit>s to be &tarted in this country because we shall always be handi· 
capped by the !aet that we shall have to import Our raw sulphur. But 
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[Sir Charles Innes.] 
I do say that if we remove the duty, we shan assist many deserving 
industries in cheapening the prices of their raw materials. I refer parti· 
eularly to chemical industries, the industry for the making of di11infectants. 
the making of insecticides, and industries connected with by-products of 
coke in the manufacture of iron and steel. I think, therefore, that it 
is quite clear that the removal of this duty will be a useful measure. On 
the other hand, it is not going to cost us very much. We calculate that 
the most it is going to cost us will be 2 lakhs of rupees a.year. ·The Gov. 
ernment of India have accepted the proposition that the benefits which 
industries in India will derive from the removal of thilt duty is well worth 
the price we ~hall have to pay. I hope, therefore, the llouse will accept 
this Resolution. 

Mr. President: Th-e question is : 
11 That this Assembly recommends to the Governor General in Council to acce~c 

the reeommendation of the Taritr Board that the import duty on sulphur be removed. ' 
Mr. Rama Aiyangar has given notice of an amendment. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes: I rise to a point of order. I 
have not received notice of this amendment. I have just seen it on my 
table. 

Mr. President : Has this amendment been circulated 7 
Sir Henry Moncrietf Smith (Secretary, Legislative Department) : 

I understand that this amendment was received yesterday in the Chamber, 
and I am also informed that a copy was sent to the Honourable Member. 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : Then I think the Honourable 
Member may very well make his speech. 
' Mr. X. Rama Aiyangar (Madura and Ramnad cum Tinnevelly: Non-
Muhammadan Rural) : Sir, I propose to move : 

11 That at the end of the Resolution the words 1 except on fiower of aulphur and 
roll sulphur ' be added. " 

I find from the report that there is no reference to it except in the 
last sentence which I place before the House :. 

1 1 flowers of sulphur are used chiefly for medicinal ~reparationa and for insectieidr11, 
and it is on account of the latter use that the Ind~an Tea Association ask that 
this form should also be free from duty. They say that they pay a sum in exees• 
of Rs. 25,000 a year as duty.'' • 

I have gone carefully into the . full evidence before the Tariff Board 
and have also seen the report. The whole thing deal!:! with the question 
of a variety of sulphur which is used mostly for the preparation of 
sulphuric acid and for medicinal purposes, but this particular variety of 
sulphur is used by tea planters mostly, and we know as a fact that, when 
we consent to give protection, it must be on definite principles which 
have been recommended by the Fiscal Commission. None of those apply 
to this case. I do not think tea planters want this protection. On the 
other hand, they are making huge surplus profits and the other day therP. 
was an Association proclaiming that they are at the height of prosperity 
and there is really more than Rs. 25,000 which could be realised in duty 
on this. It is not a question of the tea planters' industry not being. able 
to keep its place in the world markets. On the other hand, Indian tea 
seems to command considerable sales and prices in the world's markets, 
and under these circumstances I do not see why this Rs. 25,000 should 
be lost to the public. The only question that might be raised is that, while 
we are exempting other varieties of sulphur, why not do so here. It 
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eannot be said that because it is only a small amount, there need not be 
any distinction between variety and variety. But Rs. 25,000 is not a 
mnall amount. I do not think that this should be the attitude of this 
House. I really do not understand that attitude. 1 do not think the 
tax-payer in India can a1ford to lose the sum. . . 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru (Meerut Division :Non-Muhammadan Rural}: 
Sir, I quite agree with my Honourable friend, Mr. Rama Aiyangar, and 
think it is fair to tax " flower of sulphur " and the other variety of sulphur 
mentioned by him. This variety of sulphur is used by tea planters who, 
in my opinion, do not deserve any consideration, even if they are in 
danger which they- are not. A9 it is, they an~ making tr~mendous pro
fits. If any one deserves P.on'!lideration at all it is the large· arm.v 
employed bY' these tea planters. I would have no objection. if this 
amendment were rejected, provided the extra profits made by tea 
planters are compulsorily givl.'n to their employees. That, of course, 
will not be possible, and, therefore in my opinion, this amendment should 
be accepted and no extra profit~! should be ginm to tea planters.' 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes: Sir, I do not. think an amend~ 
ment of this kind should be sprung on the Member in charge ... The only 
reason advanced in favour of the amendment is that this variety of sulphur 
iM used by the tea industry. That is an incorr•,ct way• of putting the case.· 
Flowers of sulphur are mainly required for the preparation of insecticides. 
Jt may be that tea industry is tle principaf uset• of insecticides,' but at the 
aame time such insecticides are used throughout India; ' Then again· it is 
said that the tea industry is well able to bear the burden of this duty upon 
~wer of sulphur. The tea industry, like many others in India, has 
its ups and downs. Two years ago, at the end of 1920; we were confronted 
with the following situation. The tea industry was losing on every pound 
of tea sold and exports from this country are something like three hundred 
million pounds a year. In addition, the tea industry pays an export duty 
of 3 pies a pound on all its exports. · . . 

Three years ago the tea industry was in the position of losing on 
nery pound it sold and also added to its losses by paying us a duty of 
three pies in the pound. It pay11 us every year in the shape of an export 
duty something like 50 lakhs of rupee!~ a year, and it seems to me, Sir, 
that this House would be tak;ng up an ungenerous and undignifi.ccl 
position if it refused the recommendation of the Tariff Board in favour 
of remitting the tax on flowers of sulphur merely because those flowers of 
sulphur go to the making of insecticides and because one of the most im· 
portant industries of India uses those insecticides. Sir, I appeal to the 
House not to accept the motion which I regard as a very ungenerous one 
and one which cannot be defended on any principles .of protection. 

Pandit Sh&mlal Nehru : May I ask the HcHJurable Sir Charles Innes 
if it is not a fact that the present Government h1 Eng-land have increased 
the duty on tea by th~ee pence a pound f 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : And has thereby reduced the pre· 
.ference which In~an tea gets in the United Kingdom. . 

{Mr. K. Rama Aiyangar rose to speak.) · 
Mr. President: You cannot make a 'secorJd speech. You· certainty 

have said all you wanted to say when you moved your amendment. 
I will now put Mr • .Aiyangar's amendment •. The question is: · 

If That at the end of the BeeolntiOil the WOfdJ ., except Oil flOWer& Of IIUlphnr and. 
,.,u nlpbnr ' be added.., ' 
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(:Mr. President declared the motion negatived, but Mr. K. Rama 
Aiyangar asked for a division.) · 

Mr. President : Tho~e in fi!Vour of the attll'mlment stand up. 
(A few Members rose.) 

Mr. President : Those against will stand. 
(A majority of Members rose.) 

Mr. President : The " Noeq " have it. 
Mr. X. Rama Aiyangar : 1 am entitled to daim a division. 
Pa.ndit Shamlal Nehru : There are electrie bells for a divhtion whir.h 

give an opportlUlity for evecy one to come in aud vote as they plea.'!e. It 
is often done in the case of the Government Benches, the Members of which 
usually sit in their offices and come in when they hear the bell to vote 
as directed. 

Mr. President : I· quite agree that ordinarily a divi11ion when claimed 
~hould be given, but when it is apparent that the den.and is really a frivo-
lous one............. · · 

·Mr. X. Rama Aiyanga.r: I beg your pardon. I want that a division 
should be taken and I claim it because I wa.nt the names of those who 
support or oppose my amendment to be placed on record. 

' Mr. President : Very good. 
The question is : 

11 That 'the words proposed by Mr. Rama Aiyangar be added to the Resolution.'' . 
The 4ssembly divided : 

AYEB-14. 
Acharya,.Mr. M. K. 
Aiyangar, Mr. C. Duraiswami. 
Aiyangar, Mr. K. Rama. 
Dutt, Mr. Amar Nath. 
Govind Das, Seth. 
Hari Prasad Lal, Rai. 
Kartar Singh, Sardar. 

Malaviya, Pandit Krishna Kant. 
Misra, Pandit llnrkaran Nath, 
Narain Dass, Mr. 
Nehru, Dr. KishenlaL 
Nehru, Pandit 8hamlnl. 
Patel, Mr. V. J. 
Yusuf Imam, Mr. M, 

NOEs--48. 
Abdul Qaiyum, Nawab Sir Sahibzada. 
Abul Kasem, Maulvi. 
Ahmad Ali Khan, Mr. 
Aiyer, Sir P. S. Sivaswamy. 

· Ajab Khan, Captain. 
. Bell, Mr. R. D:• 

. Bhore, Mr; 1 .. W. . . 
Blackett, The Honourable Sir Ba.l'il. 
Bray, Mr. Denys.· 
Cocke, Mr. H. G. 
Dalal Sardar B. A. 

. Das, Mr. Bhubanananda, 
· Datta, :Or. S. K. 
Davies, Mr. G. H. W. 
Faridoonji, Mr. R. 
Fleming, Mr. E. G. 
Gour, Dr. H. S. 
Hezlett, Mr. J. 
Hindley, Mr. C. D. M. • 
Hi:ra Singh, Sardar Bahadur Captain. 
Holme, Mr. H. E. 
Hudson, Mr. W. F. 
Hussanally, Mr. W. M. 
Innes, The· HonollJ'able Sir Charles. 
Littlehailes, Mr. R. 

The motion was negatived. 

Mitra, The Honourable Sir Bhupemlra 
I_ Nath. 

· Moncrief! Smith, Sir Henry. 
Murldiman, The Honourable Sir Alexandt•r. 
Muhammad Ismail, Khan Bahadur Saiyid . 
1\Iutalik, Sardar V. N . 
Nag, Mr. G. C. 
Neogy, Mr. K. C. 
Pate, Mr. H. R. 
Purshotamdas Thakurdas, Sir. 
Ram11chandra Rao, Diwan Bahadur M . 
Raj Narain, Rni Bahadur. · 
Rushbrook·Williams, Prof. L. F .. 
Sams, Mr. H. A. 
Sastri, Rao Bahadur C. V. Visvanatha. 
Shams-uz-Zoha, Khan Bahadur M. 
Singh, Rai Bahadur S. N, 1 

Sinha, Mr. Ambika Prasad.\ 
Sykes, Mr. E. F. 
Tonkinson, Mr. H. 
'l'ottenham, Mr. A. R. L. 
Townsend, Mr. C. A. H. 
Willson, Mr. W. S. J. 
Yakub, Maulvi Muhammad. 
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Mr. Preaident: I will now put the original Resolution to the vore. The 
question is : . , . . . 

'' Th.ia AIIMlmbly rewmmenda to the Govemor General in Couneil to aeeept tloo 
recommendation of the Tariff Board that the import duty on sulphur be removed.'' 

The motion was adopted. 

THE INDIAN PENAL CODE (.AMENDME~T) BILL. 
(.AMENDMENT 01' SECTION 375.) 

" :'II > 

\ · Dr. B. S. Gour (Central Provinces llindi Division ~ · Non-Muh&m
madan) : Sir, this is a purely f(lrmal motion lntended to give effect til 
the recommendation of the Select Committee tiu,t the Bill should be re
rubliHhed. (A Voice : " Which Bill f ") T:t~ Indian Penal Code 
l Amendment) Bill. HonourabiP Membel'll have ·IJ()t the Bill before them, 
a!4 alllo the Report of the Select Committee. 

Mr. President: The question is : 
11 That the Report of the Select Committee on the Bill further to amend the Indian 

Penal Code (Amendment of section 375) with the Bill, as amended by the Select 
Committee, be eireulated for the purpose of eliciting opinion thereon.'' 

The motion wts adopted. 

APPOINTMENT OF DIWAN BAHADUR M. RAMACHANDRA RAO 
'fO THE PANEL OF CHAIRMEN. 

Mr. President : Before I adjourn the House, I have to intimate that 
I have appointed Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao as one of the Chair
men. 

The A'!Sembly then adjourned till 'Eleven t•f the Clock on Mondny, 
n.~ 9th June, 1924. 
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APPENDIX II A • .,. 

Copy of a telegtolft from Shit~olda.t M'ufcAcand, Pl6cad,, Pmid~n~l of PoncAoyof, 
S1likorp14r, Sind, to fllf For6igft Sec-retory, Gower11menl ofln<Uo, Simi~:~, doted WA 
May J9tl. 

. Panehayat Shikarpur Sukkur Distriet Provinee Sind In thickly attended publlo 
meeting nnaDimously resolved that Hie E.acelleney the Viceroy be humbly approached 
to immediately mon Home Authoritilltl to adopt euitable and eftlcient meaauree while 
reeognieing Soviet Government and aettling terme therewith to kindly reeompen1ate 
holdere in British India of Russian Rouble Notl.'l withheld from circulation and negotia· 
tion under Ordinance of the Government of India in 1919 and recently returned to them 
from eeferal treasuries the loee aufrered by 1mcll holtler1 particularly in Sbikarpur hae 
been immense humbll prayed therefore tha& Hi• E:xeelleney 'e Government to take timely 
and ad~quate etepe ua thil connection. 

• ftdt pare 2750 of theee Debates. 
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Monday, 9tlt. June, 1924. 

The &t;ewLly· met in the Assembly Chamber at Eleven of th~ Clock, 
Mr. Chairman (Mr. K. C. Neogy) in the Chair. 

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 

lb:J•RE.'iENTATIONS re THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF TIJE SEAMEN's R:EcR'm~
MENT CoMMITTEE. 

1354. *Mr. K. Ah.Died : Are the Government aware that since 1922 
there has been a great deal of agitation both in the press and on the ,plat-· 
form for the Hpeedy enforcement of the Seamen's Recruitment Com
mitk'C 's reeouuncndatious, and copies of Resolutions passed by th~ Indian 
Ht•anwn '111 Union, Calcutta, were forwarded to the Government to expedite 
the matter f . . 

. ' . ' • ~ • J .. ~ ' ; 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Na.th Mitra: The Government have 
received 11evcral representations on the ·subject from the Seamen's 
Union, etc. 

SEAMEN'S RECRUITMENT BUREAU AT CALCUTTA. 

1355. *Mr. K. Ahmed : Will the Government be pleased to state when 
ther are going to start the Seamen's Recruitment Bureau at Calcutta . in 
terlllJj of the recommendations of the Seamen's Recruitment Committee f 

CuNSTITl!TION or ADVISORY ComnTTF.ES ALONG WITH THE EsTABLISHMENT 
or THE SEAMEN's RE<'HUITMENT BuREAU AT CALCUTTA. 

1356. *Mr. K. Ahmed: (a) Will the Government be pleased to state 
whether Advisory Committees art recom'mended by the Genoa Interna
tional Labour Conference and adopted by a majority of the members of 
the flramen 's Recruitment Committee, are going to be constituted along 
with the eHtabli!!hment of the Seamen's Recruitment Bureau at Calcutta 'f 

(b) If the anHwer be in the negative, will the. Government be pleased 
to give their reasons in full f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: I will answer Questions 
~os. 13:i5 and 1336 together. The Honourable Member is referred f.() the 
staremrnt made by the Honourable the Commerce Member iu this House 
nn Hth MaJ"('h last which covers both the points raised. The selection of 
a suitable ofticer is now under correspondence with the Bengal Govern
ment. 

INcLt'siON or INDIAN SEAMEN IN TH£ WoRKMEN's CoMPENSATION Ac1, 
1923. 

1357. *Mr. K. Ahmed: Will the Government be pleased to· stait; ,(i) 
what 11trps they ha\'e taken to include tht> Indian seamen in the Workmen'!i 

( 2771 ) 
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Compensation AM of 1923 u promised b7 Sir Charlet Innea on the 8111 
February, 1923, 

and ( ii) lay .on the table all the correspondence that passed betweea 
them and the Secretary of State, the Board of Trade and others t 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra lath Mitra : I have nothing to add 
to the reply given by the Honourable Mr. Chatterjee to Mr. Jo11hi 's 
Question No. 175 on the 8th March, 1924. The queAtion of publication 
of the correspondence will be considered in due cour111e. 

ALLEGED INTERCEPTION or CoBR.r.SPONDFNC'E or MEMBERs or 'rtlli LmoU:lLA· 
TIVE ASSEMBLY. 

1358. •Mr. Ohaman Lal : {a) Will Government be pleased to state 
whether it is a fact thut the eorrespondence of some Member!-! of the 
J1egislative Assembly is or has been intercepted or secretly opened before 
delivery and if so, the names of such l\'lember111 

(b) Will Government be pleased to state whether such attention 
has been extended to the correspondence of the wiveM of any Memberli 
of the Legislative A11sembly ? 

ALLEGED SHADOWING OF MEMBERS OF TilE LEGISLATIVE AsSEMllLY BY TUi 
PoLICE. 

1360. *lfr. Ohaman Lal : Will Government be pleased to state whether 
(a) any Members o'f1 the l;egislativ~ A!!Sembly are sbadow~d by tho 
police, (b) if so, the name!! of !iUch Members together with the nnmbe1' 
by• which they are known to the C. I. D. 1 

The Honourable Sir Ala.ander Muddiman : With your permi11sion, 
I will answrr Questions No. 13fi8 and 1360 together. I have no i11for·mation 
on the subject; but, if any Honourable Member has been subjed.cd to any 
inconvenience, I shall certainly Ileal with the matter on hill bringing the 
facts to my notice. ' 

llr. B. I. Holme: Is it not a fact that, if it had not been for the 
acti'lities of the Criminal Investignti(ln Department, the rece11t llolHhevik 
revolutionary conspiracy would not ba,·e been discovered or hrought be
fore the courts 7 

Mr. Obaman Lal: May I ask if that is a supplementary question 
and If it is in order Oil' not ? 

Mr. Ohairman: It is in order. 
The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: That, Sir, is probably 

a fact. 
Mr. Oha:man La1: Will the Honourable gentleman inform me as to 

the law under which the. correHpondence of Members of this ARsembly i~o~ 
being opened 7 

Tha Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: I do not admit that the 
correspondence is being opened. The Honourable Member hal'! a queHtion 
on that point, No. 1359, and I wiJl anHwer it when we come to it. 

:Mr. O'haman Lal: May I assure the Honomable Member that on 
several occasions I have complaiMtl to Postma11ters in regard to this. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : The Honourable Mem· 
ber ha.'l not brought the matter 1o m) notice. If he will do so, I shall 
inqtJire into the matter. 
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LAW RELATING TO TilE INTERCEPTION OF THE CoRRESPONDENCE OF PlUVATE 
INDIVIDUALS. 

13.39. •Mr. Chaman La1: (a) Will Government be pleased to state 
under what law interference in a private individual's correapondenee it 
resorted to I . 

(b) Will Government be pleased to stafle, (i) whether any protest• 
Lave been lodged with the department ·concerned in this behalf and 
(Ia) whether any reply has been given to such protests ! 

(c) Will Government be pleased to state the names of all persons in 
India excluding the Members of the Legislative Assembly and their 
wives, who~;e correspondence is being intercepted or opened and th~ 
reasons for which such action is being taken I 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: (a) Under section 26 
of the Indian Post Office Act (VI of 1898), as amended by section 6 of 
the Indian Post Office (Amendment) Act of 1912 ; and in the case of 
printed publications under section 19 of the Sea Customs Act (VIII of 
1H78). . 

(b) Government have no information on the subject. 
(c) I am not prepared to obtain the information re'quired. 

Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : Why nre the Government not. prepared 
to give the information to this As1wmbly f · 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddim.an: If I did so, I should 
paralyKe the measures which are being taken for the safety of the S~ate. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : May I ask with reference to part fc) of Question 
No. 1359 whether the uames of r.t~mhers of the Legislative Assembly are 
to be found in that list f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddim.an : I have no information 
on that point. 

• 
HARASSMENT OF MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY BY TICKET 

EXAMINERS AT RAILWAY STATIONS. 

l::!lil. •Mr. Clwnan Lru: Are Government aware that some Mem
bHH o( the Legislative Assrmbly are watched while travelling on the 
railways and harassed by ticket examiners at every important station f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The reply is in the negative. 
Mr. Cha.man L&l : 1\lay I ask the Ilonourable Member whether he is 

aware that a certain gentleman of the name of Mr. Chaman Lal is being 
!ihadowed f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I am not aware of that fact. 

Mr. Chaman La1 : Will the IIonourable Member make inquiries T 
Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : No, Sir. · · ' 
Mr. Chaman Lal : Will the Honourable Member inform me why he 

will not make inquit·ies f 
Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I do not see any reason for them and ·have 

nothing tfJ add to my reply that 1 am 110t prepared to make inquiries. 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta: Is it ~ause the shadowing of Honour
ahlc Members of the Assembly is tiul usual course that the Honourable 
Member refuses to inquire T 
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Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I do not know anything about sbatlowing 
of Honourable Members of this .As8emhly. 

Pandit Sha.mlal Nehru : Would the Ilonuurable Member cnre to 
enlighten him'lt.>lf on the point 7 

.Mr •. C. D. M. Hindley : No, Sir. 
I• 

M1·. Chan1an tal : Will the Honourable 1\tt•mbt•r ronNitler wluther 
it is not a mattt>t' of l!t'ent imt}ortance thnt tlw liberty or the subject i!l 
being int.erfe1·~d with, and whctht~r it i~o~ not llJl to him tQ inquu·e into thu 
matter f · 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I am not prepared to aumit that the liberty 
of the subject is being interfered with by railway officials. 

· M1•. Chatr.a.n tal: May I take it that the Honourable Memhl'r'!l 
~ttitude IS that he i!l 110t p1·ep1•redto admit anything T 

· .ltf,r. Ga.ya.,Prasad Singh : The Honourable !\1 em her profes!'lt'ft i~nor· 
ance and nt the· same time refuses to makt' an inquiry. Will the Houour .. 
able :Men1ber give his reasonB fo1· it Y 

Mr. C. D • .'M. Hindley : I do not know of any facts which have been 
placed before me which necessitate this inquiry. 

I j ' \ • i I" ~ • • • I . 4 

Mr. Chairman : I think sufficient questionA have been asl<ed on 
this. Let us pass on. 
'il, ' 

PERSONNEL OF TIIE REFORil\IS CoM MITTEI!l, 

1362. •M.r. Chaman tal: (a) Has the Inilia Office objected to th• 
trrangement of not adding a non-official member of this llouso to the 
Reforms Committee 7 

(b) Has· the India. Office objected to the personnel of the Reform~ 
Qommittee f · 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddima.n : The reply to both part A 

of the Honourable Member's q•..~tstion is in the negative. 

NuMBER oF AMERICANS AND SouTH AFRICANs IN INDIA AND AMOUNT oF 
u' i' 

1 'PROPERTY HELD BY TIIEM IN TUIS COUNTRY, ETC. 

1363. Mr. 'chaman tal: Will Government be pleased to state. (1) the 
total numbers iil 'India of and the amount of property held in InJ.ia by : 

· ·' (~) Americans, 

(b) South Africans, and 
(2) The volume of trade done both by South Africa and b1 .Ameriea 

w~* In,~. a. f 
'l'be 'Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : In 1921, 3,446 persons 

were enumerated in India as having bN•n born in Am<'rica a!Hl 4,71!> per
so;ns as naving been born in Africa. Goverr1ment have no information 
ns to the amount of property held by them or a11 to the numb(•r d[ South 
'Africans. 

2 •. In the last financial year India exported to the Un:on of South 
Afrlca goods valued at ovt•r hm ~row1 and importe<l g-oodH to ll1c value of 
77 lakhs. Ji,or the United l::ltatt•s of America the cot'l'<'iiponding figout·cs lll'll 

33 crores arid 3 cn•res. 
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SaOOTING or. I~DIANS IN Barrn:;a Gm.wA.. 
1364. •Mr. Cha.man Lal: Will Government. furnish. the.}Iquse. with 

eomplete information regarding the recent shootings of Indiana in 
Britil;h Guiana f · 

Mr. J. W. Bhore: With your permission, Sir, I will read the state
llll'llt ruatl~ by the II(Jo)lOUt'able Sir Narasinha ~arma in reply to a similar 
tJUestion in the Council of State on 1he 4th June last : 

11 An inquiry into the circumstances of the riot has been ordered by the British 
Guiana Uovl'rnmt-nt and bl'gan on the 7th ApriL The results of this inquiry have not 
yf.'t twen tommuuicatt>d to the Government of India and it is ~ot possible, therefore, 
to give on authoritative version of the causes of the riot and all the incidents con· 
oorted with it. From information which has so far been received it would appear 
that there was a &trike of wharf lubourers in George Town on the 31st March and 
that on the following day tht>re was disorder in the city. Tho authorities restored 
onlt>r but to prevent recurrenee of trouble issued a proclamation prohibiting assemblies 
and rrow1IR, The events of tho 1st April produe«.>d excitement among Indian labe>urcra 
on tho pluntations aerosa the river among whom there was evidently dissatisfaction 
with rl'gard to the wages they were receiving. There was some trouble on the 2nd 
April, but the situation was w~ll in hand. On the 3rd a large crowd composed mainly 
ot lr11liana and some N_egroes and including men, women and children marched iA 
proet•ssion towards Gl'orge Town. ' They were stopprd at Penitenee Bridge and asked 
to diHpc111e. 'fhe authorities, however, offered to let a deputation of five Indians and 
live Nt•gret•a entt•r the town. 'l'ho crowd, it is understood, would not disperse. The 
Riot Art was read but evidently without effect, and the police were attacked with stones 
and 1tit·ka. It would nppl'ar that a crowd had also collected at the rear of the police 
in the town, and, finding themselvt>s menaced both in front and behind, the police 
OJit.lDcd fire. 11 Indian and one Negro were killed and 16 Indians and five Negroes 
wt'fo womuled. Among the killt•d wt>re two women and one boy of 15. A commission 
to inltnire into and repe>rt on the eonditions of employment and rates of wages paid 
to etevedorl's, whnrfmen and othl'r labourers engngl'd in the loading and unloading of 
Vt•ss<>la baa a lao been appointed.'' ' · · 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru: May I inquire whether the Government are 
aware that Sir Joseph Nunan in a priYate talk with 1\Ir. Shamlal Nehru 
said that the firing was not justified. · · 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : No, Sir. 
Mr. Chairman : The Honourable Member is not expected to know 

what passecl between an Honourable Member of this House and another 
J,:('ntlt•man in a private talk. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : Who was responsibLe for the shooting, Sir f 
Mr. J. W. Bhore : I have no information on that point, Sir. 
Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : Will the Honourable Member kindly obtain 

information and lay it before the House f · 
Mr. J. W. Bhore : I have said an inquiry has been made by the 

Briti:.h G;Iiana Government, and when the result of that inquiry is known, 
I Hhall be wry happy to let any Honourable Member, who desires in
formation, have it. 

FRANCDISE FOR INDIANS IN BRl'tiSII GUIANA. 

l36!l. *Mr Chiman Lal: Are Govetrnment a"are.that nearly 45 per 
t4'nt. of the population of British Guiana consists of Indians whereu 
the franchise is limited to a few persons f 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : The more accurate figure is 4~. The number of 
Ju,Jiaus aetnnlly on the roll is compnratively small, but the franchise is 
'Illite lil)('ral. The actual qualifications are given in paragraph 148 of 
the Report of the Deputation to British Guiana. 
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INDIAN MEMDERS OF TilE 11RITISll GUIANA LE:oisl,ATFRE:. 

l3G6. *Mr .. Chaman Lal : Are Govt•rnment rmare that there i~ onl.r 
one mt•mber of the l'ounril of llriti:-~h Uniana who is tlll Iudiun 7 

Mr. J. W. Bhore: I rPg-t't't I clo not follow whieh ('ounc•il tht, Uounur·-
. ahle Member i~ referring to 1 The achnini:-~tt·ation· or British Uuiana 

consists of th(' Oonrnot·, thr I·~xl't'tttirt• ('olllwil, tlu• ('our·t ••I' l'olit•y 
which is a lt•gislative ho<ly nncl the Combirwd ('ourt of l'olic·y whil'h tlc•al." 
with finnncial mattrrs. No Indian i)ol a nwmlwr of the gXI't'lltin• Count•il 
or of the Court of Polie~\ but one East ln•lian hn~ ut orw tinw hPPII a 
member of the Combine,\ Court of Policy. 

PERSONNF.L oF TIIE 'r AXNrloN CoM l\llT'fEE. 

1367. •Mr. Chaman Lal: Are Government prcpaml to nssnrn thl' 
House that the Taxation Committee will be composed, apart ftoom otlicial~. 
of elected members of the Assembly and will have ll)o! one of its h•t·ms or 
rcferenre the average inemne of nn lmlian 1 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : I may answer this question 
mul Question No. 1535t hy 1\Ir. J i nnah togethrr. 

The prrsomlf'l o'tl the Committr, ar11l the term~ of l'!'l''l'('fll~l' have 
already been annonncrd in the Gazt·ttc of lnclia Extraor·dinar·y, p11blisht>d 
on the 26th May, 1924. 

STRENGTH OF PAR'riEs IN THE LEOIHLAT!VE AssEMnLY. 

1368. •Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : (a) Has the attention of the Govern
ment been dra~vn to that part of the ~pereh of Professor nieharcls, on tlw 
debate on Viscount Curzon 's motion in the Honse of Commrms, on the 
15th April, 1924, in which the following passage occurH : 

"The figures for the Assembly are as follows : There were 41 
Swarajists, returned to the Assembly, 7 Independents, 2 
Sikhs, and 3 Durmans ? '' 

(b) Will the Government be pleased to state if tlwy arc rrsponsihlr 
for supplying the information on which the above statement is macle f 
And if so, will the Government kindly explain how they have arr\verl 
at these figures ? 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: (a) Yes. 
(b) The Government did supply, for the information of the SPr.rctary 

of State, certain information showing roughly what they thou~ht mig-ht be 
regarded as the strength of the various parties in the Assembly. The 
information was only supplied as an c,;timate. 

Mr. Gaya. Prasad Singh : Arc not the Government aware, Sir, that 
Sir Malcolm Hailey, in reply to starred Question No. 22l on tho 11th 
February last, stated that the information waH not within the knowlellgc 
of the Government of lllllia ? 

t 1535. Mr. M. A. Jinnah : {1) Will Govrrnmrnt hr. plrasrd to Rtatc whrther thry 
have yet fixed the p!'rsonncl of the Taxation Committc•o 1 • 

(2) If y('s, will Governmrnt stntr th(' namt's of the CommittrP? 
(3) If not, what has )pr) to the ch>lay in eonstitnting the sairl Committr!c f 
{ 4) Do Govl'nlmrnt intenrl to ~tive the Assrmhly nn opportunity to cliscuss the 

terms of reference and the personnel of the Committee f 
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Th~ Honourable Sir Alexander Muddima.n : I believe that Sir Mai
colm Hailey did give such a reply, but Government were not aware when 
that auswer was given by Sir Malcolm Hailey nor are they now in a posi
t:cm to give such information. I understand it is a constantly shifting 
u.attet•, 

THE INDIAN PEoPLEs' FAMINE TausT FuND. 

1369. *Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : What is the present financial positio• 
of the Indian Peoples' Famine Trust Fund ! When did it come to be 
elitablished, and how f What are the rules governing it, and to wha~ 
purposes the l~und hils been allotted since its creation ! · 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : The 20th Report of the Board of 1.ranagement of 
the Iudian Peoples' Famine Trust, which was published in the Supple
ment to the Gazette of India, dated the 22nd March, 1924, gives the 
financial position of the Trust for the calendar year 1923. The Trust 
was e~o~tablished in 1900 as the result of a gift of Rs. 15,00,000 in Govern• 
nwnt Promi11sory Notes made by His IIighness Sir :Madho Singh Bahadur, 
O.C.S.I., O.C.I.E., Maharaja of Jaipur, on the condition that the income 
arising therefrom should be applied for the purposes of charitable relief 
in seasons of general distress. A copy of the Government of India 
Notification No. 1616-F., dated the 25th July, 1900, which contains the 
rules for the administration of the Trust, is laid on the table. In ac
cordance with the wishes of the Founder the Trust Funds have been 
used 11olely for the alleviation by grants of money or otherwise of general 
tliHtreMs caused by failure or destruction of the crops or by any calamity 
of like nature either in llrith:~h India or in any Indian States. . 

Rules and Bye-laws of the Indian People's Famine Trust. 

No.l616·F. 

GOVERNMENT 01' INDIA. 

DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE AND AGRICULTURE. 

NOTIFICATIOY.-Datecl Simla, the t5th July 1900. 

(A8 nrnrn•l1•d by Notiflrntions Nos. 17031 dated the 9th August 1900, 1321, dated the 5th 
June 1902, and 695, dated the 25th April 1905.) 

IN THE MATTER OF THE INDIAN PEOPLES' FAMINE TRUST. 

Whcrrns npplir,ation baa been made to the Governor General in Council by His 
Jlighnt~sM Snrumud·i·Rajaha·i·Hindustan Raj Rajindra Sri Maharaja-dhiraj Sawai Sir 
Jllatlho Singh Bahadur, O.C.S.I., G.C.I.E., Maharaja of Jaipur, the donor of the proposed 
'Jo:n•lowm1•nt l•'und, tluit prornis90l'Y notes of the Government of India to the amount. 
ot HI!. 15,00,000 ho vested in the 'frt>Murer of Charitable Endowments appointed under 
the Chnritahle Endowments Act, 1890 (VI of 1890), for the territories subject to 
the Lh•utt•uant·Oovernor of Bengal (hereinafter referred to as 11 the Treasurer "), 
and that tho income nriMing from the same be applied for the purposes of charitable 
rdicf in arasons of gcnernl distress ; 

And wh~rcns tho trrnts of the seht>mc of adminMration of the income arising 
from the Rai•l proprrty were publi~hcrl in the Gazette of India on the 2nd day of JuM 
l!ltlll, togt•thrr with nqtiec that an ordl't was proposed to be made by the GoverMr 
Ot•nrrnl in Counril VI'Rting the said propPrty in the snid Treasurer and settling 
the ~~t·h1•mc for the nl!mini~trntion of the same, and further stating that any objell
tion to tho propoMt•tl ortlcr or auggl'stions tlwn·on shoul•l be transmitted in writing 
to the fll'l'rt•!:try to the Govt•rnml'nt ol India in the Fort>ign Department by the 
2ml •lay of July 1!100, on 11·hicb dam the proposed scheme will be taken into further 
conai•h•ration ; 
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And wht•rt•as the saitl st•ht•me has bt•t•n takt•n into furlht•r eonMith•ratiun tu•t•nnl 
ingly togt•tht•r with 11.11 tho objrt"tiotut and euggeetiun~ tmndmittetl ntHI rt•t•uin•d in 
the mnnBt•r afort•eaid ; 

Now under nnd by virtue of the fOW!'fa eonft•md by st•ctiuns 4 {1) unol 7 (1) 
of the said Act, the Governor Gt•nNP.l 111 Council is lwn•hy plcusod to ortlur t1111t tho 
said promissory notes of the Governmt•nt of India to the nmouut of Us. 15,on,noo 
be, aml thl'y herl'by are, Vl.'~tNl in the Trensurer nforrsahl, to take mul lwlol tho 
same upon tho terms that he shall tollt•ct or draw the int•omo or intt•n•Kt thuwof 
ns antl wht>n the same becomt•e duo nml pnyublt:', an•l to hand over ntul pay tho Mamn 
ns and when the samtl is rceeivt•J. to the Bo:wl of l\lanagt•mt•nt nppuintt~tl to wl
minister the same under the s<•h~>me settled, in the tl•rme containml in tho rult•~ 81't 
out below, under sections 5 and 7 ( 1) of the eaid Act. 

Rules for t1111 dtlmi11i.dratio11 of the Trust, 

1. The Trust shall be known as the In!lian Peoplu 'a Famine TruHt. 

2. The purpose of tho Trust shall be tho alleviation by grnnts of mom•y or 
otherwise of gtmeml distress raused by failure or duijtrudion of tho crop~ or l!y 
any ealamity of like nature either in British India or in any Native Statt•s. 

3. The income of tho securities 110 as aforesaid vested in the TrcaMUrt•r 111111 of 
such other securities (if any) as may at any time hereafter be in like manner ao 
Teste<l for tho purpose of the Trust, shnll be n<lminiMtl•rt••l by a Houri! of MannJ.:" 
ment (hereinafter referred to as ••the Board 11

) 1 con~isting of the following per· 
90118: . 

(a) Five persons appointed by tho Governor OcnNal in Coundl, of whum 
three shall be in the executive servire of tho Govornnll'nt. 

(b) Five persons appointetl, respe<~tively, hy tho Loeul Govt•rnnwntR of 
M::ulras, Bombay, Bcngnl, tho North-West Provinces and Oudh, an•l the 
Punjab. 

(c) Two persons appointed, rcspectivdy, by the AgPnts to the Gov~>rnor General 
in Rnjputana and Central India. · 

(d) One person appointed by His lligbness the Maharaja of Jaipur for the timu 
being. 

(e) Any persons becoming life-members under clause 14. 

The Governor General in Coundl shall also appoint the Chairman of the Boar•l 
from among the members, and subject to the vroviHions herPinafter t·ontainerl in 
the first proviso to rule 4, may, during the absence from India of IIUt·h Chairman, 
in like manner appoint an Acting Chairnmn · to exercise and diseharge all or any of 
the powers and duties conferred or impoH<•rl upon a Vhairman by thcHe rult~s or !Jy 
any bye·L1w or order framed or issued thercunrler. 

4. Each appointed member of the Board shall ho!J. office during tho vlcaHure 
of the authority by whom he has been appointed. 

Provided that a member who is absent from Inllia for a periwl ext'f'<•rlint! 
eight months shnll eense to be a member of the Board, but may, notwith~tanrTiu;,t 
be re-appointed thereto on a vaenMy hrreafter occurring. l'ro\·idPrl nl~o that 
any member may resign his place at the Board, by noti<~e in writing adrlrPMHPII to 
the Chairn1an. · 

5. During· any vacancy in the Board the continuing members mny ac:t 1111 if no 
vacan<'y had occurred. 

6. The Chairman may convrne me('tings of the Bonrrl at su«·h tim«·s and plaecH 
as he may consider necessary and convenient for the transaction of businc~K, anrl at 
all meetings four members shall form a quorum. 

7. The Bonrd shall frame bye-laws for the regulation of its pro«·rrdin~H, tlw 
maintenance of accounts, and the like. 

8. No grant for the relief of distress shall, at any time, be made by the Bo:wl 
unless and until the existence of general an<l severe privation over a conHideraLio 
area has been notified to it by the Governor General in Coum~il. 

9. When the existence of distress has been so notified to tho Board, the Board, 
after considering all the information rcgardin~ it which may have been transmitt11<l 
by the Governor Genernl in Council or by the Local Government or Native fltatc 
in which the distress exists, may, if it think fit, mnke a grant for relief. 



~7'19 

10. 'Before paying ovrr the amount of any such grant, .the Boanl shall satisfy 
it.tM that the money grank•d will be e~nded in one or more of the following ways, 
nnmcly: · 

Fir.tly.-In aupplementing the subsistence ration of the Famine Codes by the 
addit10n of small comforts, whether of food or of clothing, for 
the agl'd or infirm, for patients in hospitals, for children and the 
like. 

Bmmdlg.-In providing for the maintenance of orphans. 
Thirdly.-ln relieving pardah MBhift. women and persons in distressed cireum

stantea who by aocial or easte conditions are debarred from applying 
for f.itate relief and from submitting to the ordinary tests of distress 
prraeribed in the Famine Code. 

Fourthly.-In helping to re-establish impoverished agriculturists and others 
who have lost substantially the whole of their capital in the period 
of distress, and thereby giving them a fresh start in life. · 

Fifthly.-ln providing for any objeet apeeially recommended to the Board by 
tho Governor General in Council 

11. When a grant is made for relief by the Board, the Board shall, unless 
othl'rwi~~e authorized by the Governor General in Council, pay over the grant for 
expenditure as follows : 

(1) To a Central Relief Committee, if a Central ReUei' Committee shall 
have bl)('n established for the time being to administer Famine Charitable 
Iwlief funds in all parts of India. . 

(2) To a &lil'f Committl.'o established in· the province in which distress 
prevails, ahould no Central Committee have been established. · 

(3) If ncith<>r a C<'ntral Relief Committee nor a Provincial Relief Com· 
mittro shall have been established, then to such person or persons 
na the Board may appoint in the locality where the distress prevails, 
the Board having first satistled itself that proper arrangements for 
the distribution of relief through trustworthy agents have been made, 

12, (1) Rub.i<>rt to any gl'Deral or special orders which the Governor General in 
Council may isMue in this behalf, the Board may, at its discretion,·. invest any 
monil'l in ita poMrssion, and not being immediately required for expenditure on relief, 
In or upon the llt'euritirs apl'eified in section 4 (3) of the Charitable Endowments. ~f:t, 
lK!IO, and may vary and realize such investments. 

(2) Any monry so invested shall be invested in the joint names of the Comp
trol1Pr·Gfln!lnl1 and of the Aeeountant-Genera~ Bengal, and shall not be dealt 
with tmve undt'r the ord('r tn writing of not less than two of the. members of tho 
Board. 

(3) Provided that the Board may at any time apply to the Governor General in 
Counl'il that any securiti!'a for money so held may be vested in the Treasurer on the 
aamt'! trusta aa the original endowm<'nt Fund and as part of the endowment. 

13. The Bonrd mRy aee!'pt for tho purpose of addition to the original Endo,v
mPnt Fund any s('l('uritil'l for money of the kinds specified in section 4 (3) of the 
C'hnritahln Eodowml'nta Art, 1890, not being of smaller amount in each ease than 
ltB. 10,000 in fa~e valul', that may be so offered to it for acceptance by any person 
or Jll'f80IIR. The Board Rhall notify l'lleh such donation to the Governor General 
in ('ount•il, and ahall jointly with the donor apply that the said securities be veste<l 
in the Tr<.'aaul't'r on tho tmme trusts as the onginal Endowment Fund and as part 
of the tndowm!'nL 

14. Any person who thus aubacribea a sum of not less than Rs. 3,00,000 shaU 
bec-ome a life-mrmber of the Board. . 

15. (1) The Board may acttpt from a Central or Provincial Charitable Relief 
Committl'8 the nni'Xpl'nded bafunl't'll of any monies at the Committee's disposal 
whirh the Committ~ on tcrminnting its operations may wish to make over to the 
Ronrd for npenditure hl'rl.'nftt>r on the rrlief of distrt>ss. Such tnonies shall not be 
R•lth'll to tho original Endowmrnt Fund, but shall be retained by the Board in 
rurrcnt Rl't'ount or tt>mporarily invested in the manner specified in sub-clauses (1) 
and (2) of rlnnRc 12. 

. (2) fluhj .... t to any gl'nrrnl or Rp('t'ial orders which the Governor General in 
Couoril mRy iMue in this bt>halt, the Ronrd may eimilarly accept and dispose of 
any 111011 of money of lt•u amount than Re. 10,000 that may be presented to it from 
any other aouree. 
u~ 1 
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16. The. ·~oard. almll at all timt~a ~onlorm to, nnJ uhitlo hy, nny ruh•e rt•lntiug 
te the aunnmt~tratton of t•tuluwmt•nttt uutlt•r thtJ l'haritablo I•:udowmt•nt11 Al't 1~!1:1 
whit•h the Govt>rnor Gt•tll'ral in l'omll'il, in t'Xl'rt·i~tl of tho I'OIIW9 t•onrt•r~t••l 1,; 
!lt1t'tion 13 of that Ad, may from time to tinw st•t• tit to makll ; 111111 in partit•til:it• 
the Bo::ml shall submit nh~t.ral'ts of it~ aet·uunt!l untl n•ports on thu ntlmini~tmtiun 
of the mont>y t•ntrustt>tl to it to Stll'h publir Mt•rvant, in Rtll'h furm nrul nt Ntll'h tillH'M ~~~ 
the Oovtlrnor Ot•nt'fnl in l'ouudl may by snl'lt rnlt•!f pt·l'st•riht' ; 111111 Nltall wlll'n 
callell upon by any public St!rvnnt nppuintt•tl hy thu lhm•rnur Ot•r~t•rnl in ( !u:nu·il tu 
be auditor of its nrronntM, produre nny hook!!, pnpt•rM, vmwht•ts urul tlm•umt•nl~ whil'lt 
amy appear to him to be nt•erssnry for JHII'l'08t'S of ulltlit. 

T. W. liOLDERNf:HH, 

Sccrdary tu the Cu·vernme11l oflntlitt. 

APPENDIX B . 

.BJI•·Iawa '11/lder .Rule 7 of tht Rules for tile Atlmini.~tmtion of ll1e ll~tliu11 People 'M 
Fami111J Tr·ust, 111atle by tile Board 11l a muting hdtl 011 Jl'f'itllly, t/10 JSI/1 Jnnuury 
1901. 

- 1. An Honorary 8eeretary shall be elected at a mel'ting of the Board and eha11 
hold office during the pleasure of the Board. 

2. The Seert>tary shall eontluct the correspon<l('ne.e of the Board tnHlt1r tho ortll'r:l 
of the Chairman, 

3. The Secretary shall reeor(l the minutes of nwctings of thtl Bo:ml, ntlll Hhall 
!lend a copy of minute9 of each meeting to t'ach nwmlwr for information, lie shall 
nlso keep nn nceount of nil monies recoivetl 11nd of nil monit•s expended by, or on 

· necount of, the Board. 

4. There shall be an account op('nNl with the Dank of Dt•ngoal in the namn 
of the Boord into which all monit•s rtJ<leived by, or on ncronnt of, the Bo:ml, by 
way of interest on the Endowment Fund or otht•rwi~e, shall he paid. Dmwing~ 

· on that account ehall be by cheque under the signatures of tho Chairman nwl 
Secretary or the Chairman nnd another member of the Board. · 

Provided that nothing in this rule shall preclutle the Boar1l from plac·ing, at it~ 
discretion, sue~ portion of the receipts as it may think fit, on fixed depoRit with tlu 
Bank of Bengal or from investing in Trensury Bills for a period not exl~l'i!•ling 
9 months and the Board may empower the Chainnan ·and the folpcrdary jointly t11 
make such investments on its behalf. 

5. At the end of each calendar year the Secretary shall pr('paro a diilailt!d 
aceount of all monies received and expcJHlc<l or inVPMtPd by the Board during the 
year, and a balance sheet for the year. 

6. The accounts and balance sh~et of earh Jl'ar shall be snbmitwd to th•J 
' Board at a meeting to be held in the first fJllfll"tt•r of thtl yf'ar lll'Xt ('UHuing, on 
· euch date a,s the Chairm:rn shall appoint, and of whi1·h fourteen days' notice shall bt! 
·given to members of the Board. 

7. T11e n~eounts and balance sheet on being pusHed at the annual met•ting of tlw 
Board shall be published in the Gazette of India. 

8. 8uch other meetings of the Ro:ml ns may be IICCl'~Hary for th11 tr:tnHar· 
tion of busineMS shall be convl'ne<l by the Chairm:111 on stH'h tlatP~, an•l nt 1111f'lt 

· time!! and places as he may fix. Provitlerl tlmt not lt·H~ thnn fourte~n dnys' notit·e 
· 11hall be given to the mrmh('rs of nny mrPting eonvt•nNI for the purpo~e of amrnllin;~ 
· or adding to any of tht>se bye-laws or of making any grant in exrt•ss of R11. lO,fHltl 

under Rule 9 of tho Rules for the management of the Trust, or of vesting 11ny monit!.i 
under Rule 12 (3). 

9. Proxies may be used in the cnse of nny motion totwhing thr nmrn1lmPnt of 
. any of these bye-laws, or the grunt of any Rllm in t•Xti'~H of HH. lO,noo undt•r I:uln !) 

' of the Rules for the manageml•nt of tlw TrnMt, or thH Vl'sting of :ilt.V lltonil'~ undt•t· 
'Rule 12. Proxit>s may also be usell in the <·a:u• of nny oth1•r 111otiun wht·n thn 
Chairman in exercise of his disHt•tion, in giving notit·c to tlu• mPmlH.'I'~ of Mtll'h motion, 
11ta(es that proxies will be received at the ml'eting eonvl•nt•d to diseuH~ it. 
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BOYCOTT OF FOREIGN MADE CLOTH •. 

1370. *Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : 1. Will the Government be pleased· 
to state whether they 'issued any instructions. to the Local. Government' 
in or about 1921, regarding steps to be taken to counteract the move
ment for· the, boyeott o( foreign-made cloth in India 1 

If 110, will the Government be pleased to lay on the table a ~:opy, o{ 
11uch inHtructiona or communications f. And if not,, why not f , 

2. (a) Is it a fact a demi-official circular No. 1527-21-C., dated 
Runchi, the 3rd August 1921, was issued by the Government of. Bih,u· 
and Orissa to all the Divisional Commissioners of. the Prtvi•eq, hi 
whi1~h it i11 tstatcd that "'the Government of India, from the information· 
at their dil;poxal, do not conxider that the boycott (of· foreign-made 
cloth) will, in the long run meet with substantial su~ces'~t ; bq.v it' would 
be wrong to dil'!l'egur<l the risk that the movement may receive a eoRiiider., 
able measure of popular support, or the dangers which are likely. to .. re11U,lt 
from it " f 

(b} Will the Government be pleased to lay on the table 11 the infor· 
mation at their dispm;al " referred to above Y 

And if not, why not f 
The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : Instructions of a confi.

der.tial nat~re were issued regarding which I am not prepared to make 
any further statement. 

Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh: Are the Gov~rnment aware that the Bihar 
Government's D.-O. was published in the H Am rita Bazar Patrika " 
newspaper at the time Y It was also published in the " Searchlight " 
of the 26th August, 1921. I can supply a copy to the Honourable Mem-
ber if he lil<es. • 

The Honourable Sir ·Alexander MuddiD:J.an : The information was 
intended to be confidential, though apparently it was not so regarded. 

EMIGRATION DEPOT AT BEN ARES. 

1371. *Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh: (a) Are the Government aware that 
an emigration depot exi111ts in Bcnares, for rccrq.iting labourers f@r 
Mauritius f How long has it been in existence Y 

(b) Is there a rule published under Government Notific;t.tion No. 212, 
date1l the lOth March, 1923, to the effect that" Emigration Agents shall 
not operate in pilgrim centres during times of pilgrimage, .or. at places 
where festival::~ are in progress " 7 

(c) Are the Government aware that Benares is an important pilgrim 
centre, where religious festivals are constantly held 7 

(d) If the answer to (c) he in the affirmative, will the Government. 
litate why have they authorised the establishment of an emigration depot 
at snch a place f 

Mr. J. W. BhGre : (a) Yes :since August 1923. 
(b) Yes. 
(t) Y('s. 
(d) The drpot is used 'fl()r the accommodation of emigrants and it~ 

lq•11tion at Rrnnres is in no way inconsistent with the provisions of th~ 
rule rcfcrrl'd to by the Honourable Member which relates to recruitment 
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at pilgrim centres at certain periou~. The Government of India huvo 
n<J reason to think that this rule has been violated. 

VERNACULAR NooJ~CATION I>unwsHED BY TilE EMiuRATION Cv~Mt~::.liONEK, 
BEN ARES, 

1372. *Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh: (a) Are the• Government aware that 
n notification entitled •• Jazira Maurittus me k11shtkarma k6 zrJrural " wul'l 
published by the Emigration Conunissioner, llcnnres, last year f 

(b) And if so, has it received the approval of the Governor General 
in Council under n1le 17 (2) of the l•}mignt.tion Uuh's f Do tho Oov
ernnient h&ld themselves responsible fur the 11tatemenb contain~!d therein t 

Mr. J. W, Bhore: (a) Yes. 

(b) Yes. Government took every precaution to verify the state
ments made in the pamphlet und to the best ol their knowlcd~e tlwso 
are correct. · 

Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : Are not the Government aware that that 
pamphlet contains many misstatements of a serious nature 7 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : I have replied, Sir, that to the best of our know
h·dge those statements appear lo lle correct. 

Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : That knowledge i!i due to a misapprchen· 
sion. 

EMIGRATION AGENTS EMPLOYED DY TilE EMIGRATION D.EPOT A'r DENARES. 

1373. *Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh: (a) Will the Government be 
pleased to lay on the table a statement giving the nnmes of the Emi~t·a· 
tion A:;!ents employed by the emigration depot oi Bcnarcs, together with 
t.heir educational qualifications, their residence, antecedents, the area 
in which they are authorised to operate, their pay, and whether they 
acted as Emigration Agents in indenture labour days ; and alHo the 
number of emigrants they are required to recruit under their license 1 

. (b) Is it not a fact that under Rule 7 (2) the Emigration Agent.s 
" shall be paid a fixed salary which iihall not depend on tho number of 
tmigrants recruited by them , f 

(c) Are the Government aware that under rule 8 (3) "1.he number 
C>f persons whom an emigration agent is authorised to assist to emigrate, 
and the urea in which he is authorised to operate, ~hall be specified in 
every such licence,'' granted to him 7 

(d) Will the Government kindly state what steps, if any, are talwn 
l1y the Emigration Commissioner, if an Emigration Agent fails to enlist the 
prescribed number of emigrants 7 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : (a) The information will be collected and sup-
plied to the Honourable Member in due course. 

(b) and (c). Yes. 
(d) The Government of India have no information on the subjer.t. 

Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : With regard to (a) I want the information 
to be laid on the table of the House. 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : Very well, I will do so. 
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Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh: With regard to (b) and (c) will the Gov-
enment kiudly inquire and obtain the information asked for by m~, 
11nd if not, why not f 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : I will endeavour to obtain the information. 

lNHI'ECTlON HEMARKS OF VISITORS TO TilE E'MIGRATION DEPOT, BENARES. 

1374. •Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh: Will the Government be pleased t() 
lay on the table, copies of inspection remarks of visitors who inspected 
the Emigration Depot, Benares, under rule 20 of the Emigration Rules T 

NuMBER ol!' LABOURERS RECRUITED BY THE BENARES EMIGRATION DEPOT. 

1375. *Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh: Will the Government be pleased to 
lay on the table a statement showibg the number of labourers recruited 
~y the llenares Emigration Depot, as well as the number of married and 
unmarried female'! and males f · 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : The information will be collected and supplied to 
the Honourable 1\Iember. . · . 

Mr. Gaya. Prasad Singh : I want it laid on the table .. 

:Mr. J. W. Bhore : Very well, if the Honourable Member prefers it, 
I t~ball do so. 

EMIGRATION AcENTS IN MAURITIUS. 

1376. •Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : (a) lias the Governor General· in , 
Uo11ncil appointed any pen!onli to be agents in Mauritius under section 7 
of the I~migration Act (Act VII of 1922), for the pul'pose of i:lufL,guarding 
the interests of emigrants in Mauritius f 

(b) If so what are the names, pay, and antecedents of such ngents Y 
Mr. J. W. Bhore: The matter is under consideration. 
Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : Ilow long is that matter likely to remain 

UIJ«ler consideration, Sir f 
Mr. J, W. Bhore : I hope we shall be in a position to make a stat,J

ment at no very distant date. 
Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : That is only a paraphrase of the former 

anHwer ; I want a time stated. 
Mr. J. W. Bhore : I am afraid I cannot give the Honourable Member 

any specific time. 
IMPENDING LEOISLATION PREJUDICIALLY AFFECTING THE POLITICAL RIGHTS 

OF INDIANS IN MACRITIUS. 

13'17. *Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh: (a) Are the Government aware of 
any impending legislation in Mauritius, prejudicially affecting the political 
rights of Indians there f · 

(b) If the an.rrwer be in affirmative, what steps lvtve been tuli:en in the 
m11ttEr f 

Mr. J. W. Bhore_: The reply is in the negative. 
ALLEGED :MALPRACTICES OF LABOUR HECRUITERS. 

1378. *Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh: (a) Has the attention of the Gov
ernment been drawn to the " Servant " newspaper of the lOth April, 
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192-1, in whieh an account has appl•ared rr~ar1linA" the wuy iu whidt a 
number of poor people were hoaxed and brou~ht to Calcutta for hein~ 
sent to Mauritius under false pretext t 

(b) Are the 'statemen~ made therein substantially corrt'l't ; if 11n, 
whnt steps have been taken to bring the alleged olfllndet·s to hu·tl\, uuU to 
prevent a recurrence of such incidents f 

Mr. J. W. Bhore: (a) Yes. 
(b) The Government have mlHle inquirit•s ft·om the G•m·s·nnwut of 

Dcngal on the subject aml their report is awnitctl. 
Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : May I take it. that the Government will btl 

pleased -to lay that report before the Assembly after they have rmwive 1 

"' I 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : I shall be prepared to let the Honourable 1\tcrnlwr 
have a copy of the report if he so wtshes it-or rather the gist of tht'· 
report. 

ALLEGED 1\IALPRACTICES OF LABOUR RECRUITERS. 

1379. *Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh: (a) lias the attention of the Gov. 
e.rnwent been drawn to a communication headed '' Henare~ nurl r:t1ligru· 
tion," which appeared in the " Servant " newspaper, dated the 25th Octo· 
ber, 1923 7 

(b) Will the Government be pleased to make :1. ~tatcmcnt reg:mling 
tl1e ('Ccurrence mentioned in the said paper 7 

(c) Is it a fact that a Brahman boy named Chotay Lal wall enlisted 
as a recruit undel' false pretext, and wa:o~ kept in confinement u: . .win11t hi11 
will in October 1923 at Benares ; but he wM subsequently released ll.t the 
intervention of Dr. 1\:Ianilal, Bar·at~Law Y · 

(tl) Is it a fact that a complaint was lodged on behall of the boy 
thotay Lal at Chetgunj Police Station in Denares, but that no action 
waw taken by the Police in the matter 7 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : If the Honourable Member will be good enou~h to 
send me the cutting from the newspaper referred to by him I shall 
endeavour to obtain the information asked for. 

Mr. G'aya Prasad Singh: Is not the •• Servant" newspaper sub
scribed for by the Government of India 7 

:M'r, J: W. Bliore : The Tionourable Member is referring to a cuttin~ 
in a newspaper so long ago as last October, aml I regret to say I h11vc 
not been able to lay my hands upon that cutting-. 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru : Are there no copies kept in the Publicity 
Department Y What is this highly paid Department meant for 7 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : I cannot give the Honourable gentleman any reply 
to that question. 

Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : Will the Honourable Member make a 
reference and find out whether a file of the " Servant " newspaper is 
kept in the Publicity Department or not ? , 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : That question does not arise. 

Mr. Gaya. Prasad Singh·: It is for the Chairman to decide that ancl 
not for the Honourable Member. 
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Et:kOPEANs, !Nato-INDIANS AND IJJl)IANS .EMPLOYED ON. SALARIES OF 
Rs. 100 .um OVER ON CERTAIN RAILWAYs. · 

1380. •Mr. M. K. Acharya. : How .many Indians', Anglo-InJians and 
Europf'anH, relipectively, were employed during the year 1922-23 on a salary 
of 1~.1. 100 per month and more in the various departments of tl1e N .. W. R., 
K I. R., G. L P. U., M.S. M. R. and S. LR. f 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : The Government have published such infor
mation as they have in the appendix to the Budget Memorandum to 
which the Honourable .Member u. referred. 

ALLEGATIONS AGAINST TilE .An:MINISTRATION OF 'l'HE 0UDIT A..\'D ROHILKTIANJ) 
RAILWAY. 

1381. •Mr. M. K • .Acharya.: (a) lias the attention of the ·Railway 
n{Jar•J been drawn to the many serious allegations ·made against the ad- · 
Jrtinistration of the 0. and R. Railway, in the issues of th9 "Weekly 
l\J azdoor," eRpecially in those of the 26th March, 16th Apri~ 23rd .April, 
3llt h .April and 7th May f (b) What action does the Board propose to 
take to invt!stigate into the truth of those allegations f 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley: (a) and (b). Government have seen the 
papPrs referred to but do not know to which of the articles therein the 
IIonoUJ·able Member refer!!. If, however, hi!! inquiry is with r('lerence 
to the alleged fraud in the stores, the case is at present sub judice and 
Government cannot malte any statement in the matter. 

HrvAL UNIONs oN TilE Ouon AND RoHILKHAND :ri,AJLWAY. 

1382. *Mr. M. K. Acharya.: Is it true that Mr. Burton of the Loco. 
Ot•purtment of the 0. and It. Railway has been endeavpuring to start a 
Hailway Union of his own in rivalry to the older 0. and.· U. liailway 
l:.fnion already reeognilied by Government ! . 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : Government have no detailed. information 
on the 11ubject. They think it probable that . the Admi.n!:-;t.ratlon is 
attempting to establiNh District Committees with the object of ]lromoting 
a better understanding between the Administration and Staff and 
that tho Railway Union objects to what it thinks may form a rival 
Ol'!!lillisation. · 

~lle Government see no good reason why the Union ahould ohject. 
Mr. Chaman Lal : Is it a fact that the Railway Board have refused 

to rt'cf1~ise this Union 7 · 
Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: I understand the Agent of the Railway has 

wi•hdt·nwn his recognition from the Oudh and Rohilithand Raihray 
l'nicn. 

Mr. Chaman Lal: Will the Honourable Member goive hi~ reasons for 
ruch nt'tion 7 

1\lr. C. D. M. Hindley : I do not think that it is necessary for me to 
give reasons why the .Agent has done this, but I would like to take the 
opportnnity of informing the House that the Agent came to this deci
llion, J lwlieve, in view of the fact that the official nrg-an of the Union 
was rn(!lll!l'tl in a 11eries of very scurrilous and malicious attacks on some 
hf the oflieerK of the Hailway. 'l'he A~cnt was of opinion that this 
attitude of the Union and of the official organ of the Union wa.':l 
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sul:lnrsive of discipline f>n the railway and with the 11pprov11l of GovPrn· 
ment the Agent has withdrawn hi~ recognition from the lluion. 

Maulvi Muhammad Yakub: Sir, are the Oovl'rnment nwut·e that. a 
large number of the employee~ on the Oudh and HohillduuHl Rnilwny 
are prepared to go on strike on account of the Agent '~o~ net ion t~hout tho 
Union because he has withdrawn hi!! recognition of tho Union 'I 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I should not like to engn~e in any ~onu·b 
prophecy. 

Maulvi Muhammad Yakub: Han the Government of lntlia or tho 
Honourable Member reccivetl any telegram from the employee!! of the 
Oudh and Rohilkhand Railway on thi!! 1mbjcct Y 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I am not aware exact~ how many tdegramR 
we have received. I thinlt we have received some. 

Pandit Shamla.l Nehru : Does the Honourable Member expect a 
strike Y 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : That is a matter of opinion. 
Pandit Shamlal Nehru : What is the Honourable 1\lcmbcr'n opinion 1 

ALLEOED Ji,RAtJDS IN THE Goons AND S·roREs DEPARTMENTs Ol<' :mE Ounrr 
AND ROIIILKIIAND RAII,WAY. 

1383. •Mr. M. K. Acha.rya : Is it a fact that in the Oootl!, nnd Storm1 
Departments of the 0. and H. Railway, a great deal of fraud and misappro
priation causing ~rent wrongful loss to the Railway Compnr.y ha.; been 
practised systematically for n long time 7 What steps does th•l l:ailway 
Board propose to take to investigate the extent and causes of such abmws 
and prevent their recu:rrcncl:! in future Y · 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: 'fhe Honourable Member is ·rcrerred to the 
reply just given to his question regarding allegation!! made against the 
administration of the Oudh and Rohilkhand Railway. 

INTRODUCTION OF THE WATCH AND WARD STAP'.F ON RAII.WAY8. 

1384. *Mr. M. K. Acharya: On how many Railways baR the Watch 
and Ward Department been introduced ~ What are the resnltR of th~ 
workiilg of this Department on the B. B. and C. 1., the G. I. P., and the 
0. :md R. Railway Companieli ? What are the salaries of the Supcrin· 
tend~?nts and Inspectors employed in thi~ Department on tht•se Railway~ 7 
.Are there any differences in the salaries pa.id to these officers by the 
dHferent Companies Y If so, what is the reason for such difference T 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: The reor~anisation of the Wat·~h :md Ward 
Staff on the lines recommended by the Railway Police Committee, 1921, 
has now been taken in hand on the following six Railways : 

Bengal N agpur, 
Bombay, Baroda and Central India, 

Eastern Bengal, 
East Indian, 

Great Indian Peninsula, and 
Oudh and Rohilkhand. 
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The finst 11tep in each case has been to appoint a Superintendent-to carry 
out the uorgani.Bation. Other Railways have the matter under consider&· 
tion, the Watch and Ward Staff for the present being l:tn•ler 1'raffic 
Officen. It is too early to judge of the precise effect of this change but 
it ia noteworthy that the expenditure on claims on the Railways men
tioned-which were the first to re-organise-has decreased, ~amely : 

1921-22. 1922·23. 

Rs. Rs. 
Bombay, Baroda and Central India 22,68,575 

Railway. 
Great Indian Peninaula Railway 28,10,872 19,681436 

The reorganisation on the Oudh and Rohilkhand Railwa:y has been 
only recently introduced and it is still too early to judge of the results. 

The salaries of the Superintendents and Inspectors employed are 
as follow's : · · 

SuperintAlndcnt 

B. B. & C. L Ry. G. I. P. Ry. 
Rs. Rs. 

1,450 
700·1,000 

1,550 

0. &R. Ry. 
Rs. 

60()-....li0--1,000 
Deputy SupcriotAlndcnt 
Ins pectora 150-250 Information not Ch. Inspector 250..10-350 

available. 
Inspector 150-8-200 

These rates were fixed with due regard to the importance of the 
charges. 

· UNIFORMS FOR THE TRAFFI~ STAFF OF TIIE 0UDH AND RomLK~ RAIL• 

WAY. 

1385, •Mr. M. K. Acharya : Is it a fact that the 0. and R. · Uailway, . 
while maintaining its own Stores Staff, yet indent its uniform for· the 
Traffie Staff through the Stores Department of the N. W. Railway, and 
ray 7 per cent. commi~on to the latter Railway Company t 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : As the Oudh and Rohilkhand Railway have 
no clothing factory of their own, they obtain uniforms for their staff 
from the North-Western Railway clothing factory and pay a charge of 
7 per cent. on· the cost to cover freight and miscellaneous charges, in 
accordance with Rule 16 of the State Railway Open Line Code, 
Volume III. 

INDIANS IN SUPERIOR APPOINTMENTS ON RAIT.W.\YS. 

1388, *Mr. M. K. Acharya. : (a) With reference to the statements con
tained in paragraph 55 of Chapter X of the Railway Administration Re
port for 1922-23 regarding the appointment of Indians in•the higher grades 
of Railway sen·ice, will the Government be pleased to state the number 
of Jndians that h~tve been appointed as Officers in the various Hailway 
administrations during the period between 1921-1924 in : 

( i) the Engineering and Stores departments, 
( ii) the Traffic department, 
(iii) and the Audit department. 

(b) And how many of ~>uch Indian Officers are (1) :llindu, (2) 
:Mahomedans, (3) Indian Chril;tians, (4) Anglo-Indians Y 
u~ a 
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, Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) and (b). So far a!l State Uailwnys are 
concerned the number of appointments made in the Engineering-, Stores 
and Traffic Departments during the period 1921-2..& were as follows : 

(1) Engineering Department 

(2) Stores Department 

Hindus. 

25 
1 

Muhdn Indian Anglo· 
11

' Christiane. Indians. 
2 12 

(3) Traffic Department 4 3 8 

No similar information for Companies' lines is available. 
The :figures for the Audit Department of State Railways can not be 

given, as the Department is staffed from the Audit and .Accouuti'l 
Service of Government of India. It may, however, be mentioned that all 
appointments to the service' in the years quoted were Indians. 

TRAINING OF INDIANS FOR SUPERIOR AND SUBORDINATE Arl'OlNTMEN'I'$ tl.-; 
RAILWAYS. 

138;. •Mr. M. R:. Acha.rya. : With reference to paraA'l'llph M of 
('napter X of the Hailway Administration Report for 1922-2:1, will the 
Govrrnment be ple:ased to state what action has been t1tken by the l~nilway 
BonrLI on the Report submitted by Mr. II. L. Cole in 1922 on the que~tio:~ 
of training Indians both for superior and subordinate grad.;!:! of all de
ltartments of Railway Administration 1 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I would refer the Honourable Member to the 
:first portion of the reply given to Diwan llahadur M. Ramachandra 
Rao's Question No. 1197 on the 4th instant. 

REPORT OF THE INDIAN ·DAR CoMMITTEE. 

1388. *Mr. M. K. Acharya : Will the Government be pleased to state 
what action they propose to take on the report of the Indian Bar Com· 
mittee and when they propose to take the same. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : The Honourable Member 
is referred to the answers already given to .Mr. Bhabendra Chandra .R0y '~'~ 
unstarred Questi()n No. 239 on the 27th 1\fay, 1924, and to Khan Bahadur 
Sarfaraz llussain Khan's Question No. 1267 on the 5th June, 1924. 

... 
CHARGE OF CANTONMENT HosPITALS 

1389. *Mr. Ismail Khan : (a) Is it not a fact that a certain numl>er of 
appointments of 1\Iedical Officers to hold charge of Cantonment Hospitals 
is reserved for each of the two branches of the .Medical Service, namely, the 
I. M. S. and the R. A. M. C. f 

(b) In case a properly qualified officer (i.e., one who has passed an 
examination in· Urdu) is not available for a post reserved for one of the'!e 
two branches, how is the vacancy filled up-whether by appointing a non· 
qualified officer of that particular branch, or by appointing a qualifi~d 
office1~ from the other branch ? 

Mr. H. R. Pate : (a) The charge of cantonment hospitals in each 
district is distributed equally between the two services mentioned. 

(b) If a qualified officer of the appropriate service is not available. 
an unqualified officer of that service may be appointed, subject tQ hill. 
passing the language test within a pedod of 6 months.. · 
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Lieut.-Ool. H. A. J. Gidney : Will the Honourable Member 
be so good as to make further inquiries f From the information I have 
received I understand that a greater proportion of the appointments are 
held ...... 

Pandit Sha.mlal Nehru: Is that seeking information or giving it ! 
Mr. Chairman : I have been waiting to find out whether the 

llonourable :Member is putting any question. 
Lieut.-Col. H. A. J. Gidney : I should have put ~e question if the 

flonourable .Member did not needlesdy interrupt me. I want to know 
whether the Honourable Member will be so kind as to make further 
inquiries as to whether the answer he has just now given .is the state of 
affairs as it exists to-day. 

Mr. H. R. Pate : If the Honourable Member is able to give me any 
example to suggest that my answer is in any way incorrect, I shall make 
inquiries. • 

TREATMENT OF PLAGUE PuiENTS IN CANTONMENTS. 

1390. *Haji Wajihuddin: (a) Will the Government be pleased to 
atate wh1!ther the Gtwernment have issued any instructions that section 20~; 
Cantonm('nt Code, should be applied to residents of Cantonments who 
were attacked by chronic plee,tue and who were being treated in their own 
houses and were Jlhyt-iNilly unable to comply with the medical officers' 
orders issued under section 208 to. attend the Cantonment Hospital anf~ 
live in a segregation camp there t 

(l1) Is it a fact that certain persons who are old residents of Meerut 
Cantonment and were unfortunate enough to fall ill of plague have on 
reco'lt>ry been forbidden to re-enter all the Cantonments in British India as 
well as the municipal area of Meerut including certain adjoining villages, 
and if so, please state reasons and whether the Government propose to 
remove the restriction without delay f · · 

Mr. H. R. Pate: (a) and (b). The answer to both parts of the ques
tu,n is in the negative. 

EIJMINATION OF HINDUSTANI MrF:SALMANS FROM INDIAN INFANTRY 
REGIMENTS. 

1391. *Haji Wajihuddin : (1) Are the Government aware that the 
r":<<ent orders dhuinatmg Hindustani Musalmans from Indian Infantry 
hare caused great discor1tentment among them f (2) Are Government 
prcp:lred to consider the quelltion of cancelling the orders f 

(3) Is it a fact that during the last 12 months Army orders have 
prevented the enrolment of Hindustani Mussalmans of the United Provin5!es 
in certain rt>giments of the Indian Army and that in no eireamstancel) ara 
mustering out concessions admissible to IIindustani Mussalmans on being 
discharged and that preference is bei11g given to Kumaonees and if so, will 
Oovernmrnt please state : 

(a) reasons for this change, 
(b) population of Hindustani 1\Iussalmans in U. P. , 
(c) population of Kumaonees other than Kumaonee Brahmins, 
(d) whether any representations have been made by Hindustani 

:Mu~-.alrmm.; aJid with what result, 
(e) whether the· Officer Commanding 10-19th llyderabad Regiment 

e:-;pres..,rtl any opinion about the Ilindustani Muslim officer~ 
and men of his regiment and if so, whether Government will 
lay a copy of same on the table. 
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Mr. H. R. Pate: (1) Gowmment are aware that a certain amount 
of discontent has resulted from the ortlers referred to by the IIonourable 
Member. 

(2) GovernmPnt are not prepared to recowo~idL•r thht decision, which 
was arrived at after very careful ronsitlrration, 

(3) Yes. Mustering-out concrssions have not been sanctioned, since 
it is the intention not that t.he Hindustani 1\Iussalmaus 11hould be mmrtered 
out compulsorily, but that they khonld be allowed to serYe on for pension, 
if they so desire. 'fhis i:>~ the procedure tJ111t has been followed in all 
other recent changes of class composition. · 

(a) The course was conl'lidered necessary in 'the interests of the 
service. 

(b) For recrniting purposes all 1\tussalmans of the U. P. are classed 
as • Hindustani MuRsalmnns ', and according to the figures of the census 
report for 1921,· the total numbe,r of Muhammadans in the U. P. is 

' 6, 724,967. 
. (c) According to the same census report, the figure for Kumaonese, 
other than Brahmin Kumaonese, is 1,005,193. 

(d) Yes. The appeals received due consideration, but were rejected 
for the reason already given. 

(e) A report on the subject was received from the Officer Command
ing, 10j19th Hyderabad Regiment, but Government are not prepared to 
lay· the report on the table. 

PLATFORM TICKETS. 

1392. •Haji Wajihuddin : Will the Government be pleased to "tate on 
what principle 11ertain railways on certain stations charge platrorm fees 
and why on varying scales from three pies to two annas and whethel' Lht 
Government propose to have the fee remitted and free admission allowed 
as in certain stations on :L~. I. R. 7 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Platform fees are usually levied at stations 
where it is considered that the unrestricted admission of the public to 
platforms would cause inconvenience and perhaps be dangerous both to the 
passengers and the railway staff. The amount of the fee and the stations 
at which it is levied are determined by the Railway Administrations with 
due regard to local conditions. 

In the circumstances Government do not propose to take any action. 
Mr. K. G. Lohokare : Are the fees justified by any rule or law under 

the Railway Act 1 · 
Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : Yes, Sir. I am sorry I am not able to quote 

tbe· rule or law. 

OPENING OF THE PORT OF CALCUTTA TO PILGRIM 'l'R.<\FFIC, 

. 1393. *Haji Wajihuddin: ·(a) Are the Government aware that during 
April and May 1924 there was a rush of outgoing Herljaz pilgrims nt 
Hombay, all the :\Iusafirldamas were packed with pilgrims waiting for 
pilgrim ships and the majority of them were residents of Bengal Province. 

(b) Are the Government prepared to consider urgently the queR
tion of opening the port of Calcutta to remove the inconvenience and 
the extra expense caused in sailing from Bombay regarding which the 
Legislative Assembly passed a Resolution some 3 years ago Y 

Mr. J. W. Bhore ': (a) No complaints have so far been received by 
the Government of Inflia as to the rush of outgoing Iledjaz pil~"rims 
t\ l3ombay during April a.nd 1\lay 1924. "' 
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(b) The question of opening the port of Calcutta to pilgrim traffic is 
nnder consideration. 

MoNTHLY STIPEND or SULTAN :M!BIAM BEGUM. 

1394. *Maulvi Muhammad Yakub: (a) Will the Government be 
plelll!ed to state if nnder a treaty between His Majesty the late Ghazi
Uddin Hyder Shah, the first King of Oud.h and the British Government, 
dated the 17th August, 1825 (to be found in Aitchison's Treaties IV, 
Edition 1909, Volume I, Part- II), among other stipendiaries was not 
Sultan Mariam Begum, wife of the said King entitled to a monthly 
stipend of Rs. 2,500 out of which she was entitled to will away one-third 
and the remaining two-thirds was to go to Karbala Moallah. f . 

(b) Is this amount of two-thirds of Rs. 2,500 being paid or was it 
ever paid to the High Priests and Mujawars of the Karbala, if not, ho\V 
and nnder what authority is this money being spent f · 

(c) Was this money ever refused by the High Priests of Karbala t 
(d) If the money is not spent at Karbala why was it not• allotted to 

the legal heirs of the- said lady Sultan Mariam Begum f 
(e) llas the attention of the Government been drawn to Article 4 of 

the s11id Treaty and what effect was, and is being given to it by the Gov
ernment r 

Mr. Denys Bray: (a) Yes. 
( b} The amount is being and has been paid, half at Najaf Ashraf and 

half at Karbala Moallah, for the purpose of which it was originally in
tended. 

(c) In the ti&e at my disposal I have been unable to verify whether 
the money has ever been refused, but if it ever has been refused, it must 
have heeD. temporary refusal only, for it is being and has· been paid 
regularly. 

(d) Does not hrise. 
(e) The Government of India are aware of the provisions of Article 

IV, and, so far as I have been able to ascertain, no representation has ·ever 
been received by them from the stipendiaries complaining that effect has 
not been given to those provisions. 

RESERVED SALOONS FOR 0FFICi.A.L6. 

139). *Maul vi Muhammad Yakub : Will the Government be plliased to · 
litate : 

(a) the number of reserved saloons, 
(b) the designation of the officers entitled to reserved saloo~ and 
(c) the sums of money spent yearly in mounting and overhauling 

these saloons on the Oud.h and Rohilkhand ·Railway f ! 
Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) and (b). The number .of reserved:saloons 

uRed by Railway officers of the Oudh and Rohilkh~nd Railway is 23, and a 
list of the officers, to whom these saloons are allotted, is laid on the table. 
In addtion to these there are 19 small reserved carriages allotted for the 
use of junior ()fficers imd inspectors, which cannot be described as saloons, 
but ha\·e been converted for the use of tMse junior officers and upper sub· 
ordinates ftom old coaching soock. 

(c) The average annual cost during the last two years of maintenance 
anJ repairs to these saloons aud reserved carriages was just under Rs. 16,000 
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which i~ approximatt'ly t•qtwllo tht• nnnnnl co~t of maintaining a siruilar 
number of wagons. 

List of Resen•ed rarriage.~ on tile Oudh a111l Ruhilklwnd Uailtl'cly. 

Bogie 
No. or To whom allotted. R.lllMARRS, 

four-wheeled. 

1 Bogie .. .. Agent, Oudh and Rohilkhand P..ailway. 

2 Do. . . .. Chief Engineer. 

3 Do. .. .. Locomotive Superintendent. 

4 Do. .. .. Traffic Manager. 

5 4-wheeler .. District Locomotive Superintendent, Fyza. 
bad, 

6 Do. .. (1) Chief .Auditor, (2) Controller of StoreR, 
and (3) Principal Medical Officer. 

,7 Do. .. District Traffic Superintendt'llt, 'Bareilly. 

8 Do. .. Executive Engineer, Fyzahad. 

9 Do. .. District. Locomotive Superintendent, Mora· 
dabad. 

10 Do. .. District Locomotive Superintendent, Luck· -
now. 

11 Bogie .. .. Senior Government Inspector ofJRailways. 

12 4-wheeler .. District Traffic Superintendent, .Lucknow. 

13 no.:~fi; ... Inspection Car. 

14 Do. .. Executive Engineer, Shahjahanpur. 

17 Do. .. Superintendent, Government Railway 
Police, Lucknow. 

18 Do. .. Executive Engineer, M!>radabd. 

29 Do. .. District Traffic Superintendent, Fyzabad. · . 
30 Do. .. District Tiaffic Superintendent, Moradabad. 

31 Do. .. Executive Engineer, Lucknow . 

34 Do. .. Signal Engineer, Lucknow • 

36 Do. .. Travt>lliagXAuditor of.,Accounts. 

44 Do. .. Spare • 

45 Do. .. District Traffic Superintendent, Head Office. 
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Mr. T. 0. Goswami : Is the lit>t of officers entitled to saloons so very. 
large f 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : I have ~;aid, Sir, that the number of saloons 
1J 23. 

Mr. T. 0. Goswami : But the list of officers that you have laid on the 
table, is that very large f 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : I do not w1derstand what the Honourable 
~!ember means by very large. The figure is 23. 

Mr. T. 0. Goswami: Thank you. 

DEPUTY DIRECTOR OF ESTABLISIIMENT, RAILW.\.YS. 

1396. *Maulvi Muhammad Yakub: (a) Has an appointment been 
made in the new post of the Deputy Director for Establishment of Rail
wnys f 

. (b) What are the duties and the pay of this officer and what special 
qualifications are needed to perform the duties of the office ! · 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) Yes. 
(b) The Deputy Director of Establishment deals with proposals 

relating to the staff of the State and Company worked Railways which 
require the sanction of the Railway Board. The incumbent of the post 
draws his departmental pay plus the usual Rs. 250 allowance. The 
"pecial qualifications needed arll experience and an intimate knowledge 
of Railway rules and regulations. 

CASE OF SUBR,ATI. 

1397. *Maulvi Muhammad Yakub: (a) Has the attention of Govern
rueut been drawn to the case of one Subrati reported in the Weekly 
:Mazdoor No. 1, No. 11, page 3, Column 2 T 

(b) Are the facts given in the report true ? If so, what action ll.as 
the Government taken against Mr. Beck who snatched the certificate of 
Subr'lti f 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : The Government have not seen the report 
r<'fctred to and propose to leave it to the Agent to take such action if 
any 8il he deems 5t. 

Maulvi Muhammad Yakub: Will the Government be pleased to see 
that article and inquire into the matter f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : No, Sir, I think it is not a matter for Gov
ernment to inquire into. The Agent is fully competent to deal with it. 

Maulvi Muhammad Yakub : Will the Government be pleased to 
communicate this question to the Agent Y 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : A copy of the question and my answer, Sir, 
will be communicated to the Agent. 

AJ.LEOED AssAULT BY MR. TucKER UPON AN INmAN CLERK. 

1398. *Maulvi Muhammad Yakub: Are the facts reported in tbe 
Weekly Mazdoor No. 1, No. 12, page 1 about the assault upon an Indian 
Clerlt hy one Mr. Tucker correct 1 If so, what action was taken against 
tiw assailant t . 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : Govermnent have not received a copy of tht 
paper referred to by the Honourable Member. ..1. 
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Maulvi Muhammad Yakub : Will the Oovt•rnment be I>h•nseJ to 
get a copy of the pnper and look into it f 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : If the paper is sent to the Ooven1ment, we 
will look into the matter. 

Ma.ulvi Muhammad Yakub : May I send the ·paper to the Ilonoura.blo 
Member Y 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : The Honourable Member is perfectly at 
liberty to send it h me, Sir, my office is open. 

INDIANS IN SUPERIOR APPOINTMENTS ON TllE RAILWAYS. 

1399. *Maulvi Muhammad Yakub: (a) What is the total number of 
e:1icers of superior grade on the Indian Railways and how many of thPJll 
art> Indians t 

(b) What is the total amount of salaries paid to the EuropeamJ, .A.nglo-
Indinns and Indians respectively t . 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : (a) and (b).' Details will be found in the 
Railway Board's Classified List of establishment the latest copy of which 
is available in the Members' Library. 

RETRENCHMENTS ON T.DE INDIAN RAILWAYS. 

1400. li'Ma.ulvi Muhammad Yakub : How many employees of the 
Indian Railways were removed from service during the last year, on account 
ef retrenchment, and h<>w many of them were Indians 7 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : All available information on the Hubject 
is embodied in Annexures A and B of the Explanatory Memorandum of 
the Railway Budget for 1924-25, a copy of which was supplied to all 
Members -~f the Assembly. 

ABOLITION OF RACIAL DISCRIMINATION ON STATE RAILWAYS. 

1401. •Maulvi Muhammad Yakub: Are there any racial di~crimina· 
tions as regards the pay, allowances, free passes, accommodation and ecluca
ti()nal grants contained in Note 2 to paragraph 330 of the State RailwHy 
open line, Col. No. II, if so, do the Government propo~e to abolish all such 
hlstructions 7 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley ~ I would refer the Honourable :Member to 
the reply given on the 6th June, 1924, to a similar question, No. 1308, 
asked by Mr. N. M. Joshi. 

INDIAN C'IIARGEMEN AND FOREMEN ON TilE 0UD11 ANTl HOliiLKIIA~[t 
RAILWAY. 

1402. •Maulvi Muhammad Yakub : Is it a fact that there is not a 
single' Indian chargeman or foreman on the Oudh and Rohilkhan'l 
Railway Y 

(b) \Vas any Inditn f.Yer tried in the post or was any effort made 
to employ an Indian T 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley: (a) It is a fact that there is at present no 
Indian Foreman on the Oudh and Rohilkhand Railway but it is not a 
fact that there is no Indian Chargeman. As regards Chargemen the 
Honourable :Member's attention is invited to the reply given to a similar 
question asked by Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyar this session. 

(b) No. Such appointments are obviously dependent on there 
being Indians available with the requisite qualifications. 

I 
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CLEARAN('£ oF MATERIALS BELONGING TO THE OuDH AND RoHU,KHANJ) RAIL
WAY, SOLD BY AtrrrtoN To CoNTRACTORs. 

1403. •Maulvi Muhammad Yaqub: Is it a fact that materials pur
cha~~Cd in auction Ly Contractors were allowed to re:nain in the 
11toreK yard of the Oudh and Rohilkhand Railway, Lucknow, for months 
a.ud were dc!ipatched piecemeal f · 

Mr. a. D. M. Hindley· Government have ascertained that there has 
ken some drlay in effecting clearance of materials which have been sold 
by auction owing to lack of fmpply of wagons and labour difficulties. The 
matter i11 under e}:amination by the Agent. 

DuAL APl'OINTMENTs oN THE Ouon AND RoniLKHAND RAILWAY. 

1404. tMaulvi Muhammad Yakub : Is it a fact that one of the Oudh. · 
awl Uohilkhand Railway Officers was allowed to. hold a dual appointm<"ut 
att Goods lm;peetor, Lucknow, and ~fl .A. T. S. Cla1ms t 

Mr. a. D. M. Hindley : Yes, some ten years ago, a Goods Inspector 
officiated for a time as an Assistant Traffic Superintendent in addition 
to his 0\\11 duties. 

DECREASE IN TilE OUTPUT OF YARN AND WoVEN GooDS MANUFAcTURED BY 
INDIAN MILLS. . 

1405. *Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan: (a) Is it a fact that 
the total quantity of yarn spun in Indian Mills during Febr~ary 1924 
lllllottnh•tl to ~fl 1nillion l~s. and that of woven goods to 24 million lbs., 
11'1 l'll!npnred with 54 million, and 32 million lbs. respectively in the eorreii-
pomling mc1nth of the previous year ? · 

(b) If rso, will the Government please state the cause of the decrease ! 
The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra.: (a) Yes. · · 

(b) The decrease have occurred solely in the Bombay mills and 
presumably were due to the strike which occurred there in February. 

DECREASE IN TilE EXPORT OF INDIAN YARN. 

1!06. *Khan Bahadnr Sarfaraz Hussain Khan:. (a) Is it a fact that 
the exports of Indian yarn by sea from British India to foreign countries 
during the 11 months, April 1923 to February 1924, were 37 million 
lLs. as compared with 53 million, and 74 million lbs., in the correspond
ing periods of 1922-23 and 1921-22 respectively Y • 

(b) If so, will the Government please state the cause of the decrease f 
The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : .(a} Yes. 

(b) The decrease is entirely due to reduced exports of Indian yarn 
to China where in recent years there has been a large increase in: the 
numh"r and output of local spinning mills. The attention of the Honour
al,le 1\l!'mbcr is drawn to page 16 of the Review of Trade for 1921-22 
whPre the position was examined. 

DEcREASE IN TIIE ExcrsE DuTY REALISED ON WovEN Goons. 

1107. *Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : (a) Is it a fact that 
the excii!C duty realised on woven good'! in ~,ebruary 1924 amounted to 
about 10 lakhs and in the 11 months, April 1923 to February 1924, 

• Hs. fi,41llakhs, 8!'1 compared with Rs. 19 lakhs, and l81lakhs respectively, 
in the corr(•~>ponding period!~ of 1922-23 f 
u~ » 
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(b) If so, will the Government please ~:~tate the cause of the decrease Y 
The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett: (a) Yes, exct>pt that the excise 

duty realised on woven goods in the 11 rnonths Apl'il l!J:.l3 to ~,ebruary 
1924 amounting to about Rs. 1,50 lakhs antl not Us. 5,411 lukhs m1 stated 
by the Ilonourable Member. 

(b) The probable cause of the decrease was the labour Htrikes that 
occurred in the Bombay 1\lills in January and. February last. 

RE·ORJANISATJON or THE RoYAL INDIAN MARINE. 

1408. *Khan Bahadur Sarfara:z Hussain Khan : Will the Government 
be pleased to state whether it is a fact that they are considering a Hclwme 
for th~ reorg:&nisation of 1he Hoyal Indian Marine on a corubatar.t 
basis Y 

Mr. H. R. Pate : The answer is in the affirmative. 
Mr. K. G. Lohokare : Is there any provision expected to be made t'or 

Indians in the superior service of the R.oyal Indian .Marine T 

Mr. H. R. Pate : That matter, Hir, is under consideration. 

MANUFACTURE or StTLPtJil, SuLPIWRIC AciD, ETc., IN INDIA. 

1409. *Kha.n Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : Will the Government 
be pleased to state : 

(a} If it is a fact that the whole of the Sulphur used in India is 
imported from abroad 7 

(b) The average consumption of Sulphur in India 1 
(c) The annual average quantity of Sulphuric acid manufac

tured in India 7 
(d) The annual average quantity of Sulphate of Amnwnia pro· 

duced in India Y 

(e~ The annual average quantity of Sulphate of Ammonia exported 
from India 7 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra.: {a) and (b). The 
att~ntion of the Honourable Member is invited to paragraphs 4, 9 and 
10 of the Report of the Indian Tariff Board regarding the removal of 
the import duty on sulphur. 

(c) and (d). No information is available. 
(e) The Honourable Member is referred to the statistics of the 

Sea-borne Trade of British India. 

ExCLUSION OF SADAR n,\Z.AARS FROM CANTONMENT Anus. 
1410. •Haji S. A. K. Jeelani: (a) Will the Ooverllmcnt be pleased to 

state whether it is fact that a question has been under the conHideration 
of the Government to exclude Sadar bazaar!! from Cantonment areas 1 

(b) If so, wm the Government be J>leased to nnme the Cantonments 
in res!1ect of wlileh that decision is to apply, aml when 9 

Mr. H. R. Pate : (a) Yes. A communique was issued on the subject, 
a copy of which is laid on the table. 

(b) No decision has yet been rea:::hed in respect of t11e Sa<lar 
Bazaar of any of the 4 cantonme~ts mentioned in the communique .. 
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The Government of India have for some time past been considering the question of 
llllparating the large Sadar Bazaars from the Cantonment areas in eases where these 

. bazaal'll hue outgron military requirements, anJ where their exclusion from the rest 
of the Cantonment area ia geographically and administrntively feasible. Aiter con· 
aultation with tho Local Governmt>nts coneerned, 1t baa been provisionally decided to 
nelude the Sadar Bazaars from the Cantonments of St. Thomas's Mount, Kamptee, . 
Amhalla, and Mandalay. Detailed proposals for the excision and separate constitution 
of the Sadar Bazaar ama will be drawn up by Committees consisting of representa· 
tivN of the Government of India and the Local Government concerned. The Committee 

. droling with Kamptee ia already at work. The .St. Thomas 'a Mount Committee will 
~H~~Cmhle on the '/th January, the Amballa Committee on the 15th January, and the 
~Mandalay Committee will probably meet in February or March 1924. The reports of 
the Committee are to be submitted by the Local Governments for the orders of the 
Government of India. · · 

' ADMINISTRATION OJ!' CANTONMENTS UNDER THE NEW CANTONMENT AcT. . . . 
1411. •Haji S. A. E • .Jeelani: (a) With refera:t.ce to the administration 

of cantonments under the 11ew Act, will the Government be pleaiiDil t.o 
!jtute how many Cantonments are placed under the· allministration of a 
HMrd ar.d how mnny under the Officer Commanding t 

(~) Will the Government be pleased to state on wbat principle they 
have divided Cantonments into two brpad divisions, one to be administered 

·hy a Boatd and the other by the Officer Commanding, rnd to state when 
thae Boards are to be formed f 

Mr. B. R. Pate: (a) 51 cantonments are to be placed under the 
administration of Boards and 43 under Officers Commanding Cantonments~ 
The attention of the Honourable Mt>n1ber is invited to the reply given by 
me on the 5th June to part (a) of Mr. Hussanally's Question No. 1289. 

(b) The total civil population and the financial resources of the. Can· 
tonments were the two main factors which influenced Government 'in deter
mining the constitution of Cantonments. 

The Board!~ are being ~ormed by Local Governments, who have been 
requested to take steps to ensure that no avoidable delay occurs in 
elitablisbing them. 

SALE OJ' SunPLns STOCKS or WmsKY BY THE SUPPLY .AND 'fRANSPORT 
DEPARTMENT, LAHORE, 

1412, Mr. B. G. Cocke : (a) Are Government aware that the S. ·and 'r., 
r.lllbort' are sellin~ to the pnvate consumer large quantities of whiskies f 
(b) 1M it 11 fact that this "'bisky was originally obtained by them fl'<!e 
!If eustomR (lnty, Jtnd tbat ~>ur.h sale amounts to depriving GovernmPnt of 
revenue and detrimentally affects those who pay licenses to Government 
for the privilrge of &cUing- vdnes and spirits t 

Mr. H. R. Pate: (a) Yes. 
(b) The whisky ~eferred to by the Honourable Member consists 

()r snrph1s Go\'t'rnment stocks, represented by : 

(i) purcha&es made in India on which full duty has alread1 beeu 
paid; and 
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( ii) stoc:ks obtained from the Director-General of Stores, London, 
on which no duty was paid. The bottles of thi11 latter class 
bear distinctive Governmt>nt laht•l!!. 

Government have sanctioned the purchase by the military authority 
at Lahore of a license, the coHt of which will be passed on to the consumer. 
The whisky, I may ~uld, is being !!old at n higher ratt~ than that whil•h 
the local trade were prepared to. pay. The !!ales were ordered with the 
object of obviating the total los!! which would otherwise have resulted 
from deterioration, breakages, and so on. 

PAYMENT OF EXCISE OR LICENSE FEES BY TilE ARMY CANTEEN BoARD. 

1413. Mr. H. 0. Cocke : (a) Are excise fees leviable on the sale of 
alcoholic liquor in the North-West Frontier Province and other 
territories under the direct control of tliC Government of India, or is the 
sale of such liquor only permitted on payment of an annual license fco 7 

(b) H the i.tllswer to (a) is in the affinm'.l.ive, arr excise or liccns.J 
fees paid to Go,·el'iJment in respect of the operations of the Anny Canteen 
'Board' 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett: The information desired is not 
available. ·As soon as obtained it will be communicated to the llonour· 
able Member. 

ANNUAL PROFIT oR Loss or THE AuMY CANTEEN DoAno. 

1414. Mr. H. G. Cocke : Will Government be .pleased to state the profit 
or 1oc;s made amnnll11y by the Anny Canteen Bc.r.rd sinc·c its inception in 
India and state whether the~e figures are arrived at after debitin~ the 
Canteen Board with the salaries or wages of al'. cmployNl by the Tioard, 
whether soldiers or civilians, with rent of building.'i ueeuJ'ied by the Board, 
:md with cost of transit Y 

Mr. H. R. Pate : The audited fi~ures. for the Army Uantecn lloard 
(India) since its inception are as follows·: 

10 months up to the 31st July, 1D22 : 
Rs. A. P. 

Los~ 2,10,129 13 0 
12 months endPd 31st July, 1D2:J : 

Loss . . 1,67,609 11 11 
The estimated figure for the 8 months endt:d the 31st March, 1924, 

are-Profit Rs. 15,796-15-1. 
The reply to the latter part of the question is in the affirmative. 
Pandit Shamlal Nehru : May I !mow, Sir, if it is a fact that a large 

loan has been taken by the Canteen Board from the Imperial Bank of 
India on the surety of the Government of India 7 

I also sho11ld like to know if there are any Indians employed as 
managers or district superintendents in the Canteen Doard ? 

Mr. H. R. Pate: 'rhere apprar to be two <JHPstionf!. 'l'he answer to 
the first is in the affirmative. The answer to the second, I am afraid, I 
eannot give. 

Pandit ShaJn!a.l Nehru : l\111y I inquire why, l-:ir·. 

Mr. Chairman : So. far as the second pa1·t of the question is concerned, 
it hardly arises out of the original question and answer. 
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nESTniCTJONS ON TIIE OPERATIONS OF THE ABMY CANTEEN BoAno. 
ltlj, Mr. H. G. Cock: (a) Is the Army Canteen Board allowed to 

atttpply any one who is not in Military employ 7 
(b) And ure its operations confined to the Frontier districts !_ 
(c) Jf the rmswer to (a} is ill the affirmativ..,, what ~>teps do the Board 

t:.ke to see that lhe restriction is effective Y 

. Mr. H. R. Pate: (a) Yes ; only families and servants of officers and' 
troops. 

(b) No. 
(c) Undl'r the rules for the conduct of Garrison and Regimental 

lnRtitutP"', 19?2, the classes named above are the only persons not in 
military employ who are permitted to purchase articles at any of the 
branchi'A cor.ducted by Army Canteen Board (India}. Officers Com· 
manding are responsible for carrying out these rules. · · 

TnE REFORMS INQUmY CoMMITTEE. 

1416. •Mr. Harchandrai Vishindas: (a) ·co Will Government be 
plcaR~d to stnttl if any non-officials have been 11;•pcinted ou the Committe11 
for inquiring into the working of the Reforms f : · 

(ii) If so, will Government be pleased to .iltat.e thllir names 1 
( b} ( i) Will Government be pleased to state what methods of inquiry 

tbht tom111itteo has been instructe4 to adopt f 
( 1i) Will it confine itself to calling for repor:~ froru l'rovinciai Gov

cr.nncnts or cxtcud its enquiries further f 
(iii) Is it within the scope of its inquiry to obtain non-official opinion 

iilliO f 
(;v) It the latte~, will such opinion be fu1'IliRbed in writing ·only .or 

btl sur plt.>mented by oral examination ! 
(c) Will thP report as finally drawn up hy th,~ Committee be pre

Rented to the Indian Legilllature for consideration and decision or do 
Oovt>rnment propose to arrive at their conclusions without such cop.si
deration f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I have nothing {o add 
to the information contained in the r.ommuniques issued on the 16th and 
23rd l\111y, copieR of which have already been placed on the table in reply 
to Mr. Rangaswami Iyengar's unstarred Question No. 271, dated the 
27th May, 1!J2t · · 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao : May I ask the Honourable 
Member whether he '_VOUld answer part (c) of this question f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I think it is answered 
by the communique. · 

ExPULSIONS FROM INDIAN CANTONMENTS. 

1417. •tala Duni Chand: (a) Are the Government aware that the 
pnhlic liYing in Indian Cantonments is greatly dissatisfied with the 
deri1-1ion announced by the Government of India in its communique 
datrd the Hith Aug-m;t 1922 in regard to the persons expelled from 
rantonmt>nts in India under section 216 of the Cantonment Code T 

(b) IlaYe the Government noticed that the All-India Cantonment 
l;onfrrrn<'e held in April 1924 paRsed a resolution of non·confidence 
and protc11t in regard to this matter Y 
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(c) Will the Gll\'Ol'Jlment be pleased to lay on the table of this IIonsll 
the pBpet·~ 1·dating tu tlw cu1-es of all persons expelled from Indian l'an· 
tonments! 

Mr. H. R. Pate : ((t) 'flie GovernTLient of lrHlia have nn information 
to show that the po:-~ition is Ml stated by the llonour·able 1\It•mbt•t', 

(b) Government haYe st>en a copy of a Ht•solntion which was 
(lassed by the all-India Conference in Aprill92-1 in l't'g'<ml to thill subject. 

(c) For the rt•asons stated in the rt>ply :.dvPn on the 7th Ht·ph·mlwr, 
1922, to part (c) of starred Question No. 2~9, lloYernment are not pl't•par
ed to comply with the Honourable Member '11 request. 

APPOINTMENT OF EXECUTIVE 0FFll'ER8 UNIH.:I' TilE NEW UANTONMII:NT 
ScHEME. 

1418. *Lala Duni Chand : (a) Are Government aware that in the 
rr:at11'r of appointment of forty-one Executive Officer!'! tm<ler the new 
eantonment scheme, the claims of the Indian officers of the Jndian 
Medical Department holt ling the Viceroy's Commission have bct.•n totally 
ig'nored, and this action of the Government has caused n ~ood tl~:al of 
dissatisfaction among them. 

(b) Are Government prepared to con~ider this matter T 

Mr. H. R. Pate: (a) and (b). The claims of candidate!! from tlw In· 
dian Medical Department, hoiding Vicer·oy's Commi~sions, whl·ther on 
the active or retired list, recri ved due consideration. 

CAsE oF 1\IR. GIRDIIARI LAL, Sun-RErORP CLERK, RAILWAY MAII, SERYtcE, 

JuLLUNDUR CrTY. 

1419. *Lala. Duni Chand : (a) (i) Will the Government be pleased 
to state if one Mr. Girdhari l;al, Snb-Recorcl Clerk, Railway Mail Service, 
Jullundur City, was prosecuted for embezzlement of Hs. 30-9-2, under 
section 409, I. P. C., and discharged on lRth Noveml){~r, l!J22, a!'ter a finll
ing by the Court that the prot·mcution evidence was unworthy of h<'lief and 
that a part of the prosecution story was trumped up ? 

(ii) Is it a fact that in consequence of the said charge, Mr. Girdhari 
Lal was kept under suspension for one year and seventeen days, out of 
which he spent thirteen days in the lock-up ? 

(iii) Is it also a fact that after the order of discharge, he was 
reinstated on 13th January 1923 ? 

(b) If the reply to part (a) be in the affirmative, will the Government 
be i)leased to state if Mr. Gir1lhari JJal was entitled under Rule 5:3 (b), 
Chapter 8th, Fundamental Rules, made by the Secretary of Stv te 
under section 96 (b) of the Government of India Act, to subsistence 
grant during the period of suspension and was further entitled undt>r 
Rule 54 to his pay for the period of suspension after he was disc1Huge,1, 
und if so, why is it that he has not been paid anything either as subsif!tenre 
grar1t or as pay t 

(c) Is it also a fact that in spite of the jtHlgment of the jn1licial 
court absolving him from all criminal liability, he has been ordered to 
refund Rs. 30-9-2, about which he was proRecuted ? 

(d) Is it a faet that Rai Rahib h .Jiya JJnl, Rnprrintrnrlcnt, the 
chief prosecution witness had himself br1•n drpartmr.ntally proeee1lerl 
against and ordered to refund the sum of Rs. 30-9-2 ? 
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(e) Are Government prepared to consider the question of cancelling 
the orders under which Mr. Girdh~rilal 's salary has been withheld and 
Le hiL" been require.! to refund Rs. 30-9-2 ' 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: The Honourable 
Member's attention is invited to the reply given by me on the 27th May, 
1924, to UD~itarrcd Question No. 265, by Mr. Sadiq Hasan. 

PROMOTION OF GUARDS ON TilE NORTH-WESTERN RAILWAY. 

1420. •tala. Duni Chand : (a) Will the Government be pleased to 
111 a to! j( in the year 1921, f!Very District 'l'raffic Superint.endcnt was asked 
by the Traffic Manager, North-Western Railway, Lahore, to submit the 
names of B Class guards with his recommendations to him in order to 
enable him to promote them to Class C. ! 

(b) If the reply be in the affirmative will the Go·vernment be pleased 
to state if it is a fact that in a good many cases the names of most senior 
guard11 were withheld, and those of junior onell were.scnt up ? 

(c) Is it a fact that the superseded guatds made appeals and repre· 
Hcntationl! to which the following stereotyped replies were given : " It 
is regretted that the D. T. S. did not recommend him in the first instance " 
or " The list of all senior guards is in the office of the Traffic Manager, 
ijahvrtl, and l1e Las Jwthin~~ to do " or " No vacancies exist 11 f 

(d) .Are the Go'o'Cl'JJment prepared to make enquiries into t.hi'!l 
matter f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a), (b), (c) and (d). Government have no 
idm·mation on the subject nnd do not propose to call for it in view of the 
fact that matters of this sort are withi11 the competence of the local Railway 
authorities to deal with . . 

TRAINING OF INDIANS FOR TIIE ARTILLERY •. 

, 1421. •Mr. Kumar Sankar Ray : lias the attention of the Government 
bef:n drawn to the recent statement of the Under Secretary of State for 
India made in the House of Commons that training is not being given to 
Indians in the Artillery Department at Sandhurst ? If so, do the Gov
trnment contemplate affording such facilities to Indians ? 

Mr. H. R. Pate : It is presumed the Honourable Member is referring 
to the reply which Mr. Richards is ~~ported to have given to a question 
rectmtly aHked in Parliament by Mr. Snell regarding th(l admission of 
Indians to the Royal Military Academy, Woolwich .. Government hav~ 
Meen Reuter's telegraphic report on this subject. • 

With reg-ard to the second part of the llonourable Member's question, 
I would invite hi~ nttt>ntion to the reply given on the 8th March last to 
Htarrcd Question No. 636. · . 

DtsTINCTIONS IN RATES OF PAY DRAWN BY ANGLO-INDIANS, CrrRISTIANS AND 
PARSJS, AND INDIANS ON THE NORTH-WESTERN RAILWAY. 

U22. *Mr. Harchandrai Vishindas : (a) Is fact that there are 
separate scalP.R of pay for the appointments of subordinate staff on the 
North-Western Railway, Traffic Department, of .Anglo-Indians, Christians 
and Parsis on the one hand and other Indians on the other 7 If so, why f 

(b) Is it ll fact that Indians as distinguished from Anglo-Indians, 
Chri1:1tians and Paniis are given less pay than Anglo-Indians, Christians 
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and rar~!i~ ' If so, llo Government contt•mplate to fl'IIIOVtl the Hahl 
distindit:lns t 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) and (b). No, it is not a fact. 

PRoMo'riON OF VARIOUS CL..\SSI!:8 OF EMI'LOHE~ ON Till'.: NouTII· W I:.:KTEI\N 

HAlLWAY. 

1423. •Mr. Harchandrai Vishindas : (a) I~ there a fixed nnmbcr of 
years afti!r which station masters, station clerks, such as, ~omls, T•:ml'l 
and train clerk~, and guards of A Class, on the North-Westt>rn ltailwuy 
are promoted to B Class and from B to C Class and from C to D Cla:is Y 

(b) In spite of the above graded system is it a fact that juniors are 
m:ltlc to supersede senior~ 'I If so, what arc the reasons. 

(c) Can a guard or station subordinate on the same Hailway whn 
ltas drawn higher cluss puy for about 2 or 3 year:-~, be reduced Ly uting 
deprived of his highel' grade despite efficient ~:~ervice 7 

Mr. c, D. M. Hindley: (a) and (b). The reply is in the negative. 
Class to class promotions are made on the actual occurrence of vacancicii 
and by selection in accortlance to ability. 

(c). Yes, when the number of such posh1 iii reduced in Cla:-;sificalion 
or abolished. 

HousE-RENT ALLoWANCE FOR RELIEVING Ooon~ CLEnK:. 

1424. *Mr. Harcl1andrni Vishindas : Are relieving Good~ Clt·i'k~ 
not allowed house rent which is allowed to other station clerks such at§ 
Relieving Booking Clerks, Relieving Ticket Collectors, Uclicving 'frain 
Clerks, Relieving Signallers and so on whose grade and pay and relieving 
allowance rates are the same Y If so, why ? 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : No ; because it is not a condition of their 
~~ ' 

CLOSING OF 000DS AND PARCEL 0F.fi'ICES ON INDIAN IIoLmA YH. 

1425 •Mr. Harchandrai Vishindas : Is it a fact that Oootls and Parcel 
Officers are not allowed to be closed on Indian holiuays tho:t•~h they are 
elosed on Christian holidays such as Christmas, New Year's day and 
Oood Friday Y 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : These offkes are closed on ChriHtmas I)ay and 
Oood Friday and not on New Yc~r's Day. fn the intel't~sts of the public 
it is not considered advisable to close them oftener. 

• TnE INDIA AND BURMA MILITARY AND 1\IARINE RELIEF }i,UND. 

1426. tKhan Babadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : Will the Government 
be pleased t.o state : 

(a) If there is a fund called the India and Burma Military and 
1\Iarnw Relief Fund 1 

(b) If so, what is its capitalised amount '{ 
Mr. H. R. Pate: (a) Yes. 
(b) Rs. 7,46,000. 

PosT OFFICE DELAY~. 

1427. •Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : (a) Has the attention 
d Government been drawn to the letter published in the it>sue of the 
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Slati,,;4,. ol the lGth ?,lay 1924 page 4, under the heading " Post Offl.ot 
Delaya ". t 

(b) If so, will they please state: 
(i) if the statement therein is correct ' 
(ii) if correct, whether Government propose to issue necessar;r 

instructions to the authorities to remon the complaint I 
Mr. H. A. Sa.ma: (a) Yes. 
(b) (i). Yes . 

. (ii) ·o~d~r&' h~~ now been issued introducing a direct bag between 
Chanda and Nagpur. · 

INCONVENIENCES TO RAILWAY PASSENGERS. 

H28, •xh&n Bahadtir Sarfaraz Hussain Khan: (a) Has the attentioa 
of Gonrnment been drawn to the letter published in the issue of tht 
lorward of the 16th 1\lay, .1924, page 8, under the heading " !neon· 
nnience of Railway Passengers " f 

(b) If so, is the statement therein correct I , 
(c) If correct, do Governm11nt propose .to issue necessary instruc

tions to the authorities concerned to · re~ove the complaint referred 
to f 

Mr. ·a. D. M. Hindley: (a) Yes. 

<•> Government have no information. 
(c) The matter has been brought to the notic~ of the Agent, Benaal 

Nagpur Railway. · 

CoNsuMPTION or STEEL IN INDIA, 

U29. •nan Bah&dur.Sarfa.raz-Hussain Khan: Will tlt.e Gonrnment 
be pleased to state : 

(a) the total quantity of steel and steel materials, 
(b) the output by Indian manufactures, · 

eonsillned in India ia the year 1922-23 under the heads in regard to which 
the Tariff Board has mode recommendations for the purpose of imposin~r 
duty t 

The Hono11l'&b1~ Sir Bhupend.ra. Nath Mitra.: (a) and (b). The 
Tariff Board have rightly only recommended protective duties on those 
articles of steel which ,are now beiug manufactured or are likely to be 
manufactured in India in the near future. It was most improbable that 
articles selected on that principle CIJuld correspond with existing heads 
in the Trade Returns. Therefore tl.e information desired is not directly 
available. 

The Tariff Board, in Annexure P, to their Report (see pages 142 and 
163), analyse most carefully all data available both of importation and 
protection. I han nothing to add to their presentation of these figures. 

RULE OP PRIKOOI'NITURE OBTAINING IN THE CASE OF TENANCIES HELD B'i · 
CAVALRY GRANTEES IN THE LOWER JHELUM CANAL COLONY. 

1430. •tala DuDi Chand: (a) Are Government aware that the cavalry 
rrutees with horse-breeding conditions in the Lower Jhelum Canall'olon;r 
u~ • 



2804 LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

nrc extrt•nwly tlissntisfil•d with the ruh' of primo!:Niiture ohtainint.t in 
<·as•.' of their tenancies which deprives their younger sons of the l'il-(ht to 
inht•rit the tenancies and that representations have been maJe by tht•m to 
the tlovernmt•nt to abolish the rule of priuwgt•niture 1 

(b) ls it a fact tl1at certain cases of murder of tht>ir fath!:'t's by the 
rld·~~t ~ons and instJnces of crud trt•atmt•nt by certnin dtlt•st son~ towards 
the young-er sons have been brought to the notice of the Government t 

(c) Is it a fact that the cnvulry grants nre long 1\lilitary Hcrvicc 
l'l'w.ml ~rant~ bestowed by the Uowrnmt>nt on lntlian Holdh•r:-J in recog

.nition of their life-long services and if so will the Government be pleased 
to state the reason for imposing horse-breelling conditions and the rule 
of primogeniture Y 

(1l) Is it a fact that the infantry grants are neither l!lubject to the 
horse-breeding condition nor to the rule of primogeniture and, if so, 
why is there a different rule in case of cavalry grants Y 

(e) Are the Government prepared to take early steps to remove the 
borse-brt•ecling condition and to abolish the rule of primogeniture 1 

Mr. H. R. Pate: (a) The Government of India are aware -that a 
certain amount of dissatisfaction e:xisis a.mong the cavalry grantee:; for the 
reason stated. The question was rHised in 1922 when it received nwst 
careful consideration. It was then decided that the colonist~t-including 
the cavalry grantees-who were allotted grants some U or 20 years ago 
on service terms which were undeninhly generous, could ·not have their 
original contracts abrogated in their favour now. 

I may mention that counter-petitions have been received from elder 
~>ons praying for the retention of the primogeniture clause. 

(b) No such cases have come to the notice of the Government of 
India. 

(c) A certain proportion of the::;e·grants, together with an adJitional 
square of land in each ca.c.;e, was allotted to deserving cavalry ex-soldiers 
un conditions which included the primogeniture clause. This condition 
was designed to prevent the partition of the grant ancl to enable the tenant 
to fulfil his obligations. 

(d) Yes. The reaRon for the diiTC'rence in tllC eotH1itiotls hns ah·l'arly 
been stated in reply to part (c) of tlw Honomable .MPmber's question. 

(e) The question has ah·ra<ly !wen carefully consitlt•rrd, atHl it ha~ 
bPen dt•ei<ll'll to retain thr eor11litions on which tl1e lantl ~raut:-1 were ol'i::.d
nally made. 

llEPORMS Co:mrrrTEE. 

U31. *Maulvi Muhammad Yakub : Will the <lovcrnment be pleMeu 
to i'tate : 

(tt) If the rrpct·t of the nf•l'nrm Al't Inqniry ('ommiltrP will Ill' 
published or even placed on the tal,Jc of this IIou:.;e for the 
information of the IIononrahle )femhers of the House 1 
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( b} Will the report of the Inquiry Committee be communicated 
to the Secretary of State for India and action taken on it 
after consulting the Home Government f 

(c) By whorn and for what purpol>C the report of the Inquiry 
Com111ittec i~; to hr consiJered f 

(d) What will be the next ~Step which the Government propose 
to take after the report of the Inquiry Committee is dbposed 
(Jf ' 

(c) Was the inquiry confined only to the defects of the Act so far 
i'.~ th!! working of the Government of India is concerned ! 
or was it extended to the working of the Provincial Gonrll· 
ments as well f 

(/) Were the Provincial Governments consulted and their opicions 
taken into consideration by the Inquiry Committee 7 

The Il',onourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I have no information 
to give the House on the subject rah;ed in this question beyond that given 
in my replies to many connected questions. · 

CONSTRUCTION OF AN 0VERBRIDGE FOR WHEELED TRAFFIC AT NAIHATI. 

1432. *Mr. T. C. Goswami: (a) Are Government aware : 
(i) that the people living in Naihati (Eastern Bengal Railway} and 

its neighbourhood feel greatly inconvenienced for want of an 
' overbridge ' over the railway lines for wheeled traffic, there 
being no level croasing nor overbridge 7 

(ii) that the old level-erossing near Talpukur was closed in 1906 
solely to meet the requirements, and in the interests, of thG 
Railway, and that an overbridge for wheeled traffic Wall 
promised to the local Municipality in lieu of it ? 

[iii) that this has meant the cutting off of N aihati (which is encloaed 
between the river llooghly and the railway lines) from the 
rural interior in the matter of fopd-supply and that the rural 
population have been cut off from the benefic of. communi
cation with the town, e.g., in the matter of medical help ? 

[iv} that repeated protests have been made by the Naihati Munici
pality in their official reports and in representations to the 
Magistrate of the 24-Parganas and the Railway authorities, 
against the indefinite delay in fulfilling the ,promise 7 . 

( v) that the 11 Railway fully recognises its obligation and that this 
brid~re is a matter of urgent necessity '' (letter of .Agent 
No. 3174ID.IW.I419i23, dated 1st December 1923, to Magis
trate) f 

(b) What steps are being taken by the Railway authorities to dis
ehllr~e the obli~?ation they recognise f Has the construction been begun 
,,r e\'('n planned f Why has it taken nearly 18 years to merely consider 
the scheme T When is the bridge likely to come into existence Y 

• (c) Dn Go\'Ct'lllltPilt p ropnse t0 expedite the construction of the 
bridge f 
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Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley: (a) (i). Yes, but it is incorrect to flay that 
th~re are no level cros."'ing-!'1, as there are three level crossings that serve 
Naihati, one at each end of the pa~scnger yard, .just over i a mile apart, 
and a third t mile north of the station known in 1905 as Kailas Das Road 
and now as Goalpara Road. 

( ii) In 1905 the demand for an over bridge wa11 recognised and the 
Eastern Bengal Railway Administration agreed to provide one. 

(iii) Communication between Naihati and the interior is open by the 
level crossings mentioned in the answer to question (a) ( i). 

(iv) Yes, 

(v) Yes. 

(b) The construction of the br1dge has not been taken in hand yet 
!or various reasons ; the delay has been due first to the construction of a 
new goods yard which altered local condition1-1, and held up the ~cheme till 
1912, next to the difficulty of obtaining girders during the war, lastly to 
the Municipal sewerage scheme, which has necessitated a reconsideration of 
the original proposals for the overbridge. · 

The final plans and estimate of the work have been prepared, but a 
difficulty has arisen about the incidence of the cost of the scheme and the 
actual construction will depend on the extent to which funds can be made 
available, when the incidence of cost is settled. 

(c) The Agent will be asked to accelerate the submission of the project 
to the Railway Board. 

INCOME-TAX ON THE TENTAGE ALLOWANCE 01!' MILITARY OFFICERS. 

1433. *Mr. W. S. J. Willson: (a) Is it a !act that Military Omeerl 
" Tentage Allowance," which under the rules is not liable to Income Tat:, 
li.as in. many cases had a deduction m&d<• on that account f 

(b) Is it a fact that refunds of such deduction have been claimed by 
tertain officers and that the Army Pay Department has ruled that re· 
eonries could only be admitted for and during the financial year ending 
alat March 1924 f 

(c) .Are Government prepared to order that full refunds be made 
irrespective of date for all such deductions wrongfully made f 

Mr. A. R. L. Tottenham : 1\Iilitary Officers do not draw a separate 
Tentage Allowance. The question whether such an allowance should be 
considered to be merged in the rates of pay that they are at present drawing 
is not free from doubt. Officers have, however, been allowed a rebate of 
Income-tax on a portion of their pay regarded M representing " Tentage 
Allowance " when they were able to certify that the sum in question 
had actually been expended on the upkeep and transport of tents. The 
whole matter, including the form of certificate that should be required, 
is under the consideration of the Government, and the question whether 
retrospective effect should be given to any exemption that may be cleeided 
on will not be lost sight of. 
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STA.FJ' SELECTION BQ\RD'S EXAMINATION. 

UU. •l'..a.U Piyare tal: (a) Is it a fact that the Staff Selection Board 
ia going te hold an examination t lf so when and for what classes of tke 
Secretariat work r 

(b) Do Government propose to throw open the examination of all 
cla.~s (Lower and al~o the Upper division) to new men and i\1r thoile .al· 
read7 serving in the departments f 

(c) Do the Government }Jropose to raise the standard of examination f 
The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddinia.n: (a) Yes : an open 

examination will be held by the Staff Selection Board about the end of 
the present month or early in July next in order to select a limited number 
e~f candidates as (a) stenographers and (b) typists and routine clerks. 

(b) It i11 not proposed to hold any general examination for higher 
categories this year in view of the large number of qualified candidates 
who still remain unprovided for. But departmental candidates will be 
examined for purposes of their promotion. 

(c) The question of the educational qualifications of candid~tes and 
the llCOpe of the examination was c6nsidered by a Committee of this House, 
in July·l923. It will be seen from the communique issued by the Staff 
Selection Board on the 20th :May, 1924, that the recommendations of the 
Committee are being given effect to. 

STOPPAGE or TBE 20 DowN DELBI ~XPRESs AT PATAUNDA MAHABIR RoAo 
STATION'. 

1435. *Lata Piyare Lal : Will the Government be pleased to state : 
(e) Total amount of income B. B. and C. I. R~ilway had durinr 

the recent years annually on account of the pilgrims comine 
to visit Mahabir Temple at the station called Pataunda 
Mahabir !Wad on their main line f 

(b) Is it a fact that several J ains individually or on behalf of 
societies approached the B. B. and C. I. Railway authorit.itw" 
to stop 20 Down Delhi Express on that station always for the 
connnience of thousands of pilgrims who come there all the 
year round f 

(c) What are the objections the railway authorities have to do'ing 
so' 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : Inquiry has been made and the result will be 
communicated to the Honourable Member in due course. 

Loss o' PILonms eN THE S. S. " FRANGESTAN." 

U36, *Mr. Abdul Haye: (a) Has the attention of the Government 
bef'n drawn to the various reports published in newspapers regarding the 
ICN of property by Musalman pilgrim passengers of Frangedan which 
wu destroyed L1 fire on the high seas in April last f 

(b) Is it a fact that in this ill-fated voyage the pilgrims lost almost 
every thin!l with the exception of the clothes which they were wearing at 
the time o! \ae diaa11ter f 

(c) Will the Government please state if they have information as 
to how the luggage ()f the pilgrims was lost f Is there any truth in the 
allegation that it was &tolen by the Chinese crew t 
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(d) Have the Governnu'nt taken any stt'pioi to ast'l!t·tain the trno facts 
rt'~arding the loss l)f pilg't'ims' property ; if not, do the Uu'l'rtlllH'nt now 
propose to institute an in<tniry f 

(e) Was any relief gt·,mted by Government to the Jlilgrinhl dtor tbt 
llisllster 1 

Mr. J. W. Bhore: (a) and (b). The Oovernmcnt of In,lia have 
seen some of the reports. Tht'Y have 110 information upnl't ft·om what 
ha!o! appt'ared in the Press. 

(c) The Government of India are not aware that any lug-g-ag-e wa~o~ 
stolen. Such of it as was lost was pt·eslnuably dt·stt·oyetl by fil'e ot' had 
to be abandoned with the ship as it could nut be n•moved. 

(d) An inquiry into the loss of the l'rangestan has already been ma<le 
by the CoYernmcnt cf Dombay and it is not propo:sed to institute another 
into the loss of pilgrims' et[ects. 

(e) The Honourable Member is r(•fet'l't'll to part (c) oF my reply to a 
question on the suhject asked by llaji Wajihuddin on the aOth May, lU~l 

EUROPEAN AND INDIAN PASSENGERS ON Ht>AHD THE ~. S." l~!tANGESTAN ". 

1-137. *rJir. Abdul Haye : (1) Will the Oonrnment ph·ase state : 

(a) the total number of European pas:-;enget·s that were on board 
the Prange~ta11 ? 

(b) the total number of Indian pa~sengers ? 

(c) the total number of Indian ladies 1 

(d) the total numbe~ of Indian chihlren 1 

(e) the total number of Indian 1st and 2nd clas~o~ passengers 1 
(2) Is it a fact that the European paRsengers were transferred first 

to another vessel in preference to Indians including ladies ? 

(3) Will the Government please state to what nationality the captain 
of the Fmngestan belonged ? 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : (1). (a) About }j, 

(b) .About 1,220. 

(c) 248. 

(d) 34. 

(e) No information is available. 

(2) European passengers were transferred in the first boat to another 
vessel but other boats followed in rapicl succession. 

( 3) European. 

FooT BRIDGE BETWI:F:-i P.\HEI. STATION ON THE G. L r. RAILWAY AND Tlff. 
ELPTII~STONE HOAO 8T.\TION ()~ THE n. ll. A ;'liD c. I. R\ILW.\ Y. 

1!~8. *Mr. Jamnll.das M. Mehta: (fl) .Are Goret·nmrnt awllJ'f' th11t 
the Parel station of the G. I. P. Tiailway an1l the Elphin:-;tone Tinn<l stnfion 
of the B. D. and C. I. Railway are wry clo:~e to each other 1 

(b) Arc Governmrnt awnrc that !he quir·hst wny of goin.~ fron1 oue · 
litation to the other is l1y en1ssin~ the H11ilw11y line ? 
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(c) Are Government aware that frequent accidents happen as a 
result of the public crossing the railway line for getting access to the 
atations mentioned 1 • 

(d) Are Government aware that there has been a strong demand from 
the public of IJombay for a small foot-bridge between the two stations and 
that the ~lunicipal Corporation of Bombay has backed the demand ! 

(e) Do Gorerument lll'Opoc;\~ to iu~truct the Railway administrations 
eoncerned to build the Huggested foot-bridge f. 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley i (a) Yes. 

(b) No. 
(c) Government have no information. 
(d) No. 
(e) It is understood that Dadar Station close to Parel has. all facili

ties for the ready interchange of passengers between the two railways. 
These facilities are in course of being much improved. In the circum
stances Government do not propose to take any action. 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta: Is the Honourable Member aware that the 
Oadar Station referred to by him is nearly one mile from the stations 
mentioned in this qul'stion. The facilities at Dadar can be of no conve
nience for the pa~ing of passengers from one side to the other at Parel 
and Elphinstone Road Stations. 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : The Ilonourable gentleman's local knowledge 
is possibly more accurate than .mine. But Dadar is the proper station 
for the interchange of passengers between the two railways and not Parel. 
When there are two railway lines l'anning side by side, it is obviously 
necessary for the railway administration to make one station the proper. 
place for interchange. If passengen will disregard that and deliberately 
walk across the line at another station which is not intended, obviously 
there must be a certain amount of risk. But it is not up to the railway 
administration to provide interchange facilities at all the stations. 

ALLEGED ATTEMPT BY THE AUTHORITIES OF A CERTAIN RAILWAY TO 
PREJt'DICE THE StrccESS OF THE STATE 11L\NAGEMENT OF THE LINE, 

1439. *Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta.: (a) Has the attention of Govern
ment been drawn to a statement appearing in the Modern Rer•iew of 
Calcutta for the current month under' the title a " Rumoured Sinister 
Move " at page 637 to the effect that the authorities of a certain Railway 
l'nmpany the management of which is about to pass to the State are con
fiJentially inducing some of th('ir ('rnployees to go on three years' furlough 
on full pay with a view to prejudice the success o£ the State managemen.t 
of that line t 

(b) If the answer be in the affirmative will Government state the 
nam1• of the Company and also till! steps they have taken or propose to take 
to nwet thl.' ~itnation !ihouhlthe allt>;.>t·d scheme matt•rialize ? 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley: (a) and (b). Gowrnment baYe seen the 
statt·nwnt in the " l\[odl.'rn Ht•view " and so far as thev are aware there 
i~ 1111 trnth whatt'\'t'r in the rumour rl'ferreu to. • 

l\1'r. Gaya Prasad Singh : Will th(' GoYrrnment he pl('asrtl to make 
an inquiry into the matter because I understand that there is only one 
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eopy of the circular ·which is being sent round from station to station and 
the employees are asked to take long:. furloughs f · 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The question implies a very serious allegation 
against the railway administration concerned. I am perfectly certain 
that there is no reason for me to make any inquiry into this alleged sinister 
rum our. 

REDUCTION or :ruE NuMBER or Sr.Ts or RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE SToRE:o~ 
WORK1NO BETWEEN BOMBAY AND SuOLAPUR. 

U40. *Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta: (a) li it a fact that· the numl>er'of 
aets of R. 1\I. S. Sorters attached to B-7 Section, working between Bow~ay 
and Sholapur, were reduced from six .to five t 

(b) If so, will Government be pleased to give reasons for the redue
ti&D f 

(e) Will Government be pleased to say how they intend compensatinr 
'ke Sorters for night work encted above the 30 houra 11tandard per' · 
week I 

Mr. H. A. Sa.ms: (a) Yes. 
(b) With 6 sets the working hours per week were much below the· 

prescribed limit of 30 hours a week. 

(c) The present weekly workin~ hours are 30 hours and 58 minutes. 
The excess is negligible in view of the fact that on the in-trip the work 
begins at 22-45 hours and end!i at 9-27 hours enabling tli.e sorters to take 
rest in the early part of the night. 

REcovERY oF MuNICIPAL AND OTHER TAXEs FROM CERTAIN CLASSES or 
GoVERNMENT SERVANTS OCCUPYING FREE QuARTERS. 

UU •. *Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta: (a) Will Government be pleased to 
define the term " Free Quarters " supplied to Postmasters 7 

(b) Are Municipal and other iaxes and Income Tax recovered· oa · 
free quarters supplied to Employees of the Police, Medical, Salt and 
Customs, and Telegraph-Engineerinr Department& t 

(c) lf the answer to the above be in the neg a tire will Gonrnment 
be plea11ed to say why exception is made in the case of Pollt Office subordi· 
:natea, and do Goven1mcnt propose to remove this distinction f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Na.th Mitra.: (a) By the term 
11 Free quarters " is meant ,. Rent free quarters.". 

(b) and (c). The information ask~d for is being collected. A reply 
will be communicated to the ponourable Member as soon as possible. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE f:ONDITIOl\lS OF SERVICE IN THE RAILWAY MAIL 
SERVICE. 

H42. *Mr. Jamnada.s M. Mehta : Will Government be pleased to aay 
what action has been taken to give effect to the recommendations of the 
Committee appointed under the Presidency of Rai Bahadur G. K. Raha 
to comlider the conditions of Service in the Railway Mail Service T ' 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra : The Honourable 
l\Iember is referred to the reply given to unstarred Question No. 201, a~ked 
by llr. K. C. Neogy on the 15th March, 1924. 
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~. All the recommendations have been under the further considera
tion of the Director-General, but a find decision has not yet been arrived 
at on all point&. . . 

• Sr£CIAL PROMOTift~ FOR rJEJ .. D SERVICE GRAN'l'ED TO PosTAL EMPLOYEES. 

; 1443. •Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta: (a} Will Government be pleased to 
111 if orders contained in Government of India Commerce Department 
Letter No. 218-D of 20th November 1919 regarding Special Promotion 
for Field Service have been cancelled T . 

(b) Will Governmentstate whethc>r it is a fact that one Mr. Chavda 
'Will g'iven a special promotion for field service in spite of the orders 
referred to and whether the same c·oncession was refused to another Official 
)!r. Warden of the Surat Division f and if so why f 

Tht Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra: (a) The orders refer
,ed to are still in force. 

(b) The special promotion granted to Mr. Chavda was not giwn in 
oonsideration of Field Service. It Willi given as a reward for exceptional 
Bervices as Sub-Postmaster of Kuw!lit Civil Post Office. Mr. Warden, 
who had been given special prQmotion twice for services in the Field hefor~ 
the iSillle of 'the orders referred to was rPfused further special promotion on 
a subsequent occasion in accordance with those orders. · 

TRANSMISSION OF' MESSAGES FROM BAitODA TO SAYAJIGANJ via AHMEDABAD. 

, H44. *Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta: (a) Is it a fact that transmission of 
m-essr.ges from Baroda to Sayajiganj ~s done through the transit Tele
'raph Office at Ahmedabad! (b) Is it a fact that Baroda and 
~ayajiganj offices are separated by a distance of only a mile or so ? .. (c) 
b it a fact that the dil-ltlln!'ll! between Baroda and Ahmedabad is 80 miles ? 
(d) Will Govt'rnment explain the reason for following such circumloeu-
tor1 methods r ' . -

Mr. B. A. Sams : (a} No. 
(b) Yes. 
(c) Yes. 
(d) Does not arise. 

Mr. Chairman: I understand that the Honourable Member (Mr. 
Chaman Lal) has given private notice of a certain question to the 
Honourable Member for Railways. 1 call upon the Honourable Member 
to put that question. 

Mr. Chaman tal : Sir, the notice given by me was very short and I 
requut you to allow me to put that que11tion to-morrow. 

Mr. Chairman : I have no objection. 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: :May I, Sir, make a statement. I received 
tTiis notice as the House sat this morning. I am sorry I am unabln 
to give complete replies to the question which Mr. Chaman Lal has put 
to me. I will endeavour to give fuH replies to him if the question is 
put to-morrow. 

L87U ' 
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:MOTION FOR .ADJOURNMENT. 
. .. 

Mr. Cha.irm.a.n : I have received notice ot llL botiori from :Mr. B~ Das, 
for the adjournment of the business of the Assembly to discuss a. definite 
inatter of urgent public importance. ·The Honourable Member has framed 
his motion in. the shape of a Resolution which I will read out : . • , , . 
·. " That this Assembly records its sense of dis~ppointment 'and express its indign&· 
tion at the judgment of Mr. Justice. MeCardie in the O'Dwyer libel snit against 
Sh·· Sankaran Nair in which His Lordship exone:t:ates. the conduct of Sir Miehrol 
Q 'Dwyer and General Dyer for their part in the Punjab tragedy, for which the latta~ 
was punished by the See~tary of State for India.'' · · . 

. I desire to point out that under clause (v) of Rule 12 a motion for 
· adjournment must not deal with a matter o.n which a Resolution could not 

be moved. Under Rule 23 no Resolution can be moved in regard to any 
matter which is under adjudication by a court of law having jurisdiction. 
in any part of His Majesty's DominionR. The judgment referred to in this 
motion is an app~alable decision, and therefore should not be made the 
subject of discussion in this House. .Apart from this, under Standing 
Order 29 an Honourable Member must not in his speech reflect upon the 
conduct of any Court of Law in the exercise of its judicial functions. 
The Parliamentary practice in this matter is very definite, and no motion 
can be moved in the House of Commons reflecting on the conduct. of the 
judges of the superior courts of the United Kingdom. 

A motion for the purpose of expressi:p.g indignation at a 

12 
judgment, .which this. motion seeks to do, is 

:woox · never permitted in the House . of Commons. 
I would further point out that tho primary object of a motion for adjourn~ 
ment is to draw the attention of Government to a matter of urgent public 
importance, so as to influence the decision of Government in an urgent 
matter in regard to· which a Resolution with proper notice would perhaps 
be too late. But the matter under .consideration does not primarily relate 
to the Governor General in Council; .. and so far as I am aware, there is 
hardly anything which the Governor Ge;p.eral in Council may be expected 
to do in this matter. For all these reas..ons I rule this motion out of; 
order. ·~ 

Mr. Bhubanananda. Das (Orissa Di~ision : Non-Muhammadan) : 
Sir, with your permission, I will ask one'\ question. The Judge has 
found fault with the decision of the Secre~a,ry of State for India and 
the Gove~ent of India, who punished General Dyer. Sir Sankaran 
Nair may appeal against the judgment, but': the Secretary of State 
cannot appeal against the judgment toot has been issued. . That was 
not a matter of reference before :Mr. Justice·, McCardie. We do not 
want the Punjab tragedies and Punjab horrors to agitate the· minds' 
of the people of India ; again, so we want this. IDla.tter to be discussed. 
before this House so that the people in England ·can know tl:Alt 'the' 
Judge had. no business and-'no jurisdictio!l to ra1fer in his liud!ro'H~nt to 
the Secr.etary ~f. State and the Government of India> who are the sovereign~·· 
powers m India. · , . · ;, 

. ·Mr. Chairman: I find the· H~nour8ble MeJber, is discussing·''the 
judgment ··of ·Mr .. Justice McOardie, and that is1 exactly , why I rul~d 
his motion out of order. 1 · 

)fll'. Cbam!J.n Lal (We~t Punjab : Non-Mu~ammadan) : Ther~· is , 
only-one point I want to make clear: You said/the matte.ds sub ~udicl 

i' •' '· . 
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and it eannQt be discussed here. Are you quite certain the matter, 
has been llent up for appeal f 

Mr. Chairman : It is an appealable judgment, as I have said, and 
that is not the only ground on which I have ruled this motion .out o~ 
order. 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru (l!eerut Divi~ion: Non-'Muhammadan 
Rural) : On a point of law t 

Mr. Chairman : The Chairman is not expected to decide points of 
law. 

P!Uldit Shamlal Nehru : On a point of order, Sir. 
Mr. Chairman :. Order, orde.-. . 

PETITIO~S RELATING TO THE INDIAN PENAL CODE (AMEND·· 
1\IENT) BILL. 

(AMENDMENT OF SECTION 375.) 
Secretary of the Assembly : Sir, under Standing Order 78, I have to 

report that three petitions have been received relating to the Bill further 
to amend the Indian Penal Code (Amendment of section 375) which was 
introduced in the Legislative Assembly by Dr. II. S. Gour. These peti· 
tion.s have been presented by : 

(1) Pandit Jadab Nath Kabyatirtha, and others. 
(2) Babu :Mahendra Nath Bagchi, and others. 
(3) Babu Chandra Mohan Taluqdar, and others. 

RESOLUTION BE TilE LEE CO~OIISSION'S ltEPORT. 

Sir P. S. Sivaswamy Aiyer (Madras : Nominated Non-Official) : Sir, 
the He~olution which stands in my name runs as follows : 

" Thi1 A"st•mbly rceommenrls to the Governor General in Council that he will be 
plen~~d to eonvt•y to the Secretary of State the opinion of this House : 

( 1) that it Ia impossible for this House during this session to devote to the Lee 
('ommisaion Report which was published on the 27th of May, the attention 
that it requires for a eareful and thorough examination of its proposala 
in all their oapeets and bearings and thnt for this purpose it is absolutely 
ncrt'ssary to alford further time to this House till the September session ; 

(2) thnt the interval of three months asked for by the House for the eonsidera• 
tion of the many important issues involved will neither cause any harcl· 
ahip to the eervices which will obtain any financial relief that may be 
ewntnally decided upon with effcd from the 1st of April 192.4, nor 
aft'!'Ct public interests by impenrling recruitment for the services dunng the 
intcmu which mny proceed on the exillting linea ; 

(3) thnt any att~mpt to give elfect to the reeommendationa of the Commission 
witLout giving ade•1uate time to this ~ouse and the. count.ry. to .form 
&ll opinion upon proposals of a far-reachiDg e~arac.ter wtth thea 1DeV1tnble 
lt'(lt'n·u~Miona on otht•r departments and s~mces ~~ bou~d. to be resented 
a• ubibiting a aupreme diMregard of Indian public optwon and to pro· 
Yoke ft>clinga of wiJ.c~pread discontent.'' 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru (~feerut Division : Non-:Muhammadl\n 
Rural) : On a point of order, Sir. May I know if a ~!ember is .in order 
in mO\·in~ a llcsolution when there is no fresh President appomted b1, 
llii Excellency thll Viceroy f 
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The Chairmin : The Honourable Member assumes that there is no 
President. I can assure the Honourable Member that there is a Presi .. 
dent of the Legislative AssE>mbly. 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru: Can the President leave the station and ~o 
on private business in a law court f 

Mr. Chairman : The stateDent for which the Honourable 'Metnbl'r 
has made himself responsible is not a matter for this House to consider. 

Sir P. S. Sivaswamy Aiyer: Sir, the reqnest eontained in tny Reso .. 
lution is, on the face of it, extremely reasonable. I hope that before I 
sit down I shall be able to persuade the Government to accede to this 
request. The Honourable the Leader of the Ho1.1Se made a statement a few 
days ago to this House, and in that statement he emphasized the anxiety 
of the Government of India and of the Secretary of State to deal with 
the recommendations of the Lee Commission's Report with the least pos
sible delay. Sir, I .can well understand this anxiety of the Government 
o! India and the Secretary of State to deal with this matt.-r with as little 
delay as possible. The Honourable the Home Member also took care to 
point out that neither the Government of India nor this . House could 
possibly bind the Secretary of State in regard to this matter. We are 
too painfully aware of our limitations and also of the limitations 1mder 
which the Government of India are themselves labouring. We cannot 
forget them. Sir, I am aware of the circumstances under which this 
Report comes up for consideration before the Government of India and 
the Secretary of State. We are all aware that the superior civil services 
have been crying for the last few years for financial relief. Naturally, 
the insistt.nee o£ the services upon their demands led the Secretary of State 
to move for the appointment of this Commission, and the Commission 
having made their recommendations, the authorities in ~England are 
anxious to deal with them with the least possible delay ; but the issues 
involved in this Report are of a most important character. The recom
mendations have very far-reaching consequences and they at1'eet the pro· 
gress and well-being of tpe country. They involve very grave commit
ments in the matter of expenditure. It is only right that this House 
should be allowed an opportunity to consider the recommendations fully 
and frame its proposals. In July last the then Home ),!ember assured 
us that an opportunity would be given t{) this House to consider 
the Report of the Royal Coxm:nission. The opportunity that is now avail
able to ru; in this session is certainly not the opportunity that was con
templated or that will satisfy U'l. An opportunity means an adequate 
opportunity for the consideration of the various issues involved. No"lll 
in this ease the Report was publisht>d on the 27th of ~Iay. We have had 
other preoccupationc;. We were informeJ that this session was convened 
for the special purpose of considering the Steel Industry (Prote-ction) Bill 
and only that. No doubt it was added that some minor Bills might hE 
brought forward by the Government. Now the Report is not an easJ 
document to dig-est and comprehend. I am afraid that many of the Mem· 
bers of this House have not had sufficient time to study and digest thE 
Report and grasp the e::"::act significance of all the recommendations and 
their effect. I mav eYen Yentnre to dOl~bt whether the Honourable Mem· 
bers of the Go,·ernment themselves are satisfied that thev haYe been ablE 
to read the Report. digest it and con~ider it in all its 'aspects. as I am 
ture they would have to do before they submit their proposals to thE 
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Secretary of State. The Report eomes to us under peculiar circumstances. 
It is a document of. remarkable brevity considering the issues involved .. 
The concll}.l;ions are not all fully supported by reasons. In fact, the· 
reasons which led the Commissioners to draft a report of this character 
are obvioW!. The necessity of submitting their Report within a very 
short time was probably among the reasons which induced them to refrain 
from setting out all their reasons in support of their conclusions ; and 
this drawback, which is such a remarkable feature of the Report, is refer
red to in the minute of .Mr. Petrie who confesses that it was not possible 
for the Commiswion to set forth all their reasons in support of their recom
mendations. Another handicap under which we labour· in considering 
this Report i11 the failpre to publish the evidence on which it is based. It 
may be that the reasons which actuated the .Commissioners who recom-· 
mended that the evidence should not be published have some force, but in 
the ab11ence of materiaL'i, the information, the data, on which the Com
mit;sioners came to their conclusions, we labour under a serious disadv!:!nt
age in considering their recommendations and making up our minds with 
regard to their proposals. The Honourable the Home Member laid very 
considerable stress on the unanimity and the interdependence of the recom-· 
mendations. That the recommendations are interdependent is obvious. 
It alllo goes without saying that the recommendations are unanimous, and 
I do not wish to belittle such weight as may be due to the fact that the 
recommendations are the unanimous proposals of the members of the Com· 
mission. At the same time I do not think that the unanimity of the Com
missioners absolves the Legislature. from the duty of an independent 
examination of their proposals. The leading organ of the European 
Services in this country calls this document a sort of treaty-a treaty 
between the Services and the Indian politicians. To that description I 
must strongly demur. We repudiate the description altogether. . 

Now, Sir, in asking for time I should like to point out the n~merous · 
difficulties which surround the subjects dealt with in these recommenda
tions. I should like' to point out clearly how it is impossible to come to 
any conclusion in tllis session and how absolutely necessary it is that we 
should have reasonable time for the study of the Report and for a careful 
examination not merely of the particular recommendations but of all their 
im'Plications and consequences. And is it not necessary to consult the 
Local Government on these recommendations before the Secretary of State 
comes to a decision ,f I presume that as a matter of course they. will be 
eonsulted, but even the Local Governments cannot be expected to have 
their recommendations ready for submission by this tlme. They will also 
require time to consider the proposals and is it too much to say that even 
the provincial Legislatures are interested in this matter and have a right 
to be consulted about these various recommendations ! The necessity for 
consulting the Local Governments, the necessity for giving some voice to 
the provincial Legislatures which are interested in the matter of the trans
ferred services as well as other matters, the necessity for giving us further 
time-all point to the expe~iency of acceding to our Resolution. 

I ·will now refer, Sir, very briefly to some of the leading recommenda
tions in this Report for the purpose of pointing out that it is not possib!e 
to assume that there can be no honest or reasonable difference of opinion 
or that these questions admit only of one reasonable solution. Now, let 
UH take first the qu~>stion which appeals most to the services themselves. 
l refer to the question of the financial relief which the members of the 
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Services have been elaiming. I am not one of those who hold that the • 
elaims of the services in this behalf to some amount of financial relief do 
not deserve consideration, but there may be a reasonable difference of 
opinion with regard to the question of how much relief they are entitled 
to. Then again pri·ma faclB the burden that is impo~ed upon the finance: 
of this country by the proposals of the Lee Commission is a heavy one. 
It amounts at the out.set to about 96 lakbs odd, and it is expected to reach 
the figure of 1 crore and 25 lakhs. Lalit year the Finance Mini!iter was 
at his wit's end to balance the Budget and he was obliged to have recourse 
to additional taxation of a very unpopular sort. This time he has been 
able to balance the Budget, thanks to a windfall. The revenues of this 
country are ·proverbially inelastic. We had to appoint only two years 
ago a Retrenchment Committee for the purpose of suggesting measures of 
economy in the administration of the Central Government. These 
measures which were suggested by the Retrenchment Committefa have and 
are being ca1·ried out, and before we come to affirm that our financial posi· 
tion is thoroughly satisfactory o.r that . we can depend upon an asRured 
surplus in the future, we are invited to consider proposals for imposing 
an aaditional burden of about a crore. Now let me remark here that 
this estimate of a crore is at best only ·approximate. There are several 
items in the relief which is proposed to be granted which have not been 
properly evaluated as admitted in the report of the Commission. For 
instance, take the question of the family pension fund. What amount of 
burden the Government will have to bear and what amount of contribu~ · 
tion the members will have to make we do not know. It·is quite possible 
that the fund is made up entirely of contributions by the members them· 
selves, but I am not aware of the facts. Then again take the question of 
amenities in the way of medical relief. There again it bas not been pro· 
perly worked out. It is hardly" necessary for me to refer you to chapter. 
and verse to )lupport my statement that some of the iteml! of relief which 
are recommended by this Commission have not been properly evaluated. 
The calculation that is to be found .in the Report is at best a rough cal· 
eulation. · 

Now let alone the approximate 'character of the calculations or the. 
fact that they are only rough calculations. We have to consider the 
bearing of these recommendations upon the other services and the other 
departments. We are all aware and the Government equally so that any 
demand by one department and any concession made to one department 
has an inevitable tendency to react upon other departments. In fact the 
demand is infectious, if I may be pardoned for the use cxf that expression. 
It spreads sympathetically to all the services and the departments, not to 
r~peak of the other departments and the other services. It is enough for 
me to refer to one. I see before me already the grim spectre of the mili .. 
tary department casting a portentous shadow before us. 1\Ir. Richards, 
the Under Secretary of State, iniormed .the House of Commons a few 
days ago that the Indian military rates of pay were being considered and 
that the allowances of married officers in the army were being considered · 
and that they hoped to arrive at some. conclusion sooner or later. The , 
Honourable Sir Basil Blackett informed my friend Diwan Bahadur 
Ramachandra Rao a few days ago that the cost of the superior civil 
services had risen within the last ten years by a crore. I have some mis· 
giving that it Wl)S an un<J.:r-estimate. llowevei', I am willing to tak~ 
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it at that. I remember to have seen larger figures of the ·increase of the 
cost of the civil services. He aL!o informed my friend that the cost of the 
military services during the last ten years had gone up by 5 crores if my 
recollection of his reply is accurate. Now, we must remember this fact, 
that the strength of the establishment of the superior civil services is 
very much smaller than the strength of the establishment of commissioned 
officers in the army. The total strength of the superior civil officers is 
something like 4,270 and odd. In the army it comes to 7,000. We may 
therefore expect that, if this demand is followed up by a similar demand on 
behalf of the army, we shall be let in for nearly double, if not five times, 
the amount of expenditure. I do not know whether my apprehension that 
it will be five times is likely to be correct or not. However, these are 
matters of detail into which it is unnecessary for me to enter, which the 
Finance Minister may be left to solve at his leisure ; but one thing is 
clear. If the cost of the increase in the various items of pay, allowances, 
amenities and so on amounts to a crore, the cost in the case of the military 
services is likely to be about double. Then again remember another fact, 
that in the case of the civil services there is a distant prospect of diminu
tion of the burden as the process of lndianisation begins to make itself 
felt, but how much more dikltant is that prospect with regard to the mili
tary services. Now, if you remember the bearing of these recommenda
tions upon the other departments and upon the other services, it suggests 
the necessity for a very cautious and a careful examination of the whole 
subject, not a hasty commitment to the conclusions recommended by the 
Lee Commission. 

In connection with this question of pay and allowances, let me in 
passing refer to one recommendation and that is in regard to the remit
tance privileges. I was under the impression that these remittance pri
vileges were proposed to be granted in view of the necessity of officers 
having to remit money for the maintenance of their wives and children 
at home or for their education ; but, when you examine the recommenda
tions, you find that it contains no condition whatever, no qualifications, no 
restrictions. The qualifications and restrictions are to be found in the 
ca.o;e of Indian officers of the superior services who may be entitled to 
overseas pay and who may happen to have their wives or children staying 
in Europe. In their case it is made a condition, but in the case of the 
European officers there is no such condition or qualification proposed. 
Apart from any question of the burden of this remittance privilege, there 
is this further aspect of an invidious distinction which has not hitherto 
been drawn between the European and the Indian officers. 

Then again take the question of commutation of pensions. It is 
proposed to be raised from one-third to one-half. It may be that the system 
of commutation of pensions has much to commend it, but surely there 
ought to be some limit, and are we sure that the proportion which under 
the t'Xisting rules is one-third, which if I remember aright was raised from 
one-fourth to one-third, is not adequate and why .it is necessary to raise 
the proportion to one-half ! It will have the effect of adding considerably 
to the liabilities of the State. . 

· Then, Sir, with re~ard to the other concessions, you cannot prevent 
tht>m from being 8pplied for by other services as well. Take for example 
the ho]tse-rent question. You eannot j)Oilsibly grant further relief in the . 
matter' of house-rent to one serYice and refuse to grant it to another 

~ . '. . . 
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~ervice. They more or less always labour under the same conditions. 1 
-do not say that the fact o"f the grievance being fairly widespread is an 
argument against the recognition of the grievance. It shows that it i:l 
necessary to proceed with some amount of circumspection. Now, 
with regard to all these various measures of financial . relief, if 
the recruitment of the services could have been so manipulated that the 
aggregate burden on the exchequer would not be increased, it might have 
gone .some way to mitigate the objection of the country to the proposed 
addition. But I am afraid that this method of mitigation has not been 
adequately explored. 

Coming now, Sir; to the organization and recruitment of the services, 
these are questions which cannot possibly be separated from the other ques· 
tions contained in the Report. I may acknowledge here that in the matter 
of the provincialization of the services which are now all-India services, 
some advance has been made. I may also acknowledge that in the matter of 
the Indianization of the all-India services some advance has been made in 
the proportion. But the advance that has been recommended has not been 
~uch as to satisfy the expectations of the country. Now, we find that 
among ·the reserved services there are the Forest Service and the Engineer
ing Service Irrigation Branch propo::;ed to be reserved. So far as the 
Forest Service is concerned, in the provinces of Burma and Bombay it is 
not reserved. So far as the Public Works Department is concerned, the 
Roads and Building Branch has been transferred in several provinces, 
but the Irrigation Branch has still been reserved, because it is said that 
any mismanagement of irrigation works may end in serious calamity, 
may end in the failure of crops and may cause a widespread calamity. 
But may I point out, that having regard to our experience in the south, 
there is no reason to entertain any such apprehensions. Taking the 
Forest Department, I am not aware that the conservancy of forests in the 
Native States of 1\Iysore and Travancore is not up to the mark. In those 
states the Department is managed by Indian officers, and I should hesitate 
to accept the position that the Forest Department involves responsibilities 
of .such an onerous character that we do not possess Indian talent in 
sufficient measure to serve the needs of th::~.t Department. Then take the 
Irrigation Branch of the Public Works D~partment. Speaking from my 
experience of ~he working of the Irrigation Department in 1\Iadras, the 
districts in which the irrigation services have been manned or· in which 
the irrigation of the district has been looked after by Indian engineers 
h~ve been quite happy and contented: I ·may even go the length of 
saying that the Indian engineers have been specially conspicuous for the 
tmccess with which they have been able to manage the maintenance, and 
not merely the maintenance but also the construction of. irrigation works. 
Some of the recent irrigation works on a large scale wliich have been con
ztructed in Madras have been constructed by Indian engineers, ani! it is 
an object lesson not to be thrown away that one of the finest feats of irri
gation engineering in the south is one which has been carried out by the 
1\Iysore Darbar for the purpose of damming up the waters pf the Cauvery. 
It is an irrigation work of the first magnitude. It might not perhaps com
p;ire with .the Sukkur B~rrage, but it will occupy a very respectable place 
among the chief irrigation works of India.. The Kanambady . reservoir 
w:as an irrigation work which was desi!!ned and eonstructed bv Indian 
agency entirely. ~ e have no apprehensions whatever t4at either the 
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col11itruction or the maintenance of irrigation works will su:tier if entrusted 
to Indian agency. Far from that, the maintenance of irrigation works 
ty Indian enginP.crs will be far IIlore of a success, as they are otfficers in 
closer touch with the people and possess a better understanding of their 
wants. However, it is not necessary for me to expatiate further upon this 
point. I mention it OlJly to show that with regard to the further reserva. 
tion, the continued reservation, o£ Forest!! and the Irrigation Branch of the 
Engineering Department, difference of opinion is reasonably possible and 
i11 legitimate. 

Now, Sir, there are all sorts of inquiries in the air, inquiries as to the 
manner in which the reforms have worked, and so on. Is it unreasonable 
to say that the poliHible extension of the area of transferreq subjects is not 
beyond the sphere of practical politics ? Even if we do not have . any 
Iloyal Commission appointed, additions to the list 9f transferred sub
jects can be effected under the Govermnent of India Act, and without 
asking the House to commit itself to any special opinion upon this subject, 
I would only point out to the Hou:;;e and the Government that the exten
sion of the list of transferred subjects is not outside the region ·of practical 
politics ; and if any such transfcr should take place, that is a factor which 
will have an influence upon the decision of some of these questions. But 
however that may be, when I now plead only for further time for the 
col11iideration of this question, all these various factors which. I have 
mentioned may be reasonably expected to induce the Government ·to grant 
our request. 

I ~;hould like to make only one or two remarks about one or two of 
the other services. Take now the security services. It is a common 
ground between me and the Lee Commission that it is desirable in the 
field of the security services to reach an equality of strength between the 
Indian and the European elements in the cadre as early as pos . .<:;ible. They 
contemplate such an equality at the end of 15 years in the case of the Civil 
Service and at the end of 25 years in the case of the Police. Is 1t ·not 
po&.;ible to think 9thmvise 7 May we not reasonably contend that a shorter 
period should be fixed for the attainment o'f' this equality f Supposing I 
wish to attain equality between the two elements of the cadre, I might 
sn~~est a period of 10 years. If equality is to be reached, say, in a period 
of 10 ycars, it can only be by the stoppage of English recruitment. How
ever, even if you think that there are objections of an insuperable 
character at the present moment having regard to the existing consti
tutional position to the complete stoppage of recruitment, whkh I think 
may be safely carried out in view of the fact that it will take 10 years 
more to attain equality, supposing you cut down the English recruit
ment to. 20 per cent., even then it will take 12 years to attain equality .. 
The11e are circumstances which may lead possibly to different conclu
Hions and these are matters the consideration of which cannot be al
together put off ; and it is all the more necessary therefore that we should 
have ample time to examine the subject carefully and come to considered 
concluHions. 

There is one service, Sir, to which I have not yet adverted, and that is 
the medical service. The recommendations of the Lee Commission in 
this respect offer an easy target for criticism. In so far as they recom· 
mf'nd the separation of the civil medical service from the military, I am 
at one with them, but in so far as they recommend a unified Royal Army 
.Medical Corp~ for the purpose of looking after the needs of the British 

L~7LA ' ~ 
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units ami the Indian units, I must protest with all the earn(•stnPss I can 
eoniinand. We do not wish to ba\·o the hl•alth untl care of our troops 
committed to the Hoyal Army Corp!! nntl to be dl•pcndt•nt upon that 
".lervice ; not that J. am ~;uggesting any reflection upon the cilpaeity or· 
ability or skill of the Royal Army 1\Iedical Corp!! but thl're are tll'rious 
disadvantages involved in that course. In the first place, the Hoyal Army 
.Medical Corp~:~ would not be Mubject to the Government of India but would 
~e S"Qbject to the control of tht> Wnr Office nrul the Imper·ial' Oovemment, 
and the Indian Government will have very little voice with rPgard to that 
Corps.. In the next place, the Royal Army Medical Corps has always 
admitted only persons of pure British blood and has never adrnitte1l 
Indians. We do not want to pay for a corps from which our own country
men ·will be excluded or which will not be l'mbjeet to the contml of th'~ 
Gover.runent .9£ . India. There is .another factor yet. The Hoyal A rrny 
Medical Corps, as now constituted in India, iM for the purpose of providin~ 
!or. the health of the BrititJh troops. I look forward to a grallnal antl n 
~teady diminution in the nnmher of Dt·itish troop~ and it ncccssal'ily 
involves a gradual diminution in the strength oi the medical personnel 
requjred .in regard to the BrititJh troops. I should therefore have tho 
strongest pos~ible objection to forming a unified medical corps to be called 
the)~oyal Army 1\Iedical Corps aml dependent not upon the Govcrnuwnt 
of India but upon the control of an outside authority. The rccommcn1la
tiops pf the Lee Commission are based upon what I may perhaps presume 
to .cal\ an antiquated do<'umrnt, I,ieut.-Gcnernl DUt·tchaell ':-~ H('{wrt. At 
the ;rate at which the world is moving a document of 191!) may fairly he 
regarded as antiquated. There was a burning question and Lieut-Gcneral 
Burtchaell framed a Report after the Verney-Lovett Report. But ~ombsc
queht to that"' we had another Report by the Esher Committee which went 
~nto the wpole subject, very elaborately examined all the various alter· 
Jl&tive proposals and came to conclusionR. Not that I am in agreement 
w\th the conclusions of the Esher Committee. I welcome the recommend
~tions of the Le~ Commission in so far as they advocate a civil medical 
service .but the proposal to form a unified Royal Army :Medical Corps i~ 
one ,which, to my mind, is open to the gravest posf-lible objection . 

.. , , No~, l pass on, Sir, to one proposal of the Lee Commission which has 
_my'ri:qqualifie~ ·al?probation and that is about the appointment of the Public 
Services Commission. Now, these questions which are dealt with by this 
;Report are all so, complicated, s~ intricate, so interdependent, that they 
..rel)\lire ·a. much larger allowance of time than we have had for their con
~ide~at'io~. . It may be said ~hat there are questions of an urgent ~haractcr 
.which· cannot afford to watt for three months, but my He~olutwn meets 
-~h..at ~~Iltingency. I suggest that, if there are urgent questions of rceruit
ment. d-qring this interval of three month:-1, you may procce<l to recruit on 
the existing lines. That is a fair and a reasonable offer. I do not ask 
'you to stop all recruitment during this period of 3 monthx and cau:;e any 
plausible inconvenience or injury to public interests. In the matter ngain 
of reli~f of individuals, if you find that there are cases of ur~ency where 

''sQme relief bas to be granted, speaking for myself, I have no nbjection to 
·your rgranting relief, provided that yon do not commit yourself to any 
'.decisi~Jl .. }l:pon the question of principle br policy involved .. ami pro~ide~l 
you recognise that any allowance or sum that may be pa1d to an Intli· 
Tidual officer must be capable of readjustment in the event of a contrary 

,• . 
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decision. If you do not have to make any· payment now by way of 
immediate relief and if you consider that it would be a hards.hip to officers 
concerned to have the relief for whieh they have been .claiming and ·which 
now seems to be in Right postponed, I have no objec'tion to its beiiig' grant¢d 
with retrospective effect from the 1st April 192~ as recommended by"tl:l.e 
Lee Commission. I make these offers because, ~ thin)r, 'they are only Jair 
and I think that they obviate the necessity for any decision ll::(>On lmy qu.'es
tion otf principle or policy. If yon can do these two things,. if you can 
grant retrospective relief, if you can make the appointments ":hich inay 
be required during this interval of three months, I fail to' see .how public 
interests can possibly suffer or how indivfdual o~icers can· .su~er ·any' ~~r~~ 
~>hip in the event of my proposal being accepted. I submit, Sir, that the 
request that we have made is extremely rea!.lonable and I hope, thatJhe 
Government will !'ICC their way net merely to granting this' reqnest of ours 
but abo to supporting the request and sending the Resolution ,of· this 
IIoiJ.,~e to the Secretary of State with their own strong. recqmmep.dll-ti9n 
for the purpoKc of postponing a decision on these matters to the end. of 
September. Let me only add this that any attempt to rush into a dec'ision 
on such important questi011" cannot fail to produce the impression that .the 
sen·ices have been exercising their influence upon the Govebuneirt of India 
and the Secretary of State. .Any. imp~ession of t,hat 1 kip.~ ,is .cer~,ai~y not calculated to promote the1r popularity or to make our ile~1b~~a~:'9ns 
more cordial than they are at the present mom~nt. ' · · ·· 

With these word1:1 I move my Resolution. 
Mr. Chairman : Resolution moved : 

11 This Assembly recommends to the Governor General in Council that he will be 
pll'aRl'tl to ~onvcy to the Rrrrctary of State the opinion of thili House·: · 1 ·11 ·' 

( 1) that it is impossible for this House during this session to devote to the Lee 
CommiRsion Rt•port which was published, on the 27th of May, the attention 
that it rcqnir1·s for a careful and thorbligh examinatioti bf' 'ittt propdsals in 
all thrir napl'l'ts and bearings and that for this pu.rwse )t is absolutely · 
n<'CI'ssary to afford further tin1e to this House till the}:leptember .session ;· 

(2) that the interval o( .three months asked for by the. House, f~r the' Ml\~ldera
tiou of the many important issues involved wilf neither .. cause. any hard
ship to the sm·i<'l'S whieh will obtain any financial relief that· may ·be 
I'VI'Utually lll'rirled upon with effect from the 1st of: April· 1924, nor 
all'rrt public intNests by impending recruitment for the· services during 

. the interval which may proc('ed on the existin~ lines ; · ' '' 

(3) that any attempt to give effect to the recommeJ;Ldations of the Commission 
without giving adequate time to this House and the country'' to·'form 
an opinion upon proposals of a far-reaching character with their inevitable 
repl'rrussions on other dt'partments and services is bound. to be resented 
ns exhibiting a snpr<•me rlisr~'gard of Indian public opinion and to'provoke 
f1•clings of widespread discontent." · · · ' ' I • . . .. , ' 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman (Home Memb~r) :, Sir, 
if I ri:.;o early in this debate, it is because, I think, .it is dc~>irable that I 
should make clear the position of Government in re11ard to this Resolutior, 
n:'l earlr as possible. Such a statement, moreover, "'may possibly save ,the 
tnnr of the Honse. I propose to confine myself strictly til the term:; of 
tho Resolution which has been so ably moved by my friend opposite. He 
h~ts ma11l', I think, a considerable study of the Report as is ensily seen irmn 
In~ ~pt•(•ch, but the actual ~~~·solution merely deals with the •JUcstioi. that 
the Ueport should be brought before this House for the purpose of con
sitlcration. The Resolution asks that the proposals of the Lee Commission 
lihould be examined during the l:lcptcmber ~ession. The Honourablk 
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Member argues that the interval will neither cause hardship to the 11rrvier" 
nor a.ft'ect the public interest. ll~ conh·ruls that any attt>mpt to rush th~ 
Report of the Commission through this House would lead to wid~-1 ,)i:;.. 
content and would, in fact, amount to n breach of the various ltnllertakin~ll 
which have been given on thiK !!Hlhjt>ct ft·om time to time by my predec<.:s~or 
and by myself. Sir, it is most <ll'sirable that in n matter· ot' this kin1l we 
should look at all the interests conct•rned. I was n little struck in th11 
Honourable :Member's speech by the amount of time h,• devoted to tlu~ 
services. The services are, of course, very important, but the recom· 
mendations of this Report do not merPly confinn thrmselvno~ to the servic1~s. 
They are of a wider character. And I wish to emphasise that the urgPncy 
of the report rests on a three-fold br.sis. It rests on the p1·o~orress toward" 
provincialisation. It rests on the progress townrdil Inuinnizntion. And 
it rests on the well-being of the services. It doc~ not rest on the one J:uctor 
alone. 

The Warrant of appointment issued by Ilito~ Majesty when he appoint
ed the Commission specifically directed the Commission to report •' with 
as little delay '' as possible. I wish to take tllis opportunity of acknow
ledging the great expedition with which the Lee Commission brought their 
labours to a unanimous conclusion. They nsst'mllled in Inuia on th~-' 4th 
of November 1923 and they finished their report on thf~ ~7th of March 
1924, though it was not received in India till the 21st of ~h1y 192-t Their 
recommendations, as my Honourable friend ha.~o~ informed 1he Ilousc, Mil 

of the greatest importance and are of a far-reaching character. I accept 
this. Still, an early decision on their proposall'.l is of importance-of 
great importance to those of the services which are waitin~; to know what 
is to be their future, of great importance to the Gowrnment of India. who 
want to know their position in connection with the services and of great im
portance for the purpose of future recruitment. The latter will be 
seriously prejudiced as long as matters are left undecided. These are 
all important points. I will quote here what the Royal Commission them
selves say on this point : 

"We would also venture to urge that there should be as little delay as possible 
m eonsidering and acting upon our proposals. We have striven to respond to the 
oftieial request that we should treat our inquiry as a matter of urgency, and having 
done 110 we suggest that the position is one in which the principle of bi1 dat qui cito dat 
il of apeeial application." 

Here I should like to make it perfectly clear that this reference is not 
merely intended to apply to the relief of the services but to a rapid dis
posal of the other recommendations contained in the Report. So much 
Sir for the urgency of dealing with the Report. But I have no inten
tio~ of suggestinO' that when you are dealing with this report yon shoulJ 
deal with it in ao haphazard way, witho:ut due consideration and without 
due examination. I said once before that I have no desire to rw:i1 this 
House on an unwilling discussion of the Report which even we on this side 
have not examined in the way in which we ong-ht to bcfor··~ eoming to a 
final conclusion. In spite of the urgency of the Report, the Government 
of India and the Secretary of State are prepared, ana have always hecn 
ready to give an opportunity to this House to express its vin•.·s on the pro
posals before we arrive at conclnsions. Such a promise, to my mind, 
would not be properly carried out by our attempting to rush the Report 
through in a session like this. As. my Honourable friend said, this se~sion 
was called for for a special purpose. It is a mere accident that the Heport 
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happened to be published on the day the session started. We brought the 
Report to your notice as early as we could regardless of the consequence!! 
which such a course must bring upon ourselves. The session, moreover, 
has been one of a very arduous character and Honourable Members have 
fre(iuently been detained in this House up to late hours and I may say 
~lembers on thi11 11ide of the House too. Therefore, if the House is really 
anxi<>us to discuss this Report on it<> merits, as my Honourable friend 
no doubt says, there will be no difficulty on this side to give an assurance 
that that opportunity should be given. But we cannot contemplate the 
possibility of this Report becoming, as my Honourable friend said, an anti
quated document. An antiquated document, accordingly to his definition, 
is a document which goes as far back as 1919. According to my defini
tion it will be a document that does not go nearly so far back, and in any 
case we cannot possibly contemplate the possibility of the Lee Commissi<>n's 
Heport getting into that position. Therefore the discussion must take 
place as early as is compatible with the considerations which my Honourable 
friend has so ably put before the House. We on this side are perfectly 
willing to give an adjournment to enable the Report to be discussed in 
a reru;onable way after due examination. That, Sir, has been our position 
throughout. But the postponement should be on bona fide grounds. The 
House, when it meets us in September next, must be ready to discuss the 
Report on the merits. I will deal as frankly with the House as the Honour- · 
able Member bas dealt with me. lie asks I think that no decision should 

be arrived at on any question of principle or policy 1 •.•. 
till the· House had an opportunity for considering 

the Report. Sir, since I last addressed the House, I have had an oppor
tunity of communicating with the Secretary of State and I have received 
instructions of a different character to those which I communicated to the 
House the other day. Honourable Members will remember that certain 
matters wPre reserved as ttrgcnt, and thcr9 was a fear in the minds of 
many Members in this House that on these matters orders would be passed 
behind their backs. Put in blunt language, that was the fear and that 
was the cause of some distrust. Well, I think I can disabuse their minds 
of that fear. I am prepared to give, on behalf of the Govemment oi India 
and aL'Io of the Secretary of State, a pledge that no decision on any ques
tion of principle or policy shall be arrived at till this House has had an 
opportunity in the September session of examining the matter, on the 
understanding that the House passes a Resolution substantially in the 
tcrm11 of my Honourable friend 'l:i Hr.~olution. I shall be '"illing to accept 
it, and I hope the llouse will be willing to accept it. 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar' (Tanjore cum Trichinopoly: Non
Muhammadan Rural) : Are those the Secretary of State's instructions 1 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : Those are the views 
of the Secretary of State anJ the Gorernrnent of India. 

Mr. V. J. Patel (Bombay City : Non-Muhammadan Urban) : That 
a P.esolution should be passrd in the terms in whieh Sir Sivaswamy has 
moved it f · 

Mr. K. Venkataramana Reddi (Guntur cum Nellore : Non-Muham
madan Rural) : Ila.'l the Resolution been communicated to the Seerctar,\' 
of Htate f · 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : It would be rather 
dirtieult for him t11 IJal's orders if it had not. We have met you wh1.~revcr 
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we can, both the Government of India ,and the Secretary of State. We 
have decided to deal with the House perfectly frankly, and I put the ca-;e 
before you in the simplest manner I can. If the House accepts that view, 

. ample opportunity will be allowed to the Indian JJegisla1 nre to diseu:;s 
the conclu!lions of the Report. There must be no suspicion however that 
we are ·wasting our time in .the meantime. The Government of India an(l 
the: Local Governments must proceed with the further examination that 
·my ~Ionourable friend refcired to ; they must go through the Report und 
:examine it in every ·way. .There are many complicated isHues in it. We 
cannot ·put this aside £or a moment, ·We shall have to do a!l we can in the 
·next thre~ ·months, otherwise the delay of the interval would be of no 
value at all. , It 'is of course true that the decision to gra11t relief to the 

· serviees with effect from the 1st April,goes some way to meet the immediate 
urgency of issuing orders. If 'Honourable :Members think too mueh eon
sideration has been laid· on this point, 'I would like to remind them of the 
'history of this· case. The pay of the superior civil services in India was 
· revised generally about ·the end of 1919 as the result of a Commission, 
which .reported in 1915. The decision was arrived at in 1919, and that will 

·fall within the Honourable Member's definition of an antiquated document. 
At that:time, before the end of 1920, this policy had broken down. 'l'o-

·. wards, the end· of the year 1920. and in 1921, a very large number of memo
rails were received from members of the Superior services complaining 

.of· the inadequacy of. their pay and pensions. Well, Sir, there was, and 
~there ·is, a w:idespread'feeli:ng of .discontent in the Services-that is m~dcni
:;able'and,'however·you'recruit your services and whatever your form of Gov-
'ernnient, · and· whether ·you pay y.our services or do not pay them ade
quately, it· is not wise to have discontented services. That I thinli: the 

. Jiorise will readily admit. I merely put this point to the House with the 
··object of: showing, that if relief is granted .from April 1924, that relief 
.. will be. to meet cases of grievance at least three years old at that date. 
1 Well, Sir, I do not know that I have much ·more to say on the point. I do 
··not propose, nor do I think after the announcement I have ~nade to the 
House, it is necessary or even in order for me to refer to any of the details 
of the Report. We take the Report as a whole ; we say we shall postpone 
discussion at ypur request; and we will take it up in September. Therefore, 

'I do not propose to take up any of the points of the Report itself. I tru.~t 
'the: House will think I have dealt quite franldy with it and that the state-

~irient I' have made will shorten this discussion. · 

Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya. (AllaJi.ahad and Jhansi Division;; : 
Non-Muhammadan Rural) : I beg to move : 

" That for clauses (1) and (2) of the Resolution moved by Sir P. Sivaswamr 
Aiyer, the following two clauses be substituted : _ · · 

' (1} That the questions raised by the :Report cannot be separated f:c.om the 
all·important question of self-government in accordance with the demand put forward 

1 by ·the ·Assembly in February last, to which no satisfactory response hus so far .bc••IJ 
· made, and that both the questions ought to be determined simultanl'ously ; ' 

(2) That in any ease,' when the proposals contained in the R<•port arc examine(!, 
they must be examined as a whole, and this cannot be done before September '. '' 

In supporting this amendment, I "·ish at the outset to thank the 
Honourable ~ir Bivaswamy Aiyer for the excellent manner in whid1 he 
has pleaded for t11e postponement of the debate on this Ht·port. I also 
thank the Honourable ·the Home Member for the admirable manner in 

. . 
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which he ha,; put forward the view of the Government and has agreed to 
meet the wi~>hcs of the llouse so far as they are expressed in Sir Sivaswamy 
,\irer'N Hesolution. I am thankful that the Honourable the IIome :Mem
lwr re•'fJ~.mi~es the justice of the demand that this Report llhall be comidered 
at the proprr time, and I thank him for it, but I submit, Sir, that I do not 
11g-rt•e with him as regards the condition he has laid down. The Honourable 
tile Home l\Iemher !Said that the Go\'ernment were prepared to agree to the 
po:>t J>onement of the di:>eussion, to agree that they would not take any 
action in regard to any matter of principle or policy on the Report of the 
}Jt•e ('ommis.~ion if the terms of the Resolution of Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer 
wrre accepted by thh~ Ilowm (Dr. H. S. Gour: ''Substantially accepted"), 
Nuhstantially accepted by this House. It is only there we seem to disagree, 
only Hotnewhat, and I hope when. I have laid my reasons before the House, 
the Honourable the Home 1\Iember, with his fairness, will see the wisdom 
nf accepting the alteration I suggest. Now, Sir, so far as the reasons 
for postponing- the com;ideration of the proposals are concerned, they have 
ht•cn ~o~o well put forwartl by Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer that I shall not take up 
the tinw of the House by dwelling on them. I want rather to dwell on the 
rt•ason for in(~orporating what is my first clause of the amcwlment in thi!i 
t:.esolution. 1'hcre are two aspects of the Lee Commission's Report, one 
is rPiid to Hueh members of the sHviees as think they ought to have relief. 
1'he othrr iH its effect upon (1) the finances of the country, and (2) upon 
the constitutional progress which most 1\Iembcrs in this Ilouse have at 
hPart. The Lee Commis.'lion's recommendations cannot but affect the con
stitutional progress whic~ is just now under consideration, and it seems 
to mr, ~ir, that the recommendations of the Lee Commission have come in 
ratlu•r prrmaturely before the House and the Government. I need not 
dwPll on the fact that when it was proposed to appoint the Lee Commission, 
I he prl•tlccrssor of this House recorded its protest agaimt the proposal. 
1'he Commission was appointed against the protest of this House and there 
is a widrspread opinion in the country, that the question of the recruitment, 
pay and prospects of the services is so intimately connected with the ques
t inn of constitutiomtl advance that the one ought not to be taken up until 
the ot hrr ha~ been considered and satisfactorily settled. That opinion 
ha:-; unfortunately been ignored. The Commission has met, and what was 
claimed, what was rather described by the Honourable the Home Member 
11s a virtue might be regarded as one of its demerits, namely, that while 
it mrt on the 4th of November in five or less than five months the Com
mission has dealt with 1,300 replies which were received to the question
naire which was issued by it, has examined 411 witnesses, has considered 
the Htat<'mcnts of all these witnesses and all these correspondents and came 
to conclusions. Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer has drawn attention to the fact 
that the condusions of the Commission are expressed in very brief Jangu
llf:!f'. The reason!! arc often absent. I am not NUrprised that they are, 
1Jf't'II11SC I wnture to say-I regret to say it--that the Commission could 
not givP snftieit"nt time and attention to the very important questions which 
they had to deal with, that they haYe just put down the conclusions which 
tlwy thon~ht they ~;hould report to Government, and have not endeavoured 
to offt•r reasons for many of the conclusions which they formed. There 
is nnother drawback. In the case of no previous Royal Commis!!ion, Stl 

far a.11 I am aware-at lea."it, so far as India is concerned-has the eviden<.'e 
otTl'red before the Commission b('('n kept back from the public .. With. th11 
lslin~ton Commission Rcpol't 20 Volumes of evidence were published. :On 
thi~; important question, which will add a crore and a quarter to the burden 
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of the ta:x-payer, the Commission decided not to publish evidt>nrc. They 
have stated their reasons for not <loingo 1'\0 in thPir I~t•pot·t. nntl I Nllhmir, 
Sir, that those reasons cannot satisfy anybody who looks into that HPp<n·t. 
They say that many witneNst>s said that tht•y would prefer to g-ive evidt~ru·c 
in camem, and they say that if they had insisted upon those witnl'sst•s 
giving evidE'nce in public, the valnable evit.h•nce which tlll'Y luul t > givo 
would have been lost to the Commisskm aml to the Oovernnwnt. ThPy say 
out of 411 witnes.'les only 152 were willing to he heard in public. I submit 
that those witnesses who had not the courage to put forward the state
ments which they m:atle upon a public question in public, but who wanted 
that their evidence should be taken in t•amaa and shoultl lw rnt on. tlw 
shelve!! of the India Office,-those witnesses are not entillt.•d to elaim thu~ 
any utterance whi<;h .they made, or any statement which till':' pnt forwartl 
before the Comm1ss1on, should affect the judgment either of the Com
mission, of the Government or of the country. 'fhe ri~ht (•ourse fur tiH• 
Commission would have been to tell these amiable witncs~es that they were 
not required to help the Commission with their evidcnco, that i~ thq 
wanted their evidence to influence public decisions, whirh woultl tnPall 

an increase of burden on the genet·al tax-payer, they must have the courage 
to state their opinions in public so that they might be scrutintsPd, ex~tmirwcl. 
weighed, and either accepted or rejected. I think, Sir, the first thing 
the Secretary of State should be requested to do therefore is that he shonM 
publish the evidence of the 152 witnesses who agreed to give their t!VJ· 

dence in public. That evidence should be available to the House au<l to 
the country. I do not say that the evidence which was rc<'l'i'de<l may not 
be valuable but we are not in a position to May that it k There is no rca
son, absolutely no realolon, placed before the public or the Government. to 
justify the idea or to justify the belief that that evidence was really valu
able, and I therefore submit that this b the second circnml'!tance which is 
against the Report, and it supports the plea that the Ueport should be 
carefully considered in all its aspects. Now, Sir, this bccometo~ the more 
important f~r another reason. 1'he refusal to publish the evidence, the 
insistence on treating the evidence given in camera as confidential 
strengthens the view that the evidence which has been given would seriously 
affect the constitutional advance which we Indians at any rate 
have very much at heart. The question of the ~Services all<l the que~tion 
of the constitution of the Government which they are to ~crve are very 
closely intermixed. You cannot deal with the one in disregard of the 
other. Here we have thh; Heport which seems to have been written in 
blissful ignorance of the circumstance that self-governu1t'nt, even pro
gressive responsible Government, is the goal of British policy in India 
declared by the British House of Commons. So far as the Commission 
is concerned, one might imagine that they were not aware that that was 
a fact. They have gone on to deal with the question of how the superior·, 
the central services, should be constituted and what arrangements should 
be made, what inclusions and exclusions Mhould be made, in regard to the 
provincial services on the basis that things as they are will continun tc> 
exist almost till eternity. They have ignored the possibility of a further 
extellil!on of the transferred subjects. They have ignored the possibility 
of any element of responsibility being introduced in the Central Govem
ment. They have ignored the possibility of autonomy being established in 
the Provinces, all the !:iUbjects which are to-day reserved subjects being 
trawferred to the care of Minh;ter~ acting under the influence of the local 
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Legislature. Now, Sir, we know that the Government have alread;.r 
appointed a departmental committee to investigate the possibilities of 
advance within the four corners of the Act. I suppose no one here wiU 
dispute the proposition that has been asserted more than nnce, the ,·iew 
that has been put forth more than once, that within the four corner~:~ o.f 
the Act many if not all the subjects which are at present reserved under the . 
Provincial Government can be transferred. Now if as is possible, these 
subjects are transferred, au entirely new basis will have to be provided 
for classifying the Rervices. And if further there should be an element 
of respomibility introduced in the Central Government, the question will 
have to be recon:.idered from that point of view. But one might say : 
" Well, suppose the proposed classification is accepted, where woulll btl 
the difficulty in excluding the tmbjects which may be tranfiferred in the 
future from the list and dealing with them on the basis of the present in
clusions f " The difficulty will be thi:r-that the po~Sts which are reserved 
will become obstacles in the way of further progress ; vested interests will 
be further strengthened, those who have a claim on the reserved posts 
in the services will rai:~e an objection and will want to be further sermred 
in their positions, will probably raisfJ objections to a further developme~;t 
of constitutional Government in the Provinces. For thefJ(; reasons it is 
obviou~>ly undesirable that the question of the services, of the further classi
fication of the rservices, and the manner in which the recruitment should 
be made to thel'le differently classified st•rvices, and the salaries which should 
be given to the members of these various services, and the other rules whieh 
have to be framed in regard to the Sl'rvices, should all stand for a while 
until the que:.tion of conl'ititutional reform has been discussed and settled. 
It might be ~>aid that the que-.;tion of con~-Jtitutional reform might take a 
very long time to settle. I do not know, Sir, if that would be a correct 
view. At any rate, everybody should I hope agree that that is a view on 
which two opinionii might be hel<l. The Government of Iudia hav·~ com
mitted themselves to a departmental inquiry. A committee has been 
announced and is going to sit. That committee has to report early. The 
t;ecretary of ~tate has said that this is a preliminary investigation and that 
it will not settle the matter. We are in the hope that when this preli
minary inquiry h~ fini~Shed, as a result of the recommendations of thig pre
liminary committee, there may be a further committee ot· commissi•m 
appointed or a round-table conference convened to discuss what advanc•J 
should be made in the direction of constitutional reform. We are in the 
hope that a real and substantial advance will be made both in the Pro
vinces and in the Central Government. We therefore feel that the ques
tion of th~ further classification of the services and their emoluments shoula 
not be decided at thi11 moment. This is prejudicing the Cll$e for consti
tutional reform. The view poiut of the Lee Commission is different. They 
have not looked at it from the point of view that the Government in India 
i,.; going to be responsible Government. The basis of their recommenda
tions is not that hereafter Indians are to rule and govern in their own 
country. The basis of the Lee Commission's Report still is how many 
Indians might be admitted into the services. The real basis ought to he 
how many Europeans will in future be necessary for the various depart
ments of the Government. 'fhere is no dc~ire on the part of us, Indians, 
that any t>Xisting memucr of the various services should suffer any injury 
or any loss. There i11 no desire that those who are already in service 
bhould not be treated with all the fairness which is due to them and to 
the tax-payer. But certainly there is a desire that the obligations of the 
u~ u 
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people should n~t be in()reaRed and that all future recruitmt'nts Mhonl,l 1," 
made on the basts that the Government is goin:,t to be conductc·d bv Indian.~. 
The Preamble of the. Act o~ 1919 hn~ ~~laced it distinctly in the· fordru11~ 
of the Act that the mcreusmg a~soctatwn of Indians il'l 11n esl'lential part 
of the p~licy of IIis_l\lajesty's Governn~en~. Yon cnnnot think of nch!t:"illg 
progress~ve responsible Government wtthm nny rt?asonnhl~ t•rriod o~ tinte 
~f you will not make up your mind to stop further rccruitmt•nt in the intnrtl 
m England. You must _make up your mind that nil futnre recruitment 
must be in India. That does not mean that we shallt1ot invite aud welcome 
the co-operation of onr English fellow-subjects where we need it.. We 
shall invite them. We have invited many in the pnst and v:tJ shall ir.vite 

· as many as we shall need in the future but we shall invite them 1u1 expert:-~. 
We shall invite them as technical expert!!. We shall invite them to tide 
us over any preliminary period of any particular endevvou1· or venture. 
Short term engagements are not unknown to Europeam nnd Indbmi in 
this country, but we object to increasing the burden of the vested intel'· 
ests in the services because we have found that it has been u.;;cd as an nr11u
ment against the further expansion of Self-Government. I submit the~e
fore that this question ought not to be determined until we know what is 
the next advance to be made in the Government of the cottfltrv both in the 
Provinces and in the Central Government, and for that reason we feel thht 
this Report should be held up until the Government hn ve before them thll 
Report on the question of constitutional reform, and that both should be 
considered simultaneously. I have submitted already that tht delay will. 
not mean any great injury to those who are interested in the Commission's 
proposals. The civil services of India are not among th~ conten1pti1Jly 
paid services of the world. The civil services of India are Among tho best 
paid services in the world. 'fhey have had recent emoluments added to 
them. As the Honourable the Home M(;mber distinctly podnted out, it was 
in 1919-20 when they had their last large increase. Only three year:-; have 
since elapsed, and within three years to expect another large increase to 
their emoluments should be a rare thing even in the histor.'' of thiJ civil 
services in India. I submit, therefore, they can very well afford to wait. 
They ought to wait because the carrying out of the propmmls will moan a 
very serious infliction of burden upon the tax-payer. For thelle reason3 
I wish that the House would adopt the first part of my amendment which 
merely aims at telling the Secretary of State and the Government of l11dia 
that the questions are interdependent and that by deciding the question 
of the further classification of services, fresh difficulties will be thrown in 
the way of further advance in the direction of constitutional reform. We 
want that this opinion should be laid before His Majesty's Secretary of 
State and the Government of India. It may possibly lead t.hem, not to give 
up the idea of d~aling .with the Lee C?mmis~Jion TI.epo:t ~lyJgether, but. t11 

expedite the cons1der~t10n of t.he questiOn of. constttutio}'\~(1 advance whwh 
is very much opprcssmg the mmds of us, Indtam. It will be a.very U>~?fnl 
proposal to put forward before. the Gov~r~~1ent from that pomt ~f v~ew. 
It will point to them the necessity of l!latisfymg the reasonahle allpmltwn'l 
and demands of the people of this conn try before tht> Go•. ·~rnment should 
ask them to bear further burdens in the way of increase".! proposed by the 
Lee Commission. · 

As for the second clause, I do not wlsh to commit the House to the 
view which the Honourable Sir Sivaswamy .Aiyer has expressed in the 
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seeond part of his Resolution. I want that the question as to the time from 
which relief may be given should be left open until the matter has been 
considered. I wish that the House should not commit itself on this point. 
considering the very brief information whieh it has and the very limited 
time it has got to consider the Iieport, involving an important proposi
tion affecting the finances of the country. I propose that the second 
clause of my H "nourable friend's Resolution should be omitted, and that in 
its place should be substituted : 

" That in any cuse •·hen the proposals contained in the Report are. examined 
they mnst be namin~d as a whole and this cannot be done before September.'' 

In the con,!lusion the Honourable the Home Member, Sir Sivaswamy 
Aiyer and I are agreed, namely, that the consideration of this Report 
should be postponed till September. The reasons whir.h ltave beP.n ai!
nnced by Sir Siva.swaniy .Aiyer and the llouourable the Home Member 
I have endorsed to a large extent. I want to make one important. dilter
entiation nn which I have already dwelt at some length and 1 hop.~ thCl 
IloUHe will see the reasonableneiis of my amendment and llCI!<'Pt it. 

Mr. Chairman : The question is : 
11 That for elauses (1) and (2) of the originul Resolution the following tlfo 

elau&e~~ be aubetituted : 

• 1 (1) That the questions raised by the ieport cannot be separated from the all· 
important question of self-government in aeeordanee with the demand put forwaru 
by the Assembly in February las~ to which no satisfactory response has so far bc<'l1 
made1 and that both the questions ought to be determined simultaneously ; 

(2) That in any ease when the proposals contained in the Report are examinf.'ll 
they must be examined as a whole and this cannot be done before September '.'' 

The .. &.ssembly then adjourned for Lunch till Half Past Two of the 
C~k . 

Th~ Assembly re-assembled after Lunch at Half Past Two of the 
Clock, }fr. Chairman in the Chair. 

MESSAGE PROM TilE COUNCIL OF STATE. 

Secretary of the Assembly : The following :Message has been re
ceived from the l:;eeretary of the Council of .State : 

11 J:a aeeordnnee with Rule 36 (1) of the Indian Legislative Rules I am directed 
to inform you that the amendment made by the Legislative Assembly in the Bill to 
provide for the modification of certain pronsions of the Indian Stamp Aet, 1899, in 
thl.'ir application to certain promissory notes and other instruments was taken into 
eonsidcrution by the Council of State at their meeting to·day, the 9th Jnne, 19:!!, 
ud tbnt the Council have agreed to the amendment.'' 

RESOLUTION RE THE LEE COMMISSION'S REPORT. 

Mr. W. M. Hussanally (Sind : ~[uhammadnn Rural) : With your 
permission, Sir, I wish to put a qu~stion to the Honourable the llome 
Member whether he expects the Loeal Governments' reports upon the 
J.ee Commission's Report before the next sessicn, whether those reports 
(If the Local Governments will be circulated to us before the matter 
eomes up for debate here again, and whether the Provincial Govern-· 
menta have been instructed. to consult their Legislatures as well f 



2830 LEGISI.ATIVE ASSE:\IBLY [9TH JuNE 1924. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : The Honourable Mem· 
her asks me whether the I.ocnl Gtwernmt'nts' reports will be received 
before n~xt September. 'rhe answer to that is certainly in the aflir· 
mative. We expect them before ~eptemher. Tho second part or the 
question, as to whether those rrports would hr ('irculated to the House 
before or after the Government of India look nt them, I will take time 
to consider. The question whether Local Governments will consult 
their Legislature before maki11~ thrir reports is a mattPr that il'l 
raised by an amendment but which I have no objection to answering. 
The question whether Local Governments will consult their Legislatures 
is a question for the Local Governmt-nts themsclns. 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : Sir, I (b;ire to support the amend· 
ment moved by Pandit 1\Iadan 1\Iohan Malaviya and do so, Sir, for the 
simple reason that in the face of the speech of the Honourable Home 
Member that amendment is quite rele\'ant to the lle~o~olution and ought 
to be accepted by the Government. 'l'he llonomable the Home Member, 
Sir, pointed out that the Lee CommiRsion not only dealt with the 
grievan<>es of the services but ahw with the far more important ques
tion of the provincialization and Indianization of the services. And 
in dealing with these questions, the Lee Commission definit.e.Iy dealt 
with what was a political issue which has been inextricably bound up 
with tht" question of the progress of reforms in this country. The Lee 
Commission has based its propos'als for the provincialization and the 
Indianization of the services on the framework of the Reform Act of 
1919 and upon certain other assumptions which did not follow from 
the framework of the Ueform Act. As I take it, according to their 
calculations, there are going to be three Statutory Commissions before 
we are going to have anything like responsible Government in this country. 
Therefore, if on that basis this House is to be asked to proceed to 
discuss the recommendations of that Commission I say, Sir, in the1 face 
of the Resolution to which this House stands committed, which was 
passed in February last, it is impossible that this House can consider 
the proposals of the Lee Commission on the basis of that scheme of 
reforms which, according to the Commission's assumptions, is likely 
to take 40 years more before we arrive at anything like responsible 
Government. We therefore have a right to say that the question of 
the ~ievances of the services, the question of provincialization of the 
~services and the Indianization of the services should be examined and 
can only the examined by this House on the basis of the principles for 
which it has stood. Moreover, the Government have already appointed 
a Committee to examine the defects in the working of this reform scheme. 
I think, Sir, it is perfectly possible that this Committee would come to 
the conclusion that the defects in the working of the diarchic scheme are 
such that the basis upon which it is suggested by the Lee Commission that 
the services should be recognized, cannot be accepted ; and it is also quite 
possible that the recommendations which this Committee will malw and the 
final proposals which His Majesty's Government may put forward 
in that connection, may be such as to disturb the framework upon which 
the Lee Commission's recommendations hare been based. Therefore, I 
consider it perfectly germane to this question of the consiueration of the 
Lee Commission's recommendations by this Honse that the Government 
sh~uld also examine those recommendations in the light not only of the 
Resolution which has been pas:-;cd by thiK Ilousc anll which, so far, as this 
Resolution rightly points out, ha~ not received any adequate or satisfac
tory response, but it is also necessary for the Government to examine the 



THE LEE COMMISSION'S REPORT, 2831 

Lee Commission's recommendations in the light of the investigations that 
are now proceeding into the defects of the working of the very schenie 
upon which those recommendations are based. 

Then again, Sir, I think that this necessarily raises other po[itical 
issues upon which the Government have now decided to take much more 
time than it was prepared to do some days ago. I quite concede that 
the Home 1\Ie.rnber has done the right thing and we are certainly thank
ful to him for it, in that he has taken steps necessary in this behalf 
with the Secretary of State to enable him to say that even in regard 
to the urgent matters which he mentioDJed to the House as being those 
upon which the Secretary of State wanted to take action, that even in 
those matters the Secretary of State has now agreed to put off taking 
action upon understanding which he says is involved in the Honour
able ~ir Sivaswamy Aiyer's Resolution. That understanding is intended 
to be conveyed in sub-clause (2). I say, Sir, that it is neither proper 
nor competent to this House to agree to that understanding or to give 
any undertaking in that behalf. The question whether the allowances 
that may hereafter be finally deCided on will have to be given with 
retrN;pective effect or not, is a question of finance and expenditure 
upon which the Government cannot expect this House to be tied by 
anything which can be said to-day. Similarly, the question in regard 
to the passage allowances is not a mere question of allowances : it is a 
(JUestion that involves the perpetuation of the racial basis of the ser· 
vices in that the European services will in. effect get an addition to 
their salaries which approximates to about 25 lakhs per annum. That, 
Sir, is sought to be put under a very dexterous plan beyond the pale 
of the vote of this House. And I say, Sir, that the proposal to make 
these passage allowances non-votable. by treating them as part of 
salary .....•..•.• 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I am sorry to interrupt 
the I!tmourable Member, but I hope he does not suggest that I said any 
decision would be arrived at on passages. That is exactly what I did 
not say. 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : I am merely urging before the House, 
Sir, that the question involved in the grant or non-grant of passage 
allowancC's is a question of constitutional importance in that it seeks 
to JN'Ike an item which is now votable into a non-votable item, and to 
that ('Xtent it takes away the liberties of this House in regard to taxa· 
1 ion and expt>nditure. Similarly, Sir, in regard to the question of 
making the service~ in the three Departments mentioned in paragraph 
16, a11 bring appointments to be made by the Secret!lry of State and 
not by the Government o1 India, that als01 is a matter in which the 
proposal would mean that the House which now has the right to settle 
the pay and allowances of the officers in those Departments will be 
deprivrd of that right by their appointments being made by the 
Hecretary of State and thereby being placed within the non-votable 
han under section 67-B of the Government of India Act. That, again, 
Sir, is a retrogressive proposal.~ These two proposals, that in regard to 
pa.-;.'ia~e allowance and that ju n~~ard to the appointments under the 
Customs and other department~ being made by the Secretary of State, 
are proposals which in effect will take away powers at present possessed 
by the Lr~islature ; and, there'tore, the question of reform, the question 
of the eontml of the Lrgislature over the services and the question of the 
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grant necessary to cany 011 tlw Govennnent tLroug-h those services is one 
which the House will han; to (·rmsid('l noi cnly in connection with the 
Lee Commission's recommendations lmt also in connection with the further 
prog-ress of reforms in this conn1toy. 

Then
1 

tlir: question about the appointment of a Public Services Com
mission also, to my mind, involves the question of the constitutional 
position of the Legislatures in this country. As it is now proposed, 
the Public Services Commission that will be instituted will only act 
by delegation of the pow~rs ·which are now vested in the Secretary of 
State for India. Our contention has been that this Public ServiC!eS 
Commi<:'lion should bE~ the creature of the Indiail Ll~gislature and that 
the cor.trol of the Indian Leg·islaturc over the services should be com
plete, .md, therefore, any Public Services Commission that is established 
in thi!-'. country should not be merely one which is dependent for its 
existence and for its functions upon the ~;ole authority of the Secretary 
,,f St!!te:. Then, similarly, in regard to the tnmsferred services which 
are wad(' over to the Provincial Governments. In the provincialisa
tion Jf those services also, I eonsider, Sir, that a very important and 
vital constitutional question is involved. 'r'hese services will be plaaed 
undt>r the Provincial Governments. 'fhey will not 1 so far as we can 
now gt.eRs, have the advantage of an independent Public Services Com· 
mission until the Legislatun:s in tlii' pt o;.·il:tl'S proceed to enact the neces
sary legislation for that purpo,;e ; and in reg-ard to them also, although 
that legislati(JU will be available in respect uf the future recruitment 
and control of the men so recruited to those services, it would not 
sffect the po!<!ition of those' already in those departments, even though 
those depat·t•nents are transferred. 'rh('refore for 20 years, as the 
Lee Commission have computed, for 20 year~ the existing members in 
the s.:•rvices will obtain the benefit of the guaraJ,tee and the protection 
now afforded by the Reforms Scheme, If this is so, I cannot under· 
~;tand why f. or 20 years to come the Ministers in charge of the Trans
ferred Department~-; should practi<:nlly lw powerlesi-i to control the 
services which are supposed to hp rrsponf:lible to them and for which 
they arE' supposed to he responsible to the Leg-islatures. I recognise 
that this transition has to be provitled for. I recognitie that any just 
rights of the sennces should not be taken away without justification. 
But T W'lnt this question should be examined in the light of the prin
ciples of responsible goyernment upon ·which alone this provincialisa
tion and Indianisation of the servicf•s ~hould be based. It should not 
be based upon this most unsatisfactory Diarchic Reforms Scheme, into 
the working of which everybody is now agreed that there should be 
a re-examina1ion. For these reasons, Sir, I think that, so far as the 
reason~ we urge for postponement of this matter is concerned, it is the 
duty of the Government to consider these rPcommendations not merely 
on their own meritR but also upon the bearing which they have on the 
constitlltional development of this conntry and also npon the definite 
pronomJCement' whieh this Honf\e has r..lready made in regard to the 
futm··· constitution of India. 

lhi Bahv.dur Raj Narain (Di>lhi : Nominated Non-Official) : Sir, I 
rise to support the Ref·olnt.lon so ably put hy Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer. 
That there is absolute necc;;sity for ns to have time to consider the Lee 
Report in all its aspects has been fully stated by him. I may, however~ 
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mention a few facts which, to my min~ strike me as being very im
portant matters. The Lee Commission has not completely fixed the tests of 
efficiency for nrious services which the House may find it advisable to 
fix when it c1•nsiders the matter. That is one tl1ing which we cnnnot 
possiLly do in the .;hort time that we have at our disposal. Then, again, 
the question of Provincialisation and Indianisation of the services are 
que&tion.'l which are vital and which require time to <'On.<>ider. There 
remain the questions of appointing authority of the services, controlling 
nutho1·ity of 1he services and fixing of emoluments. These are questions, 
which, WI pointed out by my H011ourable friend, could not be determined 
by any indiv~dual Member of the Assembly in snch a. short time. On 
1hese consideration.'> it was only right that the Government came for
ward and agrr.ed to the .m~gestion that the consideration and discus
eion of the Lee Commission Report might be deferred till the September 
,ession. I hP.artily support that and thank the Government for having 
accerl('d to the Resolution. An amendment has been proposed to this 
by my very able friend, the Honourable Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya, 
and Wf' have to consider whether that amemdment is a proper amend~ 
ment at this time when we are really considering the postponement of 
the JJPe Commission's Report. It seems to me a little inconsistent to 
mggest that we should postpone the consideration of the Lee Commis
sion's Report and at the same time suggest that we shall consider it. 
This to my mind i~; the effect of the amendment suggested by the 
llononuhle Member. According to Pandit Madan Mohan Maluviya, 
the I'O'Isideration of the Lee Commission's Heport ought to be~ post
poned until Oovernment have decided about the revision of the Gov
ernmPnt of India Act. How the two things are connected together is 
a little difficult for a man of less ability than the Panditjee himself to 
undcr~;tand. Well, I, for one, admit that I cannot very .well connect 
the two together. One or the other of these two objects can be in view. 
One i't that by postponing this measure, we bring pressure upon the 
Government, WP. induce the Government to review and revise the 
Gov~rnment of India Act sooner than they would otherwise do. We 
have bt>en assured by the Honourable the llome Member that it shall 
be done as soon as possible, not the actual revision but the considera
tion, as to what' can be done in that direction. Well, what other object 
can hi' served by the suggestion of the Panditjee I have not been able 
to understand. It may be that be wants to provide against the possi
bility of the September consideratiQn of the Report and the decision then 
arrived at being taken as a plea for incorporating or ret!'lining certain 
prejudicial provisions in the Government of India Act. When the 
revision of the Aet is taken in hand my answer is simple. We can, 
when WI' are considering the Lee Commission's Report in September 
next, provide that any decision arrived at shall not prejudice any decision 
".Vhich the Government or this House might. in the future make with 
r~ofeJ'f'nce to the reYision o~ the Government of India Act. ·That would 
be the proper time to bt"in~ forward this suggesti.on and I humbly 
submit to thi:; Honse to consider whether thiJ guggestion is not prema
ture at this stage of the proceedings. I therefore humbly but strongly 
support the F.e~olntion moved hy Sir SiYaswamy Aiyer, but I am afraid 
I cannot support the amen1lmcnt moved by Pandit :Madan Mohan 
Malniya. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : Sir, it is really somewhat difficult to understand 
what we are really discussing. (A Voice : "Louder, please.") I find 
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it difficult to understand what exactly it is that we are discussing. It 
is common ground, it seems, between Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer and thof!e 
who think with him, and the Honourable the Home Member and thos~ 
who think with him, as also with Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya and 
those who think with him, that this matter should not be discussed Ht 
this session. It appears, at any rate, to be the common ground between 
all parties that it should be discussed, if at all, in September. These two 
faets being clear, I really fail to understand what it is that we are fighting 
fOil'. Whether this Resolution should be passed or that Resolution should 
Le passed is the question that is before the House. But the result appears 
to me to be the same. Perhaps my friend the Home Member wants some 
price for the postponement and that price is indicated in part (2) of 
Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer's Resolution. Now, I put it to hiin!-If that is so, 
is it fair ! Should you treat. the House in this way ? You are agre~d 
that this matter should not and could not be discussed in this session 
bljcause neither the Home Member nor the Members of this House are 
prepared to discuss this llesoluti:m on its merits. If the Home Member 
is not prepared, and if the non-official Members of this House are. not 
!Jrepared, then the only course is to pol'tpone the discussion till Septem
ber. Why should he seek a price for this postponement ? Is it right T 
He wants to postpone the discussion because he has not studied the 
Report. He has admitted that other Government Members also are not 
quite prepared to go into the detaih of th;-: Report. Members of this 
House are also not yet prepared for the discussion of the Report. If that 
is so, is it fair for him to ask this price for this postponement ? Why 
not keep the matter oyer to the September session, leaving every party 
free to press its own views on that occasion. 

I see there are three schools of thought. There is one school of 
thought which would like, that this Report should be discussed on its 
merits apart from the question of constitutional advance. My friend, 
the Mover of th~s Resolut.ion, seems to me to be of that opinion and there 
are perhaps some other non-official Members of that opinion. Perhaps 
the Government Members also would like it. I have not the slighte . .:;t 
doubt that the Government Members hold the·vtew that this matter should 
be treated on its own merits apart from the question of. constitutional 
advance. This is one school. 

., , There are others like my friend Pandit Madan ·.Mo:Qan Malaviya wh(l 
feel that, though this matter in their opinion could not possibly be ~epa
rated from the question of c:mstitutional advance, if the Secretary of 
State does not accept their view and forces them to discuss the Report 
on its merits apart from the question of constitutional advance, then 
they say in the second paragraph of this amendment that " in any case " 
this matter should be postponed till September. Their whole point seeros 
to be to convey to the Secretary of State the sense of this House that 
this is a matter which could not be separated from the question of con
stitutional advance and if the Secretary of State thinks otherwise, then 
they say they have no other alternative but to discuss it on its merits. 
Why should you prevent the l\Iembers of this Assembly from placing 
that view before the Secretary of State Y It may be that the Secretary 
of State may be a reasonable man, not so unreasonable as you are. 
(Laughter). It is just likely that he might appreciate this view point. 
lie might think that, as there is a large body of opinion in the Assembly: 
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who feel that this is a matter which could not possibly be separated from 
the question of constitutional advance, he should therefore agree with 
thl.'m and have both the matt£-rs simultaneously examined. There is 
just a chance. Therefore all that Pandit Madan :Mohan Malaviya ·and · 
those who think with him want is this : " Give us an opportunity of 
making this representation to the Secretary of State, and if the Secretary 
of State does not agree with us, then of course we will fall back upon the 
11econd part of the amendment, namely, in any case this matter should 
be discussed in September." The question will of course be discussed 
then on its merits by those who take this view. That is the second 
school of thought. 

There is yet a third school of thought. They think that thi.s report 
should under no circumstances be considered on its merit'! apart from 
the question of constitutional reform. These two subjects in their 
opinion cannot possibly be separated. Even if the Secretary of State 
feels otherwise, decides otherwise, they are not going to have anything 
to do with this report. There is that school of thought also. You must 
remember that. They strongly feel that the manner in which this Report 
has come before this House for consideration is ·simply scandalous, to 
11ay the least of it. Members will recollect that the last Assembly, when 
the announcement for the appointment of this Commission was made, 
moved an adjournment of the House for the purpose of discussing the 
11aid announcement. They carried that motion for adjournment, thus 
marking their protest against the appointment of any Commission. Not 
(ln)y that, they went further. When the Government came forward 
with a demand for a grant of three lakhs of rupees for the expenditure 
of this Commission, the last Assembly a~ain repeated their protest i:-1. 
spite of the entreaties of the Government Benches by refusing the demand 
for grant. I have gone through the proceedings on that occasion and 
I find that some wt·y moderate l\lemhers of that Assembly had statctl 
that, if in spite of their repeated protests the Commission was going to 
Le thrust on this country, then the country was not going to co-operate 
with that Commission. Such was the. manly stand that the last .A,.ssembly 

3r.M. 
took. Now I put it to this House, this House which 
claims to be more represeutative than the last Assem

bly (.-1n llonourable Jfembcr: "Question.") : What attitude should they 
adopt on this question t The question really is, when the last Assembly had 
more than once entered their protest against the appointment of the 
Commission, first, by passing a motion for adjournment, and, secondly, by 
refusing the demand for the grant, then is it right for this Assembly 
now even to think of consiclerin::r this Report ? This is one ground on 
which, in the opinion of some Members of this Assembly, this Report 
t>bould be thrown into the waste-paper basket. But there is another and 
litronger reason why this Report should not be considered' at all by this 
.hsembly. If this House desires to be taken seriously on the question 
(\f constitutional advance, then I say this Report should not be considered 
by them at all. Remember wh~t we did in the Delhi session. We 
passed a Resolution asking for a round-table conference for drafting a 
scheme of self-~overnmcnt. We passed it by an overwhelming majority. 
Govrrnment did not re,pond to the f.atibfaetion of the Assembly, and 
what attitude did this House then take t (Pandit Shamlal Nehm : 
11 They gave an· official Committee.") Yes, this House. considered the 

L8iLA. 
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announcement made by Sir Malcolm llailey, the then Home Member, 
regarding the appointment. of that Committee, and thought that the 
announcement was an insult to this House, with the result that this 
House decided to refuse demands for grants. (The Honourable Sir Basil 
Blackett : " They did not do it.") They refused four grants, and when 
further demands for grants were made they said, " Yes, you want to 
spend so much money on certain dep:Jrtments, all right, spend it, we have 
no objection " ; but when you came with the Pinance Bill, they said 
"No, thank you. We cannot pass the Finance Bill and thus supply funds 
to you. We did not promise you money, you asked our permission to 
spend and we said we had no objection ; by all means spend. But we 
cannot give you the money. You have for the last 150 years drained thl! 
country and you might as well spend from that." The Finance Blll wa~ 
rejected. Such was the manly, courageous stand which the .-\~sembly took. 
I put it to this House. Are you now going to be consistent with that 
attitude which you took in February and March f If you want to 1Je 
consistent, if you have any self-respect, the only course open to you is 
to refuse to consider the Report of the Lee Commission. I feel, however, 
that the Government must be congratulating themselves to find that t.hc 
Assembly is by degrees goinR (town and down and gradually giving up 
that fight which they began in the February and March meetings of the 
Assembly. (Cr1:es of "No, no.'~) Facts are facts. Thh is my fee!ing 
from my experience of this session. I shall be glad to find that I am wrong. 
I submit that no Member who was a party to the rejection of the Bullg-et 
could think of discussing this Report apart from the question of consti
tutional reforms. Self-respect and the dignity of the .Assembly demand 
that this is the only r~ght course for the Assembly to adopt. These are 
the three views which can well be discu~Jsed on their merits when the 
Report is taken up for consideration. Let us not 'commit any· party to 
anything now. Let us leave each party free to express its own views 
at. the proper time. Let Pandit Madan .Mohan l\Ialaviya be free to 
express his view ·and our friend (Sir P. S. Sivaswamy .1\.iyer) to press hi~ 
view, and let tho>:e who think "·ith me be free to press their views 
when the Heport comes up for consideration. If you think you are 
committing any party to anything by passing. 3;ny Resolution now, you 
are very much .mistaken. Supposing this Resolution is passed, still I 
submit it 'viii be open to Pandit 1\Iadan 1\Iohan I\Iahriya in Sept em he1· 
to press hls view and say, " No, this Report cannot be discussed now, make 
a representation to the Secretary of State first that this question shonlrl 
not be separated from the other question of constitutional advance, and 
if the Secretary of State ultimately comes to a contrary decision, I mfght 
agree to a discussion of the Report on its merits." If I. am right in this 
view, then I ask, why not make a rrpresentation 110\Y .so that, when in 
September the matter comes up for discussion, Pandit l\Iadan .Mohan 
:Malaviyli could not raise this question again '? Thi-; course would 
facilitate the business of the IIout:~e. .As for the third l:!chool of thought, 
of course there is no remedy except Swaraj. It represents a vie\v whid1 
will be pressed and pressed and pressed till Swaraj is obtained. Believe 
me you cannot get out of it ; it will always be there. Even if it is in 
minority, it will be pressed so long as Swaraj is not obtained. 

There is one other matter I would like to urge upon the attention 
of this House, and it is this. You mayl if you decide~ consider the~e 
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recommendations in September, but take it from me, that any vested 
interests created whether with or without the assent of this Assembly 
will not be safe. You have no right to create any further v.ested 
interests at this stage. At the earliest possible opportunity the 
wuntry, which I venture to submit is not full~ repres.ented he;e, will 
repudiate any such vested interests. .You are m1staken 1f you thmk you 
are merely eu:lCerned with the consent or assent of this Assembly. 
Hemember that there is such a body as the Indian National Congre:;s 
rtpresent'ing the country: Take note of it ; you mar l.augh at it; yo~1 
may dil;re:ard my warnmg {Laughter), but th~re 1t 1s. Before I ~~t 
down I :,hwld lil;e to repeat that when all parties are agreed that thts 
lllatter ~;houl<l not be taken up now, the best course is not to pass this 
Resolution or that Resolution ; but to allow the whole matter to go over 
to September when every point of view will be fully discussed and all 
the three schoo!Ji of thought will have free scope. I think therefore the 
1•11iy solution of this impasse-if I may call it so-is for someone to 
move that the further di~;cussion of this Resolution be adjourned till the 
):;eptember session. · 

Mr. Chairman : Does the Honourable Member move that proposition 
formally t · 

Mr. V. J. Patel : I do not think I will move it. 
Mr. B.. D. Bell (.Bombay : Nominated Official) : Sir, Mr. Patel in thu 

earlier part of his speech has referred to a point on which I should like 
to make a few remarks. In referring to clause (2) of Sir Sivaswamy 
Aiyer's Resolution, he delicately mentioned the price which the Honour
ill:.le the Home Member had consented to take in return for the Reso
lution. Pandit 1\ladan Mohan Malaviya referred to the failure of the 
Commission to publish its evidence, and one can recognise now that there 
are certain disadvantages in that course. It is for this reason that I wish 
to put before the House a few facts. I rather feel that I am in the posi
tion of a shareholder in an Iron and Steel Company speaking on a 
Tariff Bill, but I can assure the House (Mr. V. J. Patel :" I hope you will 
uot vote '') that my interest i~ a very small one and is locked up in a 
highly speculative concern entitled Appendix IV. I wish to deal 
11pecially with the case of the uncovenanted services and I wish to place 
j;ome reservations on the remarks which I make. I can only speak of 
what l know, that is, the condition of these services in my own Province, 
the l'.c;idency of Bombay. In dealing with these services I visualise 
the normal case- that of an officer who marries about the age of 30 and 
has a small family. There is an impression, sometimes, that before 
the War the members of these uncovenanted services were comparatively 
well off. On this point I should like to say that when I came to India 
in 1902 I found that a married member of these services in the Bombay 
Presidency had to live with very great regard to carefulness and economy. 
~ot very long afterwards the need for revising the conditions of these 
ser\'ices was recognised. In 1912 there was appointed the Public Services 
Commission. Before the Public Services Commission could report the 
War broke out and the War had for quite a long time a definite economic 
effect on the uncovenanted sen Ices. The cost of living in India, unlike 
Hu· cost of liYing in England, rose very slowly until the very end of thP. 
War. In England, school fees, which are the main item in an officer's 
~mittnnces, nl...o rose very ~o~lowly. Then again there was a tendency 
for the standard of life to fall from the careful and economic to th~ 
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'!rugal, and, as everyone knows, sacrifices were willingly made in every 
direction. It was quite impossible in ordinary circumstances for an 
officer to take leave and there was no immediate necessity for him to 
save passage money. 

Mr. Chairman : Order, order. I would request the Honourable 
Member not to go into details at this stage. lie will realise that the 
issue before the House is rather a restricted one. · ' 
. Mr. R. D. Bell : My point :s this, Sir. The urgency of the cas~ 
rests upon its merits. If the daims . of these , services are not weil 
merited, then they are not urg(;nt. I hope you will recognise my point 
.Sir, and allow me to proceed. Well, Sir, I shall be as brief as possible 
.in coming to the main point. 'I'here was a revision of pay in 1919, but 
·the revision was made on the basis of a two-shilling rupee. With the 
fall in the exchange the condition of the services was entirely altered. 
Now it may be said that the services have had an increase of pay !n 
1919, and statistics may be given to show 'vhat has been the rise in the cost· 
of living since the Public Services Commission reported. The main 
point is whether the pay of the uncovenanted services is sufficient,
whatever has been the · increage in the costs of living and whatever 
increases ·of pay they have received-whether their pay is sufficient to 
maintain them in. moderate. comfort and free from financial anxietleii. 

· Well, Sir, last year I collected a large number of household budgets in 
the Presidency of Bombay and I should like to point out to the House 
that people. who keep household budgets are generally very careful and 
e\!onomical people ..... . 

Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar : Sir, are we now going into the family 
budgets of people in the different services 1 · 

Mr. Chairman : I hop~ . the Honourable .Member will come to the 
JlOint. 

Mr. R. D. Bell : The ·result of that inquiry. (and I can assure the 
House that in nearly every. case not the average figure but the lowfl'it 
figure was taken) was to show that in the. Bombay Presidency in the 
uncovenanted services, such as the Police and Forest Service8, if the 
pay were raised by 25 per cent. it .:would barely enable them to meet their 
expenses between the ages of JO and 40 and would be quite insufficir;nt 
to meet expenses after the age of 40. 

Seth Govind Dass (Central Provinces : Landholders) : Sir, is-the 
House allowed to ~go into the merits of the question 1 

Mr~ R. D. Bell : I am not dealing with the merits of the question. 
Dr. H. S. Gour (Central Provinces Hindi Divisions : Non-Muham

madan) : Do I understand the I!onourable :\!ember to be speaking 
&.gainst the motion for postponement ? 

Mr. R. D. Bell : I am sp~aking on the Resolution. If these facts 
&re recognised, then the settlement of the case becomes an urgent matte!." ; 
and I understand .it is the urgency of the matter which is now under 
consideration. I am speaking with special reference to clause (2) of 
Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer's Resolution. But I recognise, Sir, that the Repmt 
must be considl'red as a whole and, on behalf of the uncovenanted 
services, th~ugh I speak witlwut any authorisation, I shoulu like to 



TBE tEE C0:1Dl1SSION1S 'REPORt. ' .2839 

acknowledge the marked con11ideration which the Honourable •the MovtJr 
of the Resolution has shown towards these services in framing it. I 
Jlllt it before the House entirely from the point of view of the services 
now in India and I suggest, Sir, that the existing employees of Govern
ment deserve the same treatment as the employees of any other prudent 
I'Ud Honourable employer may be expected to receive. The point is 
thm-the adminit;trative machine is a delicate one and it is to everyone.'::~ 
interest that it 11hould run smoothly. Some parts of it have, within th,• 
lllbt year or two, become heated, and what is wanted now is a littl'! 
lubricating oil. It is no good, when lubricating oil is required, for peopl.e 
to throw handfuls of sand into the oil chamber. That is the point I wish 
to make-that some consideration must be shown . between now and 
September to these services and that nothing should be done in the mean
time ro increase the somewhat high feeling that exists in the matter of 
their pay. As I said just now, what is wanted is oil, and .if you put 
in ~and in11tead, more heat will be engendered and, if I may use the 
expres.sion, there will be a good deal of squeaking. 
• Sir Purshotamdas Thakurdas (Indian Merchants'-Chamber: Indian 
C\lmmerce) : Sir, I do not think I would like to follow the example of 
my Honourable friend from Bombay, Mr. Bell, in what he said ·regard· 
ing the varioul!l details in connection with . the Report. I fully agre,~ 
with my friend Mr. Patel that the House is practically unanimous :that 
the Report 11hould not be discussed now. The only .question before the 
House is as to how we should adjourn-on the Resolution moved by . Sir 
~ivaswamy Aiyer or on the· amendment proposed by Pandit Madan 
:Mohan Malaviya. :Mr. Patel said that paragraph 2 of Sir Sivaswamy 
Aiyer's Resolution was the price that the Honourable .the ~lome Mem· 
ber was taking from the House for this postrtmament. I really wonder 
tr any Honourable Member of this Houlle is prepared either to allege 
or to believe that that Resolution of Sir Sivaswamy .Aiyer's was drafted 
by the Honourable the Leader of the House and was given to him· to 
be put in as his Resolution. (Mr. Devaki Prasacl Sinha and another 
Jlonourable Member : u Nobody suggested that.") If that is a thing 
which cannot even be conceived of. by this House as is evidenced by 
two interruptions I have had from both sides of the House, the only 
other inference that remains is that Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer ·has offered to 
pay a price for the adjournment of this discu~sion 'from to-day to 
Heptember. With the reputation that Sir Sbaswamy Aiyer has had iu 
this House and before I say, Sir, with all the t>mphasis at my command 
that the idea that paragraph 2 of his Resolution is a price for the post
J•Onement may be safely put out of serious consideration at this stage. 
J<'or, after all, what does paragraph 2 of Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer's Resolu
tion contain t It only• repeats that in case IJovernment decide, either 
6n the recommendation of this House, or, overriding the recommenda
tion of this House,-as is generally apprehended at this moment,-to 
lt'ive relief to the services on the lines indicated in the Lee Commission 
U<'port, Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer only indicates or wants it to be indicated 
to the Secretary of State that the Government will be in a position to 
do that a~ much after September next as now. Beyond that I fail to 
ll<'e wh<'re the question of any price in connection with paragraph 2 
«•f fo;ir SivaHwamy Aiyer's Resolution eomes in. If the majority of this 
1Jou11e very 11tron~l~·· fefll that paragraph 2 had better not be there, and 
with the fllimination of that para~raph the House is likely -to be un
animous on the other two parts of Sir Sivas\vaDy .A.iyer's Resolution, 
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I do not know· whether my Ilononruhle frkntl will a•~ree to omit that 
part which apparently is looketl upon with some s~spicion by somu 
m this House. But, let me, Sir, put tn the llow·lt' the other side of tho 
9uestion. I~ paragraph 2 of Sir 8ivaswnmy Aiyt·r 's H1•solution a!'! it 
1s worded, It does not matter whether it i~ the Horne Member's idea 
?r ~hether it is my Honourable friend's, Sir 8ivaswarny 's, is a pric(•, what 
IS It that the amendment of my· llonourabh• frit·nd Pandit Malaviya 
wishes to indicate Y That amendment, I feel, can well be styled as 
something novel in the other direction ; for, that amendment, Sir, 
conveys a commitment of the opinion of this House, a commitment to 
which I feel that this House would not be justified in giving any· endor!oll'
ment. We have not discussed it and I take it that we are not to-day 
to be allowed to discuss that a'ipcct of the qncslion raised in paragraph 1 
of the Honourable Pandit 's amendmrut. If paragraph 2 of Sir Hiva
swamy Aiyer's Resolution is a price, I say that paragraph 1 of the 
Honourable Pandit 's amendment is also an effort to get a commitment 
from this Assembly to a certain line of action which ought to be leh 
open for discussion in September next. Dut1 after all, supposing that 
this amendment is not passed, there is nothing in Sir Sivaswamy 's 
Resolution which will prevent this Assembly from passing a Resolution 
en the lines of paragraph 1 of the Honourable Pandit 's amendment if 
the House so chose to do it in September next, after full and mature 
eonsideration. But I feel that on this question of the adjournment of 
the discussion of this subject at present the Honourable Pandit 's amend
ment is out of place and it certainly is an effort at a sort of pre-indication 
(Jf what may be coming, an indication which we have not yet had enough 
time to discuss on the floor of this llouse. 

I will, Sir, mention one more point. What is indicated in paragraph 
1 of the Ilonourable Pandit 's amenrlment causes an interdependence 
between the subject matter of the Lee Commission Report and the 
question of further advance in the reforms for India. There is no 
doubt a great deal in the Lee Commission Report and in the whole 
subject touched upon in that Report which is interdependent upon 
further reforms for India. The Honourable the llome Member said 
that there were three main features of the Lee Commission Report. He 
put as No. 3 the last, the question of advance .in pay and allowances 
for the services. I remember very well an Honourable Member from 
this side of the House interrupting him there and say·ing to the Honour
able the Home Member that that was the n,ost importl\nt part of it. 
If in the eyes of non-official members of this House or at least in the 
eyes of some leading Members of this House that i:;· the most important 
part of the Lee Commission Report, namely,. the question of further 
remuneration, increase of pay and allowances for the services, I take it 
that it should not be difficult for this House, irre;,;pective of the question 
of reforms to "ive a definite expression of their opinion in September 

' 
0 

'd h next · for, either the services are adequately pat or t ey are not so 
paid '; and in order to come to a definite condusion on that point 
perhaps a little more time is all that is wanted in order that each one 
may make his own inquiries, may take his own time to study the whol~ 
question and make up his mind as to wh?ther th? serv.ices need furt.her 
increase or not. I personally feel that stde by s1de with that questiOn, 
which I look upon as a very important one from the country's financial 
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point of view, the other two points mentionctl by the Honourable the 
Home :Member are also very important and it is those two points that 
cause so much interdependence upon the question of an advance in the 
reforms for India. 'fhe question of an increase in pay and allowance 
is not and cannot be connected with further reforms. 

The Secretary of State, I am pleased to say, and I am sure the 
House must have noted it with satisfaction, has agreed not to take any 
action on any of the questions dealt with in the Lee Commission Report 
till September next. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: Subject. to the House 
passing a Resolution substantially in conformity with the present Resolu· 
tion. 

Mr. V. J. Patel : That is the price. 
Sir Purshotamdas Thakurdas : I should like to know whether the 

Honourable Member attaches great importance to paragraph 2 of the 
Resolution. · 
;) The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I attach great import. 

ance to it. 
Seth Govind Das : Does the Honourable Member move that· part 2 

tf the Resolution should be deleted ? 

Sir Purshotamdas Thakurclas : I do not think the question arise·~ 
nt this stage. The Honourable Member is rather in a hurry~ I do 
not know whether there is any motive in the mind of the Secretary' of 
State in agreeing to this postponement. Leaving aside for the moment 
the price which my llonourabl~ friend here E'ays the Secretary of State 
insists upon getting, I really wonder whether the Secretary ·Of State 
can have any other motive in agreeing not to take any action on the 
I~ee Commission Report till after next September when the Assembly 
has diiicussed it, except this. I would like to believe, and I do believe 
until I am convinced otherwise, that the Secretary of State is genuinely 
anxious to get a clear expression of opinion from this Assembly as to 
what the Assembly thinks on the merits of the case in regard to the 
Lee Commission Report. Ample time we will have to criticise either 
the methods or the want of fulness or the extreme shortness of the 
Lee Commission Report. The House can criticise to its heart's content 
the fact that the evidence has not been made available to us, a thing 
which, as far as I ean remember, is without any precedent. On that 
we can say that we have been unable to form our opinion exactly in 
the same manner as the commissioners of that Royal Commission might 
have been able to form their opinion ; but in spite of all this, taking 
the facts as they are I would like to believe, and I sincerely believe, 
that the Secretary of State is anxious to get at the real genuine opinion 
of this Assembly on the merits of the case as it is put before us in the 
Report of the Royal Commission. Why· should thi~ Assembly not discuss 
that Report dispassionately without any other consideration but abso
lutely on the merits of the case as presented to as. Let us criticise it 
in every way possible. Let us say that we do not want any recruit
ment if we are com·inced that way. I implore the House not to mix up 
with it any sort of prP.-idl:'a that we will not d1scuss this very• important 
question, a question which has bel'n a burning question for some years 
now, a question on which the non-official Indians and the Government 
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· hne had strong opinions. I implore the 1Iouij9 that it will not commit 
ibelf to this amendment and will not condemn its judgment by saying 
that ·it will not di~:~Cuss this quedion except as interdependent upon th~ 
question of advance of reforms for India. 

For after 'al~ Sir,. the decision in that matter of advance in reforms 
i~. bo:und to. take time. It may ta~e. six months or ~ year. I hope it 
will take less. In some quarte~s 1t 1s thought that 1t will take more 
than a year. If the House is eonvineed that the services are inadequatdy 
paid,. may I ask. the Ilouse if they are honestly and conscientiously pre
pared to say that tb& services should· be starved for a period of a year 
or two years t · If, on the other handt the Uouse are convinced that 
the services are adequately paid~ even though relorms may be o.tfcred 
within the next fortnight, why should; we vote any: further· allow&I\CC~ 
liJI· any furtberr· pay• t. 1 therefore plead, in order that the opinion or 
this. Amlembly on .the· Lee Commission's Report may have the fullest 
weight, not only in India but eve1·ywhere else, I plead that no condi
tions shall be. put at this. st::gc on the full, irui'lrtil'l r.nd disrassiomtf! 
consideration of the Lee Commission's Report as it is presented to this 
House. . 

· The Bono~a.ble.Sit Basil Blackett. (Finance Member) : Sir, I rather 
;;lare the position of Mr. Patel in finding it difficult to nr~dnt""ltand what 
it· is we • are actually discussing.· We· are certainly not d1::1cussing the 
merits of the Report nor the grievances of thn services nor are we dis· 
cussing immediate constitutional. advance. l\lr. Patel de8cribed three 
schools of thought.· ·I would suggest that the .Assembly a~ a whole would 
prove itself. more worthy . to be called thoughtful. if it did not attempt 
t() pre-judge· the Lee· Commission's Report· before jt hr.:; re-ad it. It 
Mr. Patel wants to spend: the ne:s:t three months in the ma11ly occt.<pnt.ion 
c! hurling' thia. Report into the wastepaper basket,. what h.1 the goorl. of 
t1e Secretary of State or the Government of India waiting until three 
months hence when he will again dedare that he i'i Htill doing it 7 What 
we are discussing· is a. point on. which we are all agreed, r.hnt no11e o! 
us have had time to read tho Report or 1:1tudy it su:fficievtly to (1il,cu.'i.'i 
it.:: :Mr~ Patel who belongs· to· a school of thought that always looks for 
a price says that clause (2) of. Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer's Re!o!olution is 
the prict~ which is being paid for the promise of the Se~retary of State 
that he will not take action on thi~ Report until next September. Now 
clause (2), as I read it, is practically merely a statement of. fact. It 
is a statement of fact that it is the intention of the Secretary of 8tn.te 
and the Government of India to give effect to any financial relief that 
may eventually be decided upon for the services as from tin 1st of April 
1924. Let me· make myself clear .. I should like to safeguard myl'e!f 
in this. I do not say that every single decision that may l1e taken on 
the Lee Commission.'s Report will be antedated to the 1st April 1924, 
But it is common ground thnt when and if it is decided to givo relief 
of any kind in the form of financial relief to the services, that will, 
generally speaking, be antedated to the 1st of April 1924. · • 

Mr. Cha.ma.n Lal (West Punjab : Non-l\Iuhnmmadan) : I do not 
wish to interrupt the Honourable :Member but may I ask hi.m tu. make 
the point very clear whether it has already been decided that ~n in
creases granted shall have retrospective effect from the 1st April 
1924 f .. _: 
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The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : So I understand Sir, yes. Not 
that this Report should have retrospective effect but that any finnncial 
relief that may be decided upon shall be antedated to the 1St of .April. 
And I would ask the House to consider whether there is anythi!1g un
reasonable in that. 

Pandit Shamlal Nehru : )fay I· ask why the poor military officer 
hs been ignored f 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : This was a C·:nnmissivn on 
tl..e superior civil services. So far as I know the military i~ uot a 
superior civil service. -

The amendment moved by the Honourable Pandit Madan ~fohan 
Malaviya amounts to a statement that in the opinion of this HousE.> :10 
kind of relief shall be given to the services nor any or tha ether 
question.~ raised in the Lee Commission's Report considered until such 
date--1 have not got the exact words, but until Swaraj comes in by 
Fabian methods or otherwise. Well, that is a Fabian way of treat
ing the Lee Commission's Report, and the Honourable the Home Men1ber 
put in a plea earlier in the day not to turn this into an antiqJ.ated. docu
ment before it is used. I would seriously ask the House to consider 
whether the result of passing the Honourable Pandit M!iJan ~folum 
Malaviya's amendment would be useful. It would be a direct state· 
ment to the Secretary of State, to the Government of India ~11d to every 
one concerned that this House is not prepared to consid.er the Led 
Report on its merits. It would be a statement to that effect befnre · 
the Report has even been read. It would be a direct negative, and is 
it not obvious that the Secretary of State in saying that he is willing 
to leave over any decision on anything in this report until it has been 
discussed in September must &bk that he shall not be IrH~t by a reply 
that in no circumstances will we consider the Report on its merits ? If 
the House says that, obviously there is nothing for the Gcvernment of 
India and the Secretary of State to do but to treat this manly action 
in the same way as they had to treat the manly action to which Mr. Patel 
was referring in the last session. But I am sure the Hou~e wtlt not 
take that line and I ask them not to do so in their own interel)t and 
in the interests of India. We want this Report discussed on its 
merits. We want to know the opinion of all sections of the Hpuse and 
of the House as a whole, and we want to be sure that any action we 
take in accordance with the recommendations of the Report or in 
eontravention of those recommendations is taken after carefal and 
full consideration of the whole matter. If we leave it till September 
and then discuss the whole thing on merits, we shall be jn a pol>ition 
to consider whether the relief in this direction is inadequate, wltP.ther 
lndianization in this particular service is adequate, whether the pro
vincialization of another is desirable or not. The Report could then 
be discussed and India as a whole will surely benefit by having the 
opportunity for that dispassionate and-if I may use a word used the 
other day-eolourless discussion which is desirable for this purpose. 
I would therefore appeal to the House not to stultify the whole matter 
by passing the Honourable Paudit 's Resolution. 

As regards the Resolution of Sir Sivaswamy· .Aiyer, it represents 
nothing more than a statement that it is desirable to postpone Mll· 
aideration of this matter until September, and that as a mnttl'r of fact 
the decision of the Secretary of State to give relief as from the 1st of 
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.April, in so fat as relief is given will cause that postponement to do U(} 

particular harm .. If the Il:ous~; prefers on the suggestion u£ :Mr. Patel 
to adjourn the debate without further discussion, not passllig any 
Resolution, I am authorised by the Home Member to say that he would 
see no objection to that course, which comes to much the same thing. 

Mr. B. Venkatapatiraju (Gunjam cum Vizagapatani : Non-Muham
madan Rural) : Sir, in accordance with the wishes of the Home Member 
l propose to imve that furthel· discussion be postponed till September 
d this year. 

Mr. Chairman : The question is : 
''.That further discussion of this Resolution be now adjourned.'' 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra. Rao (Godavari c1tm Kistna : 
Non-Muhammadan Rural) : I wish to ask the Honourable the Home 
Member whether in the interval he would induce the Secretary oi State 
tQ publish such portions of tho evidence as he may consider necessary 
or advisable and have such evidence made available for the considera
tion of this House. I may say, Sir, that some of us who are in the pro
fession of law are accustomed when critising a judgment to have before 
us the evidence in support of the judgment. In connection with this 
Report we have been considerably handicapped for want of the material 
on which the series of opinions contained in this Report are based. I 

·venture to suggest, Sir, that representations made by the vnriouq Service 
.Associatiohs, may be printed and made available to this House. I Rm 
aware, that the Commissioners have stated in the Report that 411 wit
ne~ses were examined of whom 151 gave their evidence jn nHhlic and 
the remainder gave their evidence in came-ra., and for that reg.;;c1n the 
Commissioners declined to publish the evidence. But I venture to think 
.that, whatever may be the opinion of the Commissioners, jt is the un
animous wish of this House th::tt the materials on which deeisioi!S have 
been coni.e to by the Commission should be made available totE.;; House. 
During the Delhi session I think it was my friend Sir Purshotamdas 
Thakurdas 'who asked a question that the material which was pluced by 
the Government of India before this Commission in regard to the cost 
.of living, ~hould be made available to this House, and Sir Mulcolm Hailey 
then stated that that ''·ould be published along with this Heport ; and 
now we have the decision of the Committee that th'e .evi1lPn<'e should 
not be published. It seems to me, Sir, that the materials pl?..('eif hy the 
Government of India before the Lee Commission should 1•lso he l!lat:le 
available to this House. Unless some such course is taken( the series 
of opinions contained in the Report cannot be sifted and we shall 
-absolutely be in the dark when we. come to discuss the report. 

. The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I am in a httle difficulty, 
Sir,· in regard to this matter. The Royal Commission, I takt: it. rr;ported 

·to His Majesty and I think when it has reported, it is funCtus offi·cio. 
·Is there any authority left to do anything in connection with the Com
. mission when the Commission is fzwctus officio ? 

Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao: All the materi.als arc in ..the 
hands o·f the Secretary of State. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I will inquiu im0 it. 
1 will consider the matter. A great deal of evidence was given in seprery. 
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It was evidence given by bankers, given by; busi~ess men,' abOut the 
s11Jaries they pay to their employees; I _4o not, think the .F.tonoUt'able 
.Member suggests that the Secretary ~f State s~ould. publu;h the ~on~ 
ti::l.entialstatements. Thim, th•J rest will be an Imperfect rc~ord. You 
have not got the police diaries or the first information report.· . I .. will 
consider the point, and you will be proceeding orl evide.lu.•c: of. a later 
date as it were. But I. hope the Honourable Member w1ll realise that 
this is a matter on which I cannot give an answer off-hand. 

Diwan Bahadur M .. Ramachandra Rao : Here are a series of opinions 
as regards the cost of living, as regards the rate of Indiani'lation, and 
so on. We have absolutely no material on which we can examine all 
these statements. I know that when the Commission was sitting, some of 
the statements made by the witnesses before this Commission appeared 
in the newspapers. Various Service Associations have also made state
ments and some of these al~9 appeared in the press. The Provincial 
Service Associations have made their representations ; the Indian Civil 
Service Associations have made their representations and I take it also 
that the Local Governments have submitted their views. Under these 
circumstances ..... 

The Honourabie Sir Alexander Muddimari. : . I will do my best .to 
meet the Honourable Member, but it is not a thilig in '\Vhieh I t>.an be 
rushed "·ithout due eohsidetation. 

Diwan Bahadur M. Rainachandra :Rao: I do not want. to rush the 
Honourable Member. I only a:sk him to consider the difficultv in which 
~m~~ . 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: I quite· see that. 
Dr. H. S. Gour: May I suggest to the Honourable the Home i\fember 

to consult the witnesses and associations who gave their evidence ·in 
camera before the Lee Commission, whether they have any objection to 
their memoranda being submitted to this House, and, if they have no 
objection, to make them available to the Members of this: Ilou::;e. and 
that the evidence which was given in public may be printed and cir
culated, at any rate copies made available in the Library for the in
spection of the Members of this House. 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I am not prepared to 
ask the bankers and other people to disclose their secrets ; that wculd 
be breach of professional conduct. As for the latter part of the 
Honourable Member's request, I will consider it. 

Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer (Rohilkund and Kum.aon Divisions : Non-
Muhammadan Rural) : Sir, the Honourable the Finance Member ..... . 

Mr. Chairman : Is the Honourable Member making a submission on 
the p:totion now before the House that the discussion be now adjournt:cl f 

Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer : Yes. The Honourable the Finance Member 
stated that .acceptance of Pandit Madan Mohan l\1alaviya's amendment 
would stultify the matter. After that we have before us the motion 
of Mr. Venkatapatiraju. I do not know if he has submitted this mot.ion 
before this House with a view to save the matter from sttlltifieation. 
Sir, I should have liked to know how the matter would be stultified but 
if that motion would saYe the stultification "of the matter it is quite 
another matter for the House to consider and adopt. ' 

Mr. Chairman: The question is: 
" That further diJeusaion of this Eesolutioa lie adjoumed." 
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. ~ The motion. was adopted. 
Mr. Chairman : I think all other Resolutions of which notices have 

been given automatically drop. 
Dr. B~ S. Gour .: They do not drop. They are ant,omaticnlly ad

journed with the discussion. They will all be taken up in Septembt!l'. 
Mr. Chairman : May I kno\V from the Leader of the Ilouse ~Lc nature 

of business to be set down for to-morrO\'\' Y 
Mr. M.S. Aney (Berar Representative) : The amendmen~~ cf wbil'h 

notices have been given stand over till the September session. 
Pandit Madan 1\lohan Malaviya : I take it, Sir, that th9 whole dis

cu~sion is adjourned. 
Mr. Chairman : That is so. 
Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya : I am glad to think in that case 

it will give time to Sir Basil Blackett to understand my amendment 
better. 

Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : Meantime no action should be taken. 
The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: About tbe stateme11t 

of business before this IIouse, it is rather difficult to say anything now. 
I, however, understand from my Honourable friend that the Council of 
State have not yet passed the Tariff Bill. I, therefore, think it will he 
safer to adjourn to Wednesday. 

The Assembly then adjourned till Eleven of the Clock on Wednesday, 
the 11th June, 1924. 
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Wednesday, 11th June, 1924. 

''The Asliembly met in the Assembly Chamber at E~ck, 
.Mr. Chairman (.Mr. K. C. Neogy) in the Chair. 

QUESTIONS AND ANSWimS. 

INTRODUCTION OF GoLD CURRENCY IN INDIA. 

14!5, *Sa.rdar V. N. Mutalik: Will Government be pleased to 
state whether in view of the experience gained during the past years, 
Government intend to effect any change in the Currency system and 
whether they intend to take any steps to introduce ~ective gold cur
rency in India f Whether any commercial Associations have submitted 
&ny fresh memorials to Government on the question ? 

The Honourable Sir Basil Bl~ckett : The Government have no fresh 
pronouncement to make on this subject at present. No memorials have 
been received except from the Indian Merchants' Chamber,' Bombay, 
11onu~ month'! ago. 

GRIEVANCES OF THE AccoUNTANTS OF THE PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT, 
BoMBAY. 

14·16. *Sarda.r v·. N. Mutalik: Will Government be pleased to 
state : 

(a) whether they are aware that there is a great deal of dissatis
faction amongst -the Accountants of the Public Works 
Department of the Bombay Presidency, on account of the 
unsatisfactory revision of their pay and whether that revi· 
sion compares very unfavourably with the revision of the 
scale of pay, given by the Government of Bombay in the 
department f , 

(b) whether it is a fact that most of the men in that service have 
submitted memorials to Government on this question of 
their grievances, and whether, Government intend to take 
any steps to redress the grievances f 

(c) if so, when will the revision of their pay be effected f 

'l'ltt' Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : I woulil invite the attention of 
the Hrmourable Member to the reply which I gave to the question 
asked by Mr. N.C. Kelkar on the same subject, on the 2nd June, 1924. 

LIABILITY OF INDIAN STATES TO PAY THE PROTECTIVE Dmms IMPOSED BY THE 
S'l'EEL INDUSTRY (PROTECTION) BILL. 

1H7. *Sa.rdar V. N. Mutalik: Will Government be pleased to 
state wl:ether the products of Indian States will be liable to pay. the 
protective duties that may be imposed by the Steel Industry (Protection) 
Bill f 

( 2847 ) 
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The Honot~rable Sir Basil Blackett ~ The Indian States will be in 
exactly the same position in regard to duties imposed under the Steel 
Prot~c:tion Act as in regard to other Custom duties. 

1\'lr. Jamnada.S M. Mehta: Is it an Act now, Sir? 
The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : It will be. 

DISCHARGE OF EMPLOYEES BY TilE EASTERN DENGAL RAILWAY. 

1448. *Mr. ~. M. Joshi : (a) Will Government be pleased to state 
ii they are· aware tnat several employees of the Eastern Bengal Railway 
have recently been discharged and the reason given for such discharge was 
not reduction of establishment but such discharge was purported to be 
made ' as per terms of agreement ' Y 

(b) If the reply to (a) be in the affirmative, will Government be 
pleased to state why the Eastern Bengal Railway authorities did not act 
in conformity with Rule (1} 298, Chapter IV of State Railway Open Line 
Code, Volume 2 7 Do Government propose to take any uction in the 
matter ? 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) and (b). Government are not aware 
of the' cases referred to,'· but from the description given by the Honourable 
Men' t,elr the alleged action would appear to be in accordance with the 
rule to which be refers. • 

PAY'MENT OF RELIEVING ALLOWANCES TO RELIEVING HANDS ON STATE RAIL· 
WAYS. 

1449. *Mr. N. M. Joshi : Are Government aware that till racently the 
prevailing practice on the State Railways was that Relieving hands were 
paid Relieving Allowance to meet their " Out Station " expenses when 
they were. placed on. reli~f-duty and that such allowances are now being 
disallowed by posting them temporarily and thus stopping paymenl of 
such . allowances ? 
' Mr.. C. D. M! Hindley : There has been no change in the· rules in 

thi~ respect. Relieving llllowance ill only intended to cover the case 
of incn who are sent in temporary emergencies not exceeding 35 days . 

. It. is. ·~derstood ·that there was some misunderstanding in regard to 
~~i~ .rule on one line which has since been rectified. 

GRJ;EVA.NCES OF THE SIGNALJ..ERS OF THE LALMONIRHAT DISTRICT OF THE EAST-
. : ERN BENGAL RAILWAY.-

14:50.
1 
*Mr. N. M. Joshi : (a) Are Government aware that the Si~nallers 

tf the Lalmonirhat District of the Eastern Bengal Railway petitioned to the 
authorities against the decision of the District Officers for eonvertingo their 
posts. as Relieving Clerks and thereby depriving them of the privilege--of 
the grade of Signallers although they are to work as such and also against 
the orders of termination of service if they fail to qualify in coaching and 
goods examination Y 

(b) If the answers be in the affirmative, will Government be pleased 
to state if this condition was agreed upon at the time of their entering the 
service. as Signall~rs and if this order is limited to one district of the Rail
WilY. ·or over the entire system Y 

·Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) and (b). Government have no informa
tion and cannot undertake to inquire into matters of this kind which are 
within the discretion of the Agent of the line to decide. -
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IssuE or ORDERS IN THE VERNACULAR BY RAILWAY AuTHORITIES. 

1451. *Mr. N. M. Joshi: (a) Are Government aware that the Railway 
authorities issue Rules and Regulations and orders in English and not in 
I he vernaculars f 

(b) If the answer be in the affirmative, are Government prepared 
to take steps that in future any order passed by the Railway authorities 
be publijjhed in vem~culars as well, so that· the subordinate staff may 
tasily understand the orders. . 

I . . . 
ltir. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) and (b). Government are not in posses

&ion of exact information as to the varying procedure· on different 
railway!! for enabling the staff to understand the rules and regulations 
which they have to observe but are making inquiries. · · , 

Kh!!.n Ba.hadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : By what time would the· 
;nquiry be finished f · 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I cannot say, Sir. 

APPEALS OF THE EMPLOYEE!; OF THE EASTERN BENGAL RAILWAY. 

1452. *Mr. N. M. Joshi: Are Government aware that the Railway 
Board and the Eastern Bengal Railway authorities in many .cases :refuse 
to entertain appeals preferred by the employees simply remarking, " not 
prepared to interfere with the decision already made " and without 
as.'ligning any reason in support of their action ? · If so, why are no reasOillS 
assigned t 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Government do not consider. that there is 
necessarily any obligation on the officer to whom the appeal is preferred 
to state his reasons for rejecting the appeal in the circumstances referred 
~ . 

HICKNESS AMONG THE STAFF OF THE LALMONmHAT DISTRICT OF THE EASTERN 
BENGAL RAILWAY. 

1453. *Mr. N. M. Joshi: Are Government a~are that the staff ~f the' ' 
Lalmonirhat District of the Eastern Bengal Railway are badly suffering 
from malaria, black fever and black water fever and that sickness 
umongst the staff is greater than in any other district of the Railway ! 
If so, will Government be pleased to state whether they intend to take any 
steps to impro\'e the sanitary conditions of the stations ? 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The Lalmonirhat District of the Eastern 
nengal Railway is partly situated in the Bengal Dooars where condi
tions are generally malarial. Jt is understood, however, that malaria! 
among Railway employees is decreasing yearly and is less than among 
lhe fmrrounding population, while there have been only three cases of 
Kalazar and none of black water fever since .the first of January, 1924. 

At Raja-nhnt-Khnwa where malaria is endemic, the Railway Adminis
tration has in hand the pro\'ision of sanitary improvements and special 
•1narters, but otherwise the stations are generally sanitary. The railway 
has a well appointed hor-pital at Lalmonirhat and dispensarie~ at Cooch 
lll'har and Jainti, and all Rtations are visited by the Travelling Medical 
and Sanitary staff of the railway. In the circumstances Government see 
no t•rason for takin::r any steps in the matter as the Hailway Adminis
tration serms to be full~· ali\'e t.o the situation. 
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LEAVE OJ TBI EASTERN BENOAL RAILWAY EMPLOYEES 

1454. *Mr. N. M. Joshi : .Are GowrnnH'nt aware that 75 per cent. of 
the staff of the Eastern Bengal Uni1way seldom get leave for want of 
relieving hanus f If so, do Government Jlropose to increase the rclieviug 
establishment to facilitate leave to staff f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Government have no information which 
would l('ad them to snppost> that any sueh ditlicnlty t>xists or that tlw 
1·elieving staff is inadequate for the pnrpoNe for which it is intendPtl. 

ADVERTISING OF VACANCIES ON THE EASTERN BENGAL RAILWAY. 

1455, *Mr. N. M. Joshi : Are Government aware that the vacancies 
in the Eastern Bengal Railway are neither advertised in the Weekly 
Gazette nor in any papers f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The Honourable ~lemh<'r hns not spcl'ified 
to what vacaucies he rerers, bnt if ~o.ubonlinate appoiutments are in
tended the nrrangt-ments for filling them are mattt•rs for the A~ent's 
discretion in whicu Government do not interfere. 

SALA~IES OF INDIAN STATION MASTERS AND A!lSISTAN1' STATION MASTERS ON 
TilE EASTERN BENGAL HAlLWAY. 

1456. *Mr. N. M. Joshi: Is it a fact that the maximum pay of 96 pPr 
tent. of Indian Station Masters anll Assil'ltant Station .!\lasters on the 
Eastern Bengal Railway is Rs. 80 and l:s. 76, respectively,. and that on 
these pays they have to retire 1 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: No, the position is not as stated. It is true 
that in the case of 85 per cent. of the Station Masters the maximum pay 
is Rs. 80 but the halance can rise to special chtsNes with a maxirnnm 
of Rs. 400. Similarly, the pay of 92 per cent. of the Assistant Station 
Masterq is limited to Rs. 76 per mensem but the remainder can rise to 
Rs .. 100 per mensem and they are of course all eligible for promotion 
to Station Master. 

PROMOTIONS ON THE EASTERN BENGAL RAILWAY, 

1457, *Mr. N. M. Joshi: Will Government be pleased to state 
how many Indian Station Masters, Assistant Station Masters and Guards 
of tl1~ Bastern J!ei1gal Hailway have been promoted to the posts of 'fraffic• 
lJlspector'l, Transp•.n·tntion Inspectors, Claims Inspectors and As~;istant 
Traffic Superintendents Y If no such promotions have at all been made 
will Government be pleased to state the reason for the same Y 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The Government have no information but 
will make inquiries. 

EUROPEAN AND ANGLO-INDIAN STATION MASTERS AND ARSISTANT STATION 
.MAS'l'ERS ON THE EASTERN llENGAL RAU..WAY. 

1458. *Mr. N. M. Joshi : Is it a fact that European and Anglo-Indian 
Station Masters and Assistant Station Masters of the Eastern Bengal 
J:ailway :ue not :-equired to pass telegraphy and to work as Signallers, 
BookinO' Clerks a11d Goods Clerks before they are posted as Station Masters 
and ..\.,l~i. .. tant S•ation Masters of important Stations and they are mostly 
re.tirl~itoo from Guards Y 
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Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Government have not got the inlormation 
hut sre making inquiry. 

EDUCATIONAL GRANTS TO EUROPEAN, ANGLO-INDIAN AND INDIAN RAILWAY 
EMPLOYEES. 

U59. *Mr. N. M. Joshi : Will Government be pleased to state 
the umuunt given· as educational aid to European and .Anglo-Indian . 
~mpkyees every year from 1917 to 1924 and the amount granted to the 
Indian employeeg for the same purpose f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The accounts do not separate up expenditure 
on ed:.tcation in the way meationed. 

. . 
ALLEGED CHARGES OF BRIDERY .lND CoRRUPTION AGAINST CERTAIN EMPLOYEES 

OF THE OFFICE OF Til~ DII::iTRlCl' 'l'RAF~'IC SUPERINTENDENT, KATIHAR, 
EASTERN BENGAL RAILWAY, 

1460. *Mr. N. M. Joshi : (a) Are Government aware {1) that the 
(i't·ai1i•.' ~ianaa,~r of ti1e Eastern Bengal Railway held an inquiry on the 28th 
and 29th February, 1924, into a cnse of bribery and corruption against the 
ehief cluk and' menial establishment clerk of Katihar District Traffic 

· 8uperintendeut's Office ; (2) that the Traffic Manager being satisfied 
with the evidenqe adduced in that case by the complainant's witnesses 
.. topr~d the promotion of the aforesaid menial establishment clerk and 
chief clerk, who is however still drawing the maximum of his grade and 
(3) that he baR, while retaining the services of the accused in their 
fortfu:r posts, transferred the complainant with his witnesses to other 
Dist~ :<·ts f 

1.b) If the answer to (a) be in the affirmative, will Government be 
plea11rd to state if they are prepared· to give an exemplary punishment 
to all who are directly or indirectly concerned in this case ? 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Government have no information but have 
asked the Agent to let them know the facts. 

CARD PASSES ISStJED TO VENDORS ON TIIE EASTER~ BENG~L RAILWAY, 

1461. *Mr. N. M. Joshi: Will Government be pleased to state 
lhe numbers and clas.<~es of card passes issued to the vendors of the 
Eastern Bl•nglll H:!ihmy from 1920 to 1924 and the reason for so doing ? 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : :Inquiry is being made and the information 
1Vill he eommunicated to the Honourable Member in due course. 

IJICENCE FEEs OF Fooo VENDORs oN TIIE EAsTERN BENGAJJ RAILWAY. 

1462. *Mr. N. M. Joshi: Are Government aware that food vendors 
ol the Eastern Bengal Railway had not to pay any licence fees to' the 
Huilwlly ~efo•·c the Jlnsting of Catering Superintendents of that Railway 
but now th('y have to pay heavily Y . 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Inquiry is being made and the result will be 
communicated to the Honourable Member in due course. 

ALLEGED PROFITEERING BY ME8SRt: SoMAR CHAND A:t<.'D SoNs, l?ooD VENDORS 
ON THE EASTERN BENGAL. RAILWAY. 

14C3. • Mr. N. 1\'i. Joshi : (a) Are Government aware (1) that several 
.~omplaints ~ppeared in the Indian Press against Somar Chand and Sons, 
food vendors of tM .E&iterll Bengal Railway, for selling articles at higher 
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rate than the market rate in contravention of their terms of agreement t 
and (2) that Somar Chand and Sons have been sub. letting at high char,ycs 
certain stations making profit out of the same f e 

(b) II so, what action has been taken to stop the above practice f 
Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : (a) and (b). Government have not seen the 

articles in the Indian PrPss to which the Honourable Memher refers 
~ut if. he will furnish me wit~ a refere~ce to the particular newspaper~ 
1n wh1ch they appeared rr w1ll make hmt!lelf responsible for the matter 
of the complaints, the A:;~nt 's at~ention will be drawn to them. 

PROVISION OF HINDU AND MtrJL\MMADA~ REFRESIIMENT RoOMS AT VICTORIA 
TERMINUS, BoMBAY. 

1464. *Mr. N. M. Joshi : Will Government be pleased to state 
whetb.er they are aware that there are no Hindu and Muhammadan 
refreshment rooms on the Victoria 'ferminus Station of the G. I. P. 
Railway ? If so, do Governm!'nt propose w recommend to the Railway 
authorities to provide such refl·eshment rooms similar to those on the 
Delhi Station 7 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Government understand that there are no 
Hindu or Muhammadan refreshment rooms at Victoria Terminu11 Station, 
but they are not aware wh!'thf'l' the provision of such rooms in the pr('· 
sent station building is practicable or not. The matter will, however, 
be brought to the notice of the Agent, Great Indian Peninsula Railway. 
OvERCROWDING oF NIGHT TRAINS LEAVING BoMBAY FOR NAsiK AND PooNA., 

RESPECTIVELY. 

1465. *Mr. N. M. Joshi : Will Government be pleased to state 
whether they are aware of the extent of overcrowding in down train11 
lcnYing Bombny f(•r Nasik and for Poona at night ? If so, will the;¥ 
puhli&h statistics lihowing the exte~~:t of such overcrowding ? 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Government have no information on the 
subject, but inquiry is being made. 
LEAVE AND PENSION OF 1\IENIAL ESTABLISIIMENT OF THE GOVERNMENT OF 

INDIA. 

146G. *Mr. N. M. Joshi: (a) Will Government be pleased to state 
whetl1er theil' attention has been drawn to the unsatisfactory conditions 
(In which pension and leave are granted to their officers known as 
'' mC'nials " ? · 

i b) If not, will they be pleased to inquire into the matter and pub
lish the result of the inquiry at an early date f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : The Government of 
India are at present considering the conditions of service of this cla~l'l of 
servant employed by the Government of India and hope to issue orders· 
thereon at an early date. 
EXISTING STOCK OF ARTICLES ON WHICH PROTECTIVE DUTIES ARE PROPOSED 

TO BE LEVIED. 

1467. *Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : Will the Government 
be pleased to lay a statem~nt on the table shmving the q:1antity of existing 
stock in India of the articles, whether manufactured m the country or 
imported from abroad :egar~i~g which the Tariff Board has made re
commendations for the JmposttJon of duty 1 

The Honourable Sir Charles Innes : The Government have no infor
mation as to existing stocks. 
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AvERAGE WEALTH OF THE PoPULATION IN INDIA. 

1468. * Khan Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : Will the Government 
be pleased to state if it is a fact that the average wealth o[ the population 
of India per head is about Rs. 180 f 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : The Government of India are 
unable to accept this or any other unofficial estimate of the average wealth 
of the population of India as worthy of an official imprimatur. The 
attention of the Honourable Member is invited to the speeches delivered 
by Sir Narar;irnha Sarma and myself in the Council of State on the 4th 
February, 1924, in connection with a Resolution moved by the Honourable 
Mr. P. C. Sethna regarding an inquiry into the economic conditions of 
the people of India. 
VACANCIES IN THE PROVINCIAL E)lGINEERING SERVICE ON STATE RAILWAYS, 

1469. *Mr. K. C. Neogy : With refe1·ence to the Gov~rnment Of India 
Hrsolution in the Railway Department No. 611-K-20, dated the 4th April 
1921, which lays down that 11 the State Railway Engineering Department 
will, in future, be organised in two services, viz. : 

( 1) the Indian Service Engineers 
(2) the Provincial Engineering Service " 

and tl;at 11 during the first five years after the formation of the Provincial 
Service the Railway Board will promote to it selected members of the State 
Railway Upper Subordinate Establishment'', will the Government be 
pleased to state the number of vacancies which occurred in the Provincial 
Engineering Service on the E. B. Railway, the 0. R. Railway and the 
N. W. Railway, respectively, during the last 3 years, since the formation 
of that service, and how they ha..-c beer. filled up 7 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley: The Provincial (or Local) Engineering Ser
vice wali formed with effect from 1st January 1921. The statement laid 
on the table shows the distribution of the cadre and the appointments 
made up to date to the three State railways. 

IN1>IAN STATE RAILWAYS. 
Provincial (or Local) Engineering Service. 

APPOINTMENTS MADil TO DATE, 

Sanctioned 
cadre to be i 

worked to From npper From passfld 
Ruilwaye. waclunlly subordinate From tem- students of 

118 the Establishment pornry En. •h~TbomMon 
numbt>rof of gineering Civil En- Total, 

Intlinn service Engineering Establishment, gineering; 
Engineers Department. College, 

falls. Roorkee. 

North We~~wm .. 40 8 8 4 20 

f:J11tero Ben2al .. 15 2 2 .. 4 

<' . .t R. .. 9 1 3 2 6 

Total I 64 I, 11 13 6u/ .. so .. 
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ABOLITION OF TIIE APPOINTMENTS OF TEl\IPORARY ENGINEERS ON RAILWAYS. 

1470. *Mr. K. C. Neogy: Will the Government be pleased to state 
what step:::, if any, ha·.-e been taken to facilitate the abolition of temporary 
Engineers as a class, as recommended by the Public Service Commission, 
in terms of the Government of India Resolution in the Railway Depart
ment No. 1407-E.-20, dated the 26th June, 1922 T 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : In accordance with the Resolution to. which 
the Honourable :Member refers 13 temporary Engineers have been 
brought into the Provincial Engineer Service. Of the remainder, the 
services of two have since been terminated and one is on leave prepara
tory to retirement. There are still 21 officers of this class in Railway 
service and the process of abolition must necessarily be gradual. 

TEMPORARY ENGINEERS OF THE EASTERN BENGAL RAILWAY. 

1471. *Mr. K. C. Neogy : Is it a fact that on the Eastern Bengal 
. Railway, the Services of one Huperannuated temporary Engineer were 
extentle•l nnd one new temporary Engineer was appointed in contravell· 
tion of• the spirit of the Government of India Resolution of 4th April, 
1921 and 26th June, 1922 Y 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : The temporary Engineers referred to are 
presumably the special officer in charge of the Ilardinge llridge and the 
Executive Engineer in charge of offi<:ers' flats at Alipore. In each of 
these cases there were special reasons for retention and appointment. 
The former was retained though over the age limit because of his unique 
knowledge and experience of the river at Sara and the latter because 
of his special technical qualifications for the work for which required. 
The Resolutions referred to lay down general principles only which 
must occasionally be deviated from when the interests of special work 
require it. 
APPOINTMENT AS FoREMEN OF ANGLO-INDIAN A..·•.;-o lNDL\N APPRENTICES 

TRAINED AT KANCHRAPARA AND SAIDPUR. 

1472. *Mr. K. C. Neogy: Will the Government be pleased to state the 
number of .Anglo-Indian· and Indian apprentices who received training 
during the last 10 years in the Loco shops at Kanchrapara and Saidpur as 
Meehanics, with a ·view to their eventual appointment as Foremen, and 

·how many of them have been aken into the Railway service,-the number 
of Anglo-Indians and Indians, ai1d the nature~of the appointments offered 

. to each cl,ass being shown separately ? 
. Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Government have not got the information for 

ten years back and it will perhaps suffice for the Honourable :Member's 
purpose if he is furnished with the figures relating to.. the time when the 
new scheme of training had been·introduceg. 

In June 1922 there were in the Kanchrapara shops 25 European and 
Anglo-Indian and 41 Indian apprentices lmder training. There are no 
Locomotive apprentices at Saidpur. The last return fpr December 192:.1 
gives the corresponding figmrH ~~s 21 and 49. The period of training 
extends to six years and Government have no information in regard to 
the actual number of appointments made. 

ABOLITION OF WHIPPING FOR CERTAIN CRDIINAL OFFENCES. 

1473. *Mr. K. C. Neogy: (a) Have Government received the opiniom 
of the local Governmen~ on the question d~ abolition of the senten!!.e of 
whipping for certain offences undt-r the criminal.law ? 
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(b) If so, what action do Goy.ernment propose to take in the matter, 
and when f 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: (a) Yes. 
(b) The matter is under .consideration. , 

EXTENSION. OP THE BENEFIT OF THE WoRKMEN'S COMPENSATION .AcT TO 
• ~~~DIAN SEAMEN. 

H7t • Mr. K. C. Neogy: (a) Have Government received. any com
munication from the British GoYernment on the question of extension of 
the benefit of the Indian Workm('n 's Compensation .Act to Indian seamen 
employed on vessels registered in Great Britain f 

(b) If so, will Government be pleased to lay it on the table f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath. Mitra: The Uonourable 
:Member is referred to the answer given to Mr. K • .Ahmed'!> Questian 
No. 1357 on the same subject. 
PAsSENGER TRAINS nETWEEN So!>n: EAsr BANK AillD DAIJroNOAN.J ON THE 

EAST INDIAN RAILWAY, 

H75. •Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha. : (a) .Are Government aware ihat 
the train service on the Daltonganj Branch of the East Indian Railway has 
been in a neglected condition for thE' la::~t many years ? . 

(b). Are Gov-~J1l'Dent aware that although there is large traffic along 
thi11 lino and t~lthon~h there are lur~c coni mhies working and about to be 
work•Jd nPar ])altong11nj, there is not a single passenger train between 
Sone ia3t B;mk 11nu Daltonganj ? 

(c) Are Oovcrn111ent awnre that tho only trains running along this 
linr hein~ " nli'C!'tl ., trains, passengers are putlto great inconvenience 
and discoJafort 7 

(d) Are (jovernn.ent aware tl1at although the distance between Sone 
En11t Bonk ·aud Daltonganj is only about 79 miles the period taken for 
a railwny jour.~e~· on nne side only is more than five hours t · 

( e :• Are Governrnrnt aware that in the first and second class compart
ments prtlVided i•1 the trains running along this branch line, there are 110 
lalls and the bnth ::'Oitm taps are mostly out of repairs 7 

( /) Are Gor!'rnwent prepared to urge the East Indian Raibway 
Company to takt! (!fTe'-'tive steps for the amelioration of the conditions of 
pass~:nger traitic Bltlllg' this line f If not, why not f 

(g) .Are Government prepared to advise the East Indian Railway 
Company to run at l,!ast one passenger train instead of two mixed trailll 
aloll~ th.U. line f , 

Mr; 0. D.,M. Hindley: (a) No . 

. (b) and (c). Government are aware that only mixed trains run on 
thu1 Branch, but are not aware that pas!>engers are inconvenienced 
t~ereby. 

(d) Yes. 

(e) Government have no information, but will draw the attention 
of the Agent to this point. 

(f) and (g). The attention of the .Ag~nt will be drawn to this requeat. 
L89LA 
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Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : On what material do Gov('rnmrnt con· 
elude that the passengers are not put to any inconvenience T 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I a~sume, ~ir, that the Railway has not rc· 
ceived any widespread complaint in this matter. 

Mr. Deva.ki. Prasad Sinha : Are Government aware that the first 
and second class compartmrnts on this brane h train are always·leakin!! 
during the rainy season Y 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : I have alr£'ady !'aid that Government have no 
information on this point, but I will draw the attention of the Agent to 
~ . 

REFORMS INQ'[jiRY REGARDINo Rt:L.\TIO'l''l HF:TWF.EN Gon:RNOR:l AND MJNIH· 
T.ERS e-l' •ru; l'IWVINCE::o\, ETC, 

1476. *Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : (1) Will Government be pleased 
to state whether or not the Reforms Inquiry Committee presided over 
by Sir Alexand£'r Muddiman examined, or is going to examine : 

(a) To wbt,t (':dent have Governors in pr.1'~ti1" ;·~,, ,., .. 1; ()(1 ,iointh· 
responsible ministers, and not merely ministers acting
sin~!~· ; 

(b) What is tiH extent to. which Governors have, in obedience to 
the Joint Select Committee and Parliament, encouraged the 
habit of joint deliberation between the two halves of their 
dyar,~hiNtl Governments ; 

(c) Wheth,~r :mch joint deliberations whenever resorted to, have 
he~n c\hmded to all. the stages of the subjects under dis
cussion or whether ministers were brought in at one stage 
or kept out at another ; 

(d) In how many instances have decisionR reached as a. result l)f 
joint •l••hberations been modified or rescinded by Governors 
uetin~ 011iy with thPir Executive Councils ; 

(e) What has been the natnre of the relations between Governors 
and officers individually ; and 

( /) How .far it is possible and feasible to extend franchi~e to 
woik<:rs ~md peasants 1 

(2) Will Government he pli:':!C::>d (o publish the replie:; receive<.! from 
Local Governm~ntg on each of these points T 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : I have nothing to a<.ld to 
the many repliPs AlrN1dy given on this subject. 

PROHIBITIOX OF THE E.MPLOUIENT OF WoMEN AND CHILDREN JN MINES, ETC, 

1477. *Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha: When do the Goveriment of India 
contemplate introducing legislation for : 

(a) the prohibition of night employment of women in the mines, 

('~) reiOOYing \V{Jmen and children from mines altogether, and 
(c) for pratecting and recognising Trade Unions f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Na.th Mitra: (a) and(b). The atten
tion of the Honourable M£'mhrr i.-: im !ted to, section 2D (.i) of the Indian 
Mines l:.d of 19~:), l!lli1r,.· whid1 thr Govrrnor G!':1~·rul in Council is 
tmpowered to make regulations prohibiting the employmr:nt of women in 
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mines without fresh legislation. The question of the extent to which 
such employment should be prohibited is under consideration in consul· 
tation with Local Governments. 

Under section 26 of the Indian :Mines Act of 1923, the employment 
of children in a mine is prohibited. 

(c) The question is under consideration. 
Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Sir, when will the consideration of the 

Government of India come to an end f 
The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : The matter is being 

expedited as far as possible. 
Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Am I to understand that at the present 

time there iR no rule or regulation prohibiting these three things men
tioned in the question ? 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: The answer is in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : By what time do the Government of 
India propose to bring info force these rules and regulations, that is, 
to exercise the powers whic? are vested in them ? 

The Honourable. Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: I have already said 
that the Government of India are consulting Local Governments on the 
subject and as soon as they receive the Local Governments' replies the 
necessary action will be taken. 

ALLEGED OvER-MsEssMENT TO INcOME-TAX oF A .1\fERCHANT uF SuRAT BY 
TIIE INCOM!·T.\X OFFICER OF THAT PLACE. 

1478. *Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta: (a) Will Government state whether 
thf're i..; now or was !lt any time recently an Income-tax Officer in Surat 
who was not educated even up to the ?~Iatric ! 

(b J I11 it a. fa,·t that the said officer called upon a certain merchant 
thr.re la:;t yea•· tn pay Rs. 89,000 (eighty-nine thousand) only liy way of 
income-tax and super-tax ? 

( r.) Js it 11. fa cr. thnt the merchant so called upon used to pay ordinarily 
about Rs. 700 (se.ven hundred) every year as income-tax ? 

(d) Is it true that on appeal to the Assistant Commissioner N. D. 
tl.e figure of Rs. 89,000 was reduced toRs. 8,000 (eight thousand) only t 

(e) Are Government prepared to consider the advisability of givint: 
lrgiM!ath·e protection to the nublie ar.minst such over-assessment by Income
tat Officers f 

(/} Do Government propose to compensate the merchant concerrtcd 
for the trouble, worry and cost [stated to be Rs. 5,000 (five thousand) 
only] to which he was put owing to over assessment by the Income. tax 
Officer of Surat f 

(g) Will Government be pleased to say whether they propose to 
take any stepR to mark their sense of displeasure at the action of the 
Income-tax Officer conrernrrl and if so what steps Y 

Mr. A. R. L. Tottenham: (a) The Government have no information 
on the subject and do not· propose to call for it. It is quite possible 
that an officer of proved capacity, though without academic qualifications, 
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might bC' promoted from a suhordinnte gradt> of the Income-tax Depart
ment to the post of Ineonw-tax Otlict>r. 'fhe Honourable Member is 
reminded that these appointmE-nt!! are subject to the approval of th~ 
Local Government. 

(b), (c) and (d). The Government have been unable from the 
figures given to identify the ease reft'rred to. They would not be 
prepared to dJSCUl'IS the rorrectness of an original or appellnte assessment 
on the floor of this House. Sneh matters are det•lared by ~tatute to be 

. confidential. [Inemnt>-t~x Act XI of l!J~:.?, st>ction !i-l (1).] 

(e) The Government apprehenrl that no legislative enactment can 
rend&r Incomt-ta:x Officers infallible. 'fhe Act contains effective provi
r;ions for the reduction of excessive assessments on appeal, as is evident 
'from tht' circumstances !llleged hy the Honourable Member. 

(/) and (a). Do not arise. 
Mr. Jamna.das M. Mehta : Will Government not help Income-tax 

Officers to become as far as possible free from ~mch mistakes Y The ditYcr· 
ence between Rs. 8,000 and Rs. 89,000 is something worth the attention 
even of this Government. 

Mr. A. R. L. Tottenham : I have alreauy stated that so far as Govern· 
ment are concerned, we are di~cnssing a hypothetical question. 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta: 'fhis is a ca11e that has happened and not 
a hypothetical one. 

Mr. T. C. Goswami : Is it a fact that extortion is one of the neces· 
sary qualifications for promotion in the Income-tax Department ? 

Mr. Chairman : Order, order. I cannot allow that question to be 
,put. 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta : Will the Honourable Member kindly in
quire into the case if I give the names confidentially 7 

Mr. A. R. L. Tottenham : I would sug-gest that the proper author
ity to address is the Commissioner of Income-tax, Bombay. 

Mr. Jamnadas M. Mehta. : He has already upheld this particular 
individual. I have stated that in the question. 

Mr. A. R. L. Tottenham : I was not aware of that. The Assistant 
Commissioner is mentioned in the questiolt, 

Mr. Jamna.das M. Mehta : It was reduced from Rs. 89,000 to Rs. 8,000. 
May I ask the Honourable Member which higher authority we should 
appeal to f 

Mr. A. R. L. Tottenham : I have stated that the proper authority 
to approach is the Commis:o:ioner, but if the Honourable Member prefers 

. it, I shall be very glad to diRcuss this or any other question with the 
Honourable :Member at any time. 

Mr. Devaki Prasad Sinha : Is it a fact that in granting promotion to 
lucome-tax Officer:;; the amnunt whirh 1he,r h11ve (A l'oice. :"Extorted.") 
enhanced-I ·will not say extorted-is taken into consideration 1 

Mr. A. R. L. Tottenham : No, it is not a fact. 

EXPENDITURE INCURRED ON THE DESIGN FOR A NEW TEN-RUPEE 

Cur..RENC'Y NoTE. 
(479. ~r.~r. J::::'!::t:~.d..:'.: TF.i.. !.\i:chta: (!'!) Will Government be pleMed 

·to state whether a sum of about ten thousand rupees was spent by the 
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Currency Department during the year ending on the 30th March 1923 
on getting a design of a new Rs. 10 (ten) Currency Note f 

(b) lf th~ IJJJswcr to the preceding question be in the affirmative 
will Government state how the design was obtained, ·e.g., hy advertise· 
ment 1 

(c) Will Government state why no attempt was made to obtain 1meh 
·design in India f 

(·I) h Rs. 10,000 the usual fee for obtaining the design of a single 
note f 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett: (a) and (d). The answer to part 
(a) is in the affirmative, and that to part (d) in the negative. In the 
circumstances the expenditure was not excessive. 

(b) and (c). The design was not obtained by advertisement. It ·was 
the result ()f the labours of several experts specially selected by reason 
of their experience of this particular kind .of work. These labours and 
mutual consultations, which aimed mainly at enhancing security against 
counterfeiting, extended over more than four years. It would not have 
been possible to obtain a suitable design in India. 

EXPENDITURE ON STORES FOR THE CURRENCY DEPARTMENT. 

1480. *Mr. Ja.nmadas M. Mehta: Will Government 'be pleased to 
state whether it is fact that the High Commissioner for India spent a sum 
of nearly sixty lakhs of rupees on stores for the Currency Department 
alone during the year 1922-23 1 Will Government state the main heaii51 
under which this expenditure is classified ! 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : The answer to the first part is 
in the affirmative. The expenditure relates almost wholly to the cost 
of the supply of currency note forms. I may mention, however, that, 
with the discontinuance of the printing of the One-Rupee note in the 
current year, the expenditure will be considerably reduced. The pro· 
':ision in the current year's Budget is £214,000. . . 

DisMISSAL or KEBAB S1~cm, SoRTER, RAn.WAY :r.IAn. SERVICE, " L " 
DmsiON. · 

.1481. *Mr. Ch.a.man Lal : (a) Is it a fact that one Kesar Singh, 
Sorter, Railway :M11.il Service, " L " Division, was handed over to the 
Police in connection with the abstraction of the contents of:an insured 
letter destined for Delhi T 

(b) Is it also a fact that the insured bag giving cover to the s&id 
insured letter changed hands four times unchallenged after being 
handled by Kesar Singh and before reaching Delhi, its destinatioD-t and· 
that the said Kesar Singh was discharged by the ·Police· as' there was 
no case against him f 

(c) Is it also a fact that the private belonginrzs of Kesar Singh were 
transferred to the Police by the investigating officer·of the said senice 
and were not returned to him even after his discharge• f 

(d) Is it all'lO a fact that after the failure of the police investigation 
the abstraction could not be brought home to Kesar Singh· but that the 
Departmrntal Offieer declared him to be the guilty person without 
any tangible proof and ordered his dismissal from service f 

(e) Do the Government propose to. inquire into the.matter f 
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The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra : Clonrnment nre not 
aware of the facts of the l!ase. They undt•rstand that Kesar Singh bus 
appealed to the Director-General. 

Mr. Chaman Lal: Do I undt>t-stand that the case i!-1 under considera
tion t 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra. : It is at present tuHler 
consideration of the Director-Genl'rnl. 

GRANT oF SPECIAL PRo:o.roTION~ FOR I-,rr:w SEnnn; TO l\IEMilEits or 

TilE l\18TS AND TELECiR.\I'TI;-1 DEJ',\RTMENT. 

1482. *Mr. Chaman Lal: (a) Will the Government be pleusrd to 
say whether towards the latter p~rt of the year 1aHl and the middle oF 
the year 1920 they specially addressr<l the Diret·tnr General, Posts and 
Telegraphs, forbiddin~ the grant of !lprcinl promotion to members of the 
P.osts and Telegraphs Dcpartmeut fc r " F'wlcl St'r\' ice " Y 

(b) If the answer be iu the affirmative, will the Gowrnment be pleased 
to say whether in spite of sueh ord~>r~, the Dirt"ctor (h>tternl has l!'ivrn 
special promotion to any member of the Post.s and Tt1legraphs for Fielu 
Service T 

(c) Will Government be pleased to state ( 1) the number of persons 
(a) gazetted, and (b) norH!azetted. so promoted between the dates of the 
Director General, Posts and Telegraphs, and (3) how the representations 
were received from the persons aib,erscly nffl'ctcd by this action of the 
Director General, Posts and Telegraphs and (3) how the reprelientations 
were disposed of 7 

(d) Are there any representations at the present moment before 
the Govertunent or the Director General T 

(e) Do the Government propose to consitler the question o'f restoring 
these superseded persons to their proper position in their gra~les and of 
granting compensation to them for the pecuniary and other loss sustained 
~fum! · 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: (a) Ye~t The Govern· 
ment orders of November 1919 were passed in connection with a parti
cular ~ppeal case and were not taken by the Director-General, Posts and 
Telegraphs, to be of general application. Special promotion was, there
fore, continued to be given till May 1920 when it was stopped absolutely 
on receipt of Commerce Department's letter No. 2!121, dated the 20th 
1\lay, 1920, a copy of which is Ia:d on tli~ table. 

(b) No special promotion penallsing other officials was given after 
the issue of the orders of May 1920. 

(c) (1~. As e:xp1ained above, the systrm of 1-!iving- :;prei::~l promo
tion continued till May 1920. The number of such promotions given 
between 20th November 1919 and end of May 1920 is (a) r:azrttNl1, (b) 
non-g-azetted 92. (2) and (3) Information i~ not available. It is 
being collected and will be supplied to the Honourable Member as soon 
as it is ready. 

(d) No. 
(e) The Government of India do, not propose to take any action in 

respect of the officials affected or to re-open the question. 



QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 2861 

Copy of 4 letter No. 23.!1, tlatl'd the :?Oth May, 19.?0, from the Gove!'nment of India, 
Department of Commerce, to the Director General of Posts anti Telegraphs. 

I am direct~d to invitl' your attention to the orders eonveyed by the Govt>rnmer.t 
of India in paragraph 2 of their letter No. 218-D., dated Novemher ~Oth, 1919, an<' 
to requt'llt that, in future, tiel<l servi<·e should not be regarded as a ground for specl:11 
promotion in the ordinary radre of the Department in any grade of any of the Post:,i 
or Telegraph services. When it is nert>ssary to recognise specially good work in \hl' 
field eome form of reward shl)uld be adopted whirh will not penalise other memh~t·~ 
of the etaff about whose work no eause for dissatisfaction exists. 

CIRCULATION OF TOUR PROGRAliUlES OF HIGH OFFICIALS TO PosT 
OFFICES. 

1483. *Mr. Chaman Lal: (1) wm the Government be pleased to 
state what useful purpose is served by the circulation of tour programmes 
of high officers to the Post Offices (a) at stations where· sorting work ia 
done by the It. M. S.1 (b) which do not make special bags or bundles for 
such officers, (c) and which are not supposed to alter destinations on 
articlt>s addressed to liuch oficers Jccording to their programmes 1 

(2) What useful purpose could be served by sending a copy of 
tour programmes of His Excellency the Governor, United Provinces, to 
the Postmasters of Karachi, Aden, Rangoon and. Poona ? . 

M.r. H. A. Sa.ms: {1) (a) to (c). None. · 
(2) None as regards ,Poona. But Karachi, Aden and Rangoon 

ahould each get a copy of the tour programme to ensure the correct and 
prompt disposal of any foreign mail articles received in those offices for 
His Excellency the Governor of the United Provinces. · 

. Mr. Chama.n Lal: Is His Excellency the Governor of the United 
Provinces considered to be a foreign article f 

Mr. H. A. Sams : I do not follow the question. 
CAsE OF LAcnMAN DAss, CumK, llAWAL PrNDI PosT OFFICE. 

1484. *Mr. Chaman Lal: (a) With reference to the reply to my 
11tarred Question ~o. 739 (last Delhi sesHion) regarding rejectiini of 
meditJal ceriificates granted by Civil Surgeons, will the Government 
be pleased to state if it is a fact that a medical certificate granted by the 
Civil Surgeon, Rawal Pindi, to one Lachman Dass, clerk, Post Office, 
Rawal Pintli, was rejected by Mr. Williams f 

( b j If thP. reply to (a) be in the affirmative, will the Government b'! 
pleased to state whether Lachman Dass, clerk, Rawal Pindi, was dis
missed on the plea of! prolonged sickness and whether Government are 
prepared to consider his case ? 

The Honourable Sir Bh11.pendra Nath Mitr'a: (a) Yes, 

(b) Lachman Das was a Reserve clerk on probation. He was not 
dismissed but his services were dispensed with as on account of chronic 
ill-health he was considered unfit for permanent service in the Post Office. 
Government haYe not receiYed any appeal from Lachman Das. 

Mr. Chaman Lal : Will Government be prepared to consider the 
case if they receive an appeal ? 

The Honourable Sir Bhttpendra Nath Mitra: The a~swer is in the 
affirmative. · 

RETREsruMENT:o; oF PI-.RlfANEN'!' AXD HERERVE Po:'lTAL Cr"ERKS. 

1485. *Mr. Chaman Lal: f1) Will the Government be pleased to 
state l!eparately for each Postal Division and 1st Class Head Officd i• 
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the Punjab Poetal Circle the names (with length of service ofticiating and 
permanent) of permanent clerks and reserve clerks who were throwD Ollt 

of employment in the yean 1922-23 and 1923-2-1 f 
(b) Will the Government be pleased to state the Government autho. 

rity under which permanent postal clerks could be tur-:1ed out to etYect 
retrenchment t · . · · 

(c) Is it a fact: that retrenchments were ordered to· be etrected o• 
occurrence of .vacancies and not by depriving the postal clerks of their 
permanen\ job I' 

Mr. B. A. Sams : Government have called for the requisite informa
tion, · As soon as this has been received, the information will be commu
nicated to the Honourable :Member. . ' 

Po~-At~ AN~ M~NIALS EMPLOYF:D C:N NtonT D~TY IN TilE PosT OrrtcEs 
•• JN THE PUNJAB CJRCLE. 

·1486, •Mt. Chaman tal: Will the Government be pleased to state 
the number of postmen and menial!i with names of offices who are 
keeping night guard in the Post Offices in the Punjab Postal Circle, with· 
out payment .of any remuneration and whether this practice of taking 
extra service without extra .payfilent is c41ntral'Y'· to ther Govetn.meni' orders 
and intentions 7 · , 

The Hotto11tabte· Sir Bhupendra. Nath Mitra.: Tb!f llonoura.bi~ 
:P.hmber's. attention is invited to the reply given by the Honourable 

· Mr. A. C. Chatterjee on tbe 20th :\tarth, 1924. t,, Mr. Amar Nath Dutt's 
starred. Qnestion No, 923. Since then the Director General has issued 
further orders which will have the effect of discontinuing within a short 
period in all Postal Circles the practice of requiring postmen and 
menials to sleep at night near the cash chest in post offices without extra 
remuneration. In the circumstances, it is not proposed to collect the 
statistics asked for by the Honourable Member. 

'THE BYllERABAD SJND'CANTONMENT FUND. 

· 1487~ 'Mt: W. M. Bussanally : (.1) What an the sources of Revenue 
of the Hyderal>ad Sind Cantonment Fund f · 

(b) What proportion thereof is contributed directly by the Military 
Department including the Military population and what by the Civil 
Population f 

· (c). What 'r:ts the balance in the Cantonment Ftind when Act VI o.f 
1923 ean:e intc, fc·J·ce f • 

(d) Has any sum out of this balance been spent upon supplying~ 
electricity to some private bungalows appr6priated under the above Act. 
If so, what is that sum 7 · 
, (e) Is it a fact that all these bungalows or the majority of them are 
for private use of military officer!!!. 

(/) Have any funds out of Cantonment Funds been used for a similar 
purpose in any other Cantonment. 

'· · Mr. H~ lt: Pate : It is necessary to call for the information desired 
by the Honol'lrable :Member. 
~ r will communicate it to him when it is received. 
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CAS'TONMENT SuPERINTENDENT AT llYDER.\BAn, Snm. . 
1488. •Mr. W. M. Hussana.lly: (rr) b it a fact that the post of Can

tonment Superintendent at llyderab:!.tl Sind has all along been held by an 
Indian before the present incumbent f . . 

(b) What has been the pay of the Superintendent hitherto before the 
present incumbent joined f 

(c) What is the pay of the present incumbent f 
(d) Is it a fact that he is a European f 
(e) If so, what were the reasons for replacing an Indian .by a 

European f · . 
(f) Is it a fac~ that his pay is defrayed from the Cantonment 

Fund f 
(g) Is it a fact that this gentleman aLo acted as an Honorary Special 

First Class Magistrate f 
Mr. H. I. Pate : The Go,·ernment of India luwe no inhrmation but 

are inquiring. I will let the Honourable Member know the result aa 
soon as possible. · . . . , 
CosT or TELEGRAMs RECOMMENDING TIIE CA...lllTONMENT SuPERINTENDENT, 

HYDERABAD1 SIND, FOR THE PosT OF EXECUTIVE 0FF'lCER. 

14R9. 1I4r. W. l\7, Hussanally: (a) Was the Hyderabad Cantonment 
Superintendent recommendefl by the local military authorities for the 
post of Executive Officer under the New Cantonment Act ! · 

(b) Were any telegrams despatched by the military authorities to thE! 
.Army Department in connection with this recommendation ! 

(c) What was the aggregate cost of theRe telegrams ! 
(d) Is it a fact that one telegram co:;t Rs. 130. If not what was the 

largeMt sum spent on one telegram 7 
(e) Ia it a fact that all these telegrams were paid for from the Can-

tonment Fund t If so, why f · 
(/) Is the present Superintend('nt on Rs. 500 to continue when a £\in. 

time Executive Officer bas been appointed f 
Mr. H. :B.. Pate : (a) No. , 
(b) No.· 

~d~ } These questions do not arise. 
(e) . 
(f) The Government of India have no information, but are inquir· 

ing. The Honourable :Member will he informed of the result. · 
LEVY OF PILGRIM DuEs AT KAMARAN, 

1490. *Mr. W. M. Hussanally: (a) To whom does Kamaran now 
belong, or in whose possession is it and since when t 

(b) Is it a fact that the British Government levy Rs. 10 from steame~ 
owners as port dues at Kamaran for each pilgrim going to Hedjaz f 

(c) U not how much is the amount levied if at all r 
(d) Js it a fact that this sum is included by the steamer ownen 

ln th'J fnre they charge 7 
Mr. J. W. Bhore: (a) Kamaran has been under the control of tht 

Dritish Govemment s.ince 1915. 
UtU. --- ··- 0 
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(b) and (c). Yes, from ht May, 1922, for all pil~rim!\ ncludin~ 
.thildt·t'n under sevt-n years nnd pilgrims connyed by flhip" on which the
t.nmbfr of pilgrims does not uceed 5 per cent. ot the registered 
tonnaj!'e. 

(d) As far as the Gonrnm('nt of India are aware this is the case. 

', QUARANTI~E AT KAMARAN, 

H91. *Mr. W. r&. liassanally: (a) Do the British. Government 
impose a quarantine no\Y at Kamaran from this year on all piliriw 
~rljving by s~a r . . ' 

(b) Tl sa for Low long a duration and why f ' 
·(c) lA it 1t faet tbat all pilgrims embarking from ports in India are 

tery •trictly medically examined at port of embarkation beiore they ;rt 
tin boar4 I 

Cd) Are they again :medically examined at Adm and alao at Jeddah f 
(e) What is the number of days pilgrims remain on 'board trom an 

· lndil'n )1ort ol' cmb:1rlmtion to Kamnran 7 · 
{/) How manv days more from Ka.maran to J eddah f 
rv:r. J. \1'. Bhore: (a) All pi1grim al1ips from the South, bound lor 

~he IIedjaz, are required to put in at the Kamaran quarantine utation 
. nnder Article 122 of the Paris International Sanitary Convention of 

1912. It is not a new Jneasure introduced this year. 
. ·(b) The duration of quarantine at Kamaran is regulated by Articles 
12a.-:.125 of the Paris International Sanitary Convention of 1912 and may 
'\'ary from a few hours itt the ease of a '' healthy,. or u suspected " 
1bip.to fin days in the ea~:>e of au .. infected" 11h.. 
' . 

· (c) Yes .. · 
, (d)' Yes,·· . . . , 
(e) About ten to thirteen daj'l. 

. tf) Two or three days . 

.ABoLIT1o~ o.r QuA1UN1'IN! 11' KAMAtuN. 

149:', .• Mr. W. M. Hussa.nally: (a) 1& it a fact that formerly the 
qtiarantlne at Kamaran was an imposition by Turkey 7 · 

(b} Ia it a fact that quarantine rules proviue that ten days quaran
tine ,,, se~regati~Wn at, st>a is a sufficient quarantine for all purposes f, 

. . (c) Do. Government propose to tec!Jlllmend that the quarantine at 
Xamaran be al\(llishrd ~ow as unnecessary t 

Mt. J. W. Bhore : (a) Prior to the occupation of Kamaran by the 
British forces in 1915, the quarantine station on the island. was under 
·the Constantinople.. Board of Health, an. international body practicallr. 
·controlled by the Turkish Gpvernment. 

(b) The answer is in the negative. 
(~) The reP,lY, is in the negative. . 

D,t'ES LE\itD 0~ PtLQ:RIMS J.f .TEt>DAIL 

14:,93. • Mr. 'W· ~! Hussanally : (a) Is it " fact that 11teamer. eom:
:.P:tnies culcubtc tl1e~r Pxpenses at Kamaran and. cha.rges.for detent10n dt 
\hat carur dudllg quarantine ~nd include .the. same in. the ste4~er faJ'e f· ~ 
. I 
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(~) Is it a fa~t that on arrival at Jeddah. pilgrims are again made 
to pay Rs. 15 per head as port dues f · 

(c:) To whom is that sum paid f 
(.l) For what purpose f 
Mr. J. W. Bhore: (a) The Government of India haYe no iniormation 

en the tmbject. 
(b) The amount of quarantine and landing dues at Jeddh, to which 

the Honourable .Member is presumably referring, varies from time to' 
time. It is understood that this year the dues are chargf.ld ut the rate 
of 16s. ld. a head, payable in gold. 

(c) To the Hedjaz Government. 
(d) The Guvernment cf India have no inror!llation •. 

INTERMEDIATE COMPARTMENTS FOR l\[ALES AND FEMALES ON THE EAST 
INDIAN RAILWAY. 

H94. *Kh~l' Bahadur Sarfaraz Hussain Khan : Will the Govern-
ment be pleased to. state : · · 

(a) whether they are aware that a circular has been issued by 
·· the East Indian Railway that female inter class compart-:

m~.·nts should be provided in close proximity to male inter·· 
dgss compartments i .. 

(b) whether they are als() aware that female inter class compart
ments meant for Indian females are generally kepi close to. 
the inter class compartments reserved for Europeans, and· 
not close to male inter class compartments not so reserved ; 

(c) if they are aware of the above facts and the statements con"\ 
ta ined in (a) and {b) are correct, are Government prepared 
to issue necessary instructions to the Railway authorities 
concerned, so that female inter class compartments are 
provided in close proximity to the male..inter class compart-
ment_s not reserved for Euro_peans f · · · 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) and (b). Government haYc no informa-
~a . 

(c) Government understand this: is the'existing practice .. when··the 
composition of the train permits but the matter will be brought to the 
notice of the Agent. ' : · . . 

FAciLTTIER .roa TllE Co.~L TR.m.!!:. 

149j, •Mr. W. S. J. Willson :. With reference to answer given to 
starred Question'No. 872 on 17th March, 1924, will Government be 
pleased to state whether they· have yet decided to appoint an impartiaL 
Board of Inquiry to inquire into facilities for the coal· trade in regard. 
to wagons, wagon allotments, tippers, charges and improvement o.l 
general facilities at ports of loading and discharge f · 

The •Honourable Sir Charles Innes: No decision has as yet been 
reached on that point. I hope to make au announcement on the subject. 

' SUBSCRIPTIONS BY CiVIL AND ~fiUTARY 0F"FICERS TO THE DYER FUND. 

1~96. ~~'Mr. Gaya Prasad Sin~h: (a) ls i~ a _fact ~h.at instru~tion~ 
were 1~ued by the Government m 1920, .forb1dd!ng Cml and M1litary; 



. Ll81!UTlVI ~SEWBLY. [llTB Jug 19~4. 

ofHctrS in lndia fr4'1m t~Ub.'lt'lribing to the fund Opened in appreciation 
of the acti()O of Oenernl Dyer after the Jallianwalla Dagh shooting 
a!Iair f 

(b) Will the Gonrnment be pleased to lay on the table a copy of 
instruetions.issnt>d by them on the ~bject t . · · 

(c) Will the Government kindly lay on the table a list of the offici all!, 
Ch·il and l\Iilitnry (if any) who may ha\·e subscribed to the Dyer Fund, 
b\:!Ot'f the instructions were il-4slled f · ·- · · · · · 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman! (a) Yes. 
(b) 'l'he instJ'n('tions were of a confidential character and I am not 

prf'pared to place them on the table. · 
(t) I am not in possession of the information. 

Elltn'LOYME.'l'T or TilE lNDt!N ARMY ovTSIDE INOlA. 

1497. '1\llr. Gaya Prasad Singh i. (a) Will the Government be pleased 
to state under what conditions the Indian Army is liable to serve outside 
t}~£ territorial limits of India f · · · · 
· · (b) Will the Gonrnmcnt be pleased to place on the table a state

n1ent, showing 'vhcn, and \Vhere, and 'vhat portion of the Indian Army 
was so employed, indicating the total amount of expenditure, anu the 
amount (if any) "·hieh India had to bear on such occasions ' 

· Mr. H: R. Pate : (a) In regard to ihe employment: of 'the .Army in 
India out~ide the ·territorial limits of India, the policy· of the Govern
ment of India is that which was enunciated in a Resolution adopted by 
this House on· the· 28th Mareh, 1921. I would ·refer the IIonouraLle 

'llember to that Resolution and to· the debate which preceded it. · 
:(b)' It is difficult to give a satisfactory answer to the first part of 

~he que!ltion as the Honourable :Member has set no limit to the period 
for. which he desires the information. I would, however, invite his 
attention to the reply given on the 14th March, 1924, to Question No. 780, 
and I tnu;t that the information there furnished will serve his purpoHe .. 
. . With regard to the second part, no expenditure is incurred by the 

Gonmment of India on account of the Indian troops serving overseas, 
except that on acco,mt of ~ertain consular escorts and the garrisons at 
Persian. Gulf ports.· .. Presumably the Honourable :Member's question 
does·not'refer'to expenditure of this nature, which is &hll.red with·llis 
:Majesty's Government under an ru·rangement which has been in force 
for many years. · · 

~ · ·, * • REcRmT~ENT FOR TJIE INDIAN MEDICAL SER~ICE. .. . 
149ft *Mr;Gaya Prasad Singh: (a) Is it not a fact that the I. M. S~ 

eompetitive examination has been stopped 7 And if so, since when f 
(b) Will the Go,·ernmcnt be pleased to state the present method of. 

recruiting I. M. S. ~flicerlj : 

, Mr. H. R. Pate: '") The competitive examination for the Indian 
'Medical 8(:\rvice ltas been held in ab~yance· since 1915. 

·(b) Officers ·are at present recruited by a Selection Board,' which 
consists· of the Director General, Indian Medical Service, the Director 
of Medical Services, and two Indian ofilaers of the Indian .:Medif!al 
~errice. ' 
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Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh : Is it not a· fact that during the Great. War 
m1wy Jtoshl of Civil Sur!!aon& were filled by members of the Provincial 
Medical Ser\·ice and they did their duty to the entil:e satisfaction of the 
(.iovernmtnt t ' 

Mr. Chairman : That question does not arise out of the principal 
question. 

Mr. Gaya Pnnd Singh : May I ask another question with your 
pennission r Will th~ ~oHrnment be prepa~ed to conside~ t.he question 
of throwing open a hmued number of apporntments of C1vil Surgeon!i 
to the membe:s of the ProYineial Medical Service ! 

V.r. B. R. Pate : I did not quite catch the question. 
Mr. Gaya Prasad Singh: Will the Government be prepared to 

eonsider the question of throwing open a limited number of appointments 
of Civil Surgeons to selected members of the Provincial Medical Service Y 

Mr. B. I. Pate : I do not think that question arises. 
:rru. Chairman : I do not. think that question arises out of the main 

question. Furthermore I do not suppose that this question has anything 
to do with the appointment of Civil Surgeons from. among the members 
CJl the ProYincial Medical Service. · 

PROMOTION OF POSTAL EMPLOYEES.·. 

1499. *1\tr, Amar Nath Dutt! (a) With. refe~~nc~. to .my, Que~tion 
No. 512, put on the 26th February, 1924, and the. reply given to .that, that 
the Hi i officers who were pr:>moted, to. the selection grade of 175-,-225 were 
aU ~;enior m1m, will the Gov:ernment be pleased to .st.ate .how the·seniority 
was determined as between the two classes ot offic~als1 namely, the Ins.-. 
pectors and Head Clerks of the Superintendents' offices on the one 
hand and Deputy· Postma~Ster~ and the Sub-Postmasters on the . other.. 
hand f · · . ! .• ' ., 

(b) Is it a bet that amongst the officers of the. latter class in· the 
J.15-170 .grade there are officers drawing higher pay and having longer 
a~erviee than the Inspectors promoted as 11hown in .the latest Bengal and 
Assam Circl~ Gt·adation List t 

(c) Were the Inspectors mentioned in reply senior in service and' p;rt. 
to Babu Sntish Chandra Palit, Deputy Postmaster, Burdwan, ·on the date 
uf their appt'U•tment as Inspectors t · • 

Mr. H. A. Sams : (a) 'fhe principle for. determlnl~g: the relative 
&flniority of Inspectors and head clerks to Superintendents of Post 
Offici's in the grade of Rs. 100-175 on the one hand and Deputy Post
musters and Sub-Postmasters in the selection grade of Rs. 145-170 on 
the other hand has been laid down in Director-General's No. A. X.-127, 
'dated the 2nd December, 1922, viz. : · 

. ' I I • . 

Inspectors and head clerks to Superintendents of Post Offices who 
attained this position before the introduction of the revued scales of pay 
will be ranked with the officials in the generdline according to the dates· 
of entry into their respective grades of Rs. 100-5-175 and Rs.145-5-. 
170. 11 the dates happen to .be the· same, seniority should be reckoned 
by the positiou held prior to the entry into those gradell. 

(b) Yes, ' 

<•> ~. 
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APPOINTML~T or 'Ma. LESAGE As Orrrct.\TJNO PosTMAsTER, lltrRDWAN. 

1500. "'Mr. Amar Nath Dutt : Will the Government be pleased to 
~tate the reasons for appointing l\Ir. Lesaj!e as otliciating Postmastt•r, 
Burdwan, from the Calcutta Gt>nNal Post Office overlookin~ the claim 
of the officiating Postmaster. Babu 1"\ithar IJal Ganguly, who ill a senior 
officer outside the Calcutta General Post Office 1 . · 

nrr. H. A. Sams : Mr. Lesage, Assistant Postmaster, Calcutta, pay 
250-350, has been appointed, to officiate as Postmaster, BurJwan, on 
the same pay with the intention of confirming him in that appointmt>nt 
when it falls permanently vacant in July next. Vacancies in the R~:~. 2:-,o 
-350 grade are filled accot"ding to selection and seniority by promotion 
from all officials in the Circle on the Rs. 17;)--225 grade, and as Babu 
Nithar Lal Ganguly is not th~ senior official of the Bengal and As~o~am 
Circle in the latter grade he has no claim to promotion to this post. 

STOPPAGE OF PROMOTION OF CERTAIN POSTAL OFFICIALS OF TilE BURDWA!If 
Drn~wN. 

1501. •1\tr. Amu Na.th Dutt : (a) h it a fact that the Secretary 
and three other Members of the Buruwan Postal Association have been 
placed (ID the second efficiency bar list 1 If so, was this due to the 
~n~gestions of the late Superintendent of Post Offices, Burdwan, Mr. B. 
H. Ganguly f 

(b) Was it brought to the notice of Government that Mr. B. B. 
Ganguly always assumed a hostile attitude toward3 the Durdwan Postal 
.Association f 

(c) Do Government propose to inquire into the matter 1 
Mr. H. A. Sams: (a) Certain officials of the Burdwan Division have 

had their promotion stopped at the 2nd efficiency bar aR a result of their 
unsatisfactory records and not at the suggestion of Mr. Ganguly or of 
any other officer who has been in charge of the Burdwan Di'::L'iion. 

(b) No. 
(c) No. 

INCREASED PUBLIC Dr:MAND FOR Ct:RRENCY AND CREDIT. 

15C2. *Baboo Runglal Jajodia: (a) Has the attention of the Govern· 
me1•t l1een drawn to the following statement in the issue of the Capital of 
the 15th May, 1924 : 

11 It is understood that the Controller of Currency is E>ngagerl in aetive inquiries 
which it is hoped may issue in the formulation ot a poli(•y whirh will impose on trnue 
and industries a lighter burden than thl'y now enrry not by inflation (which ~on~i~ts of 
iesuing unwanted currency) but by per1uanent additions proportioned to public demawl 
based wholly on expansion of trade and price fluctuations with which the present 
inelastic system is manifestly unfitted to cope." 1 

(b) Is the statement correct and will the Government be pleased to 
~tate what instructions have been givl'!n to t~e Controller of Currency, what 
inquiries are being or have been made, what is the result of the inquiries, 
whether, conducted by the Contro11er of Currency or any other officer, anrl 
what steps do the Government thi.nk of taking to meet the increast.:d. 
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ruhlie ccm2.lld for currency and credit and to preYent the wide :fluctu
ations iu the Imperial Bank rata of Interest 7 

· (c) If no such inquiry has been or is being mad~ are. the G?vt>rnment 
considcri11g the advisability of holJi11g such inqmry Immed1ateiy a1>d 
taking necessary steps w.thout delay 1 

. (d) Do the Government i»tend to take the 'Indian merchants into 
,onfidence in the matter without delaying, a solution of the problem f 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blacket.t : (a) The reply is in the affir· 
Illative. 

(b), (c) and (d). No definite instructions have been issued to the 
Controller of Currency but with my concurrence and indeed at my 
request he has been ma!dng inquiries with special reference to the work
ing of last year's Act and to the experience of the last busy sell.!'lon. The 
inatter is being carefully coru;idereu, tut I am not in a: position to say 
what further ~;teps, if any, will be taken in the matter. 

EMPLOYMENT OF JKDIANS IN THE BOMBAY, BARODA AND CENTlUL lKDIA AND 
RAJ.Pl!TANA MA!,WA RAILWAYS. 

1503. * Rai Sahib M. Harbilas Sarda. : Will Gover.nm~nt iJe pleased to 
a:he information on the follo\dn:; points regarding; the affairs (If tbe B. n.
and C. I. and n,: M. Railways : 

(a) What is the number of Iridian3 in the officer grade on this Rail
way and stat& the num!ier of tho3e who are promoted from 
the subordinate rank and those who are directly appointed as 
officers, in the various departments, with their percentages f 

(b) What is the number of Indian officers in the senior (District), 
rank, if any f 

(c) What is the cause of there being no Indian. officer. in the_ 
Agency, Stores, Signal, Loco., Carriage and Wagon Depart
ments on the combined system ·of these Railways ? 

(d) Is it true that the Ang:o-Indian officers of purely Indian ·domi~ 
cile and engaged in this country or promoted from subordi .. 
llnte rank are granted the overseas allowance whEe India~). 
officers, educated and engaged in England and with the 
SJme lergth of service, have been· deprived of this and tech-
nical. allowance f . . 

. (e) '\\"bat is the. fu1ancial effect of the d.i.trerential tre~tmcnt ·on. the. 
above two classes of officers as regards annual increment,. 
s.eting allowance, provident fund~ and travelling allowance f 

{/) Is there anr difference made in the above matters· between th&t 
two classes of emplo?ee'! of the subordinate rank Y If not1 
why has different treatment been introduced in the superior 
rank t . 

(g) What are the. differences• made in the matter of leave rules 
for the above two classes of employees ! 

(h) .Are Government prepared to induce. the. present management 
· of this combined system of railways which are State-owned, 

to remove the points of differences in treatment between 
different c181!Se!l of l!mployees and bring the rules in line 
~it~ those in fore~ O!l the. S_t~_te-m~naged ~a.ilways t _ 
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Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley: (a) and (b). The information in regard to 1 

the number of Indians in these appointments will be found in the Classi
fied List of State Haihvay Establishment and. Distribution Return of 
Establishment of all Railways of '\\'hich there is a copy in the Library. 
The Gonrnment have no information in regard to the source of recruit· 
ment or the rt:ason for deficiences in the number of Indians so appointed. 

(c) Government have no information. 
(d) and (e). Officf.'rs who had drawn the consolidated rate of pny 

before the introduction of the revised scale now continue to draw the 
equivalent of overseas allowance. The allowance is for Iuture entrants 
confined entirely to men of English domicile. 

(f) There is no overseas or technical allowance in case of subordi· 
nates. 

(g) So long as the company's rules for leave fall within the pro
visions of the ]1undamental Rules, Government do not interfere in this 
matter. 

(h) GoYernment do not interfere in respect to details of rules and 
matters of management of Company's employees pro,·idcd they do not 
infringe FundariJ,ental Rules and orders laid down for the guidance of 
all Company's lines. 

REFORMS INQUIRY CoMMITTEE. 

15~4. *Mau1vi Muhammad Y l!.kub : (a) Has the attention of the· Gov
ernment been drawn to a note in the Simla Bulletin, dated the 21st May, 
1924, page 5, column 2, under the heading " Reforms Inquiry " 7 

(b) Is the statement contained in the note correct and i~ the inquiry 
committee to be considered v.s only a preliminary to a Royal Commission 
coming in the winter 7 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddima.n : (a) Government have 
seen the note referred to. 

(b) The statement in the note that the Government of India have 
received replies from some Local Governments to their letter ·regarding 
the working of the reforms is not correct. Government have no informa
tion regarding the alleged rumour that a Royal Commission regarding the 
working of the reforms is likely to be appointed during the winter. 

INDIANS IN UPPER SUBORDINATE APPOINTMENTS ON THE RAILWAYS. 

15Qj, *Mr. K. C. Neogy: (a) Has the attention of Government been 
drawn to the statements made by Mr. II. L. Cole in paragraphs Nos. 3 
to 6 of his report on the trainir1:_r of Railway officers and subordinates in 
India, in his attempt to explain the 11 present overwhelming preponderance 
of Europeans and Anglo-Indians in the Upper Subordinate appointments, " 
particularly his observations that it is difficult to find Indians with the 
personal qualities that make efficient Chargemen and Foremen, and that 
having regard to the material Bt presept available in the lower grades 
of th service, no responsible railway officer could recommend a very early 
chang-e in this positicn T 

(b) Will Government be pleased to state : 
· ( i) whether there is any principal Railway in India which has made 

any attempt to attract Indians to the Upper Subordinate 
appointments by offering facilities for training on terms 
of perfect equality with Anglo-Indians l!Jld Eu~opeans i • 
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(ii) whether any such Railway appoints Indians to the Upper .Sub
ordinate grades on an equal footing with Europeans and 

· Anglo-Indians as r~gards scales of pay .and other facilities ! .. 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : ( 11) Yes, but the statement quoted requires 
to be read with the context in order to appreciate its :proper meaning. . 

(b) ( i) and (fi). There is no uniform· practice for appointments to' 
the Upper Subordinate grades as local conditions and the local supply of 
personnel ''~ries in difrercnt partl! of t.he country. Further different 
methods have to be applied for recruiting to the different departments. 
Speaking generally, appointments in the Upper Sub?rdinate grades are 
made by selection from those who have worked their way through the 
lower ra11ks and havt thm acquired the nece~sary qualities and experi
ence. 

It should, however, be mentioned that. in the Engineering Depart- . 
n1ent of State Hailwap all Upper Subordinates appointed from Roorkee · 
and the Bengal Engmeering College draw the same pay regardless o~ 
nationality. If, however, the Honourable Member is referri.ng specially 
to workshops, as would seem· to be implied by his mention of Chargemen 
and Foremen, it may be n1cntioncd that some Local Governments are eo
operating with the big railway administrations in the establishment of 
:Mechanical Engineering Colleges with the idea of. training Indians of a 
better educational standard for filling the Upper Subordinate appoint-· 
mcnts in highly organised workshops. 

As regards 'the Traffic Department, I may mention .as an instance of 
the kind of training to which the Honourable :MemLer refers· that th~ 
G. I. P. Railway are now about to introduce a scheme of training 
whereby selected Indian youths, who have satisfactorily passed 'through 
a course in mechanicK at a terhnical institute or college, will be trained 
for ultimate promotion to the Upper Subordinate grades of the Tran.sport-
ation Department. · 

· The solution of the whole problem, however, is to be found in pro
viding better means of training for all the members of the subordinate 
staff, and the Railway Board are now carrying out- an important initial 
stage in this process by edablish:ng. an adequately equipped training 
school at Chandausi. · 

EUROPEANS, ANGLO-INDIANS AND INDIANS EMPLOYED IN VARIOUS CAPACITIES 
ON THE PRINCIPAL UAn..WAYS IN INDIA. 

1506, *Mr. X. C. Neogy: Will Government be pleased to state· fo.r 
each of the principal Railways in India : 

(a) the present proportion llf European or Anglo-Indian and 
Indian employees as ( i) Drivers, Foremen and Chargemen 
in the Locomotive Department ; Carriage Inspectors and 
Electricians in the· Carriage. and Wagon Departments .; 
Signal Inspectors, Permanent W PY Inspectors, and clerk of 
Works in the Engineering Department ; and Supervising 
Station Masters, Traffic InspetJtors, Claims Inspectors, and · 
Travelling Ticket Inspectors in the Traffic Department ; and 

(b) the different scales of pay open to tbes~ two classes of employees 
(European or Anglo-Indian and Indian) f On what grounds 
is this distinetion in sca'es cf s~bry ba~ed ! 

LS~LA D 
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Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : (a) The collection of the information uked 
lor wonld entail an inordinate amount of labour and upen~e and the Gov· 
ernment do not propose to ~ Raihvay Administrations to furnish it. 

(~) I would invite the Honourable Member'• attention to the rt>ply 
given to a somewhat similar question, No. 1308, put by Mr. N. M. Joshi 
on the 6th June, 192!. 

EKPLOYK:ENT ot. INI>UNS AS FORE..'1\IEN, CnARaut:t.."'l, ETC., ON RAn.wns • 

. 1507. *Mr. Jt. C. Neogy: (a) Is it a fact that in certain Railways, 
some of the appointments, such as Foremen, Chargemen, Carriage In
spectors, Permanent Way Inspectors, etc., are practically closed to 
Indians I . 

fb) Is it a fact tbat the North-Western Railway entertains only 
Europeans and Anglo-India:ns as. apprentices on training as Signa) 
Inspectors f 

(t) Has. the attention of Government been drawn to a notification 
published in the Bengal Nagpnr Railway Gazette, dated the 26th May, 
1923, by the Chief Mechanical 11ngineer inviting applications from Euro
peans and Anglo-Indians fw appre11ticeship in the Kharagpur Locomotive, 
·Carriage and Wagon and Electric- shops 7 · 

. Mr. C.. D. M. mndley, (a) There is not'hing so far as Government 
are aware in the rules on ~tate Railways which debars Indians. from filling 
any of these appointments if fitted to do so. Moreover all Railw.ay .Ad· 
ministrations have . been made aware of the policy of Government that 
Indians should be 'increasingly employed in all departments of railway 
working and the Govemment are confident that they. will carry out this 
policy. 

(b) ·No, it is not a fact. In December, 1923, there were under training
three EtllOpeans and Anglo-Indians and three Indians. 

. (c) i ~ould draw the Honourable Member's ~ttention to the reply 
to Question No. 28 asked by Babu Braja Sundar Das on the 2nd July, 
1923. 

ADMISSION OJ' INDIAN GRADUATES AS APPRENTICES TO TBE EAST INDIAN 
RAILWAY WORKSHOPS AND LABORATORY AT JutA.LPUR. . . 

1508. · *Mr. K. 0. Neogy: (a] Is it a fact that in 1920, a number o·f 
Indian graduates were admitted as. ap.prentiees in the workshops and 
the laboratory of the E. I. Railway at Jamal pur ! 

(~) If so, what were t~e terms on which they were taken in as 
apprentices, and for w.hat period f Was any assurance of future employ· 
ment given to them f 

, (e) How many of these person.s have been provided with employ· 
:ment, in what capacities, and on 1\·hat scales of Jlay Y 

(d) Are similar gradnatP. apprenti<'es n<~mitted at preRent bY: the 
East Indian Raihva.y T It so, for what appomtments are they tramed1 

llltl with what prospe<:t o! cn1ploymcnt ? 
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(t) Are these apprentices required to prove their capacity for 
tontrolling labour t How many of them ha,·e been refused employment 
~n account uf their failure to pro,·e such capacity ; and how many 
Europ.:an and Anglo-lnd1an apprentices have been refused employment 
for the ~.;arne l'f!llliOD uuring the same period f 

(/) What opportunity is given to the apprentices to eontrollabour 
during their peuvJ of trainm;;, tmd wnat :.ctutiny is made into their 
capacity for controlling labour ! Is such scrutiny made ~qually in the 
case of Europeans, Anglo-Indians and Indians r · 

(g) Is it a fact that on the· occasion of the strike on the E. I. Rail
\\·ay io 1922, a number of these Indian apprentiMs were sent to Dina pore> 
Jhajha and othl'r places to assist the Loco staff in the running of trains, 
~md that their work on that occasion was. commended by the Loco 
Sup(!rintendent f 

Mr. C. D. M. Bi:ndley! Government have not the information, but are 
making inquiries and will se11.d a reply to the Honourable MeiJ?.ber later. 

GaANT or .a. STATE StiroLARSHIP ro A~ 1NDIAN GR.ADUA'TE LATELY EMPLOYED 
AS AN APPRENTICE IN TilE JA'MAJ.PUR WORKSHOP 01' THE EAST INDIAN 
RAILWAY. 

1509. *Mr. K. C. Neogy : Is it a hct that nne ot the !ndia:n. g:raduate 
apprentiMs of the E. I. Railway mc·ntioned. in the foregoing question, 
who was declared incoillpetent by the Railway authorities after his 
training, bas been lately awarded a sch'olarship by the Government of 
India for the study of metallurgy in England. t 

The lto:nbvable Sir !hnpenclra Nath · :Mitta : ! State scholarship 
for the study of metallurgy in England has boon granted this year on the 
recommendation of a Selection Committee w a candidate 'Who. was lately 
tmployed as an apprentice in the Jamalpur workshop of the East Indian 
Hailway. Government are not aware thl:lt he wa.s declared incompetent 
by the Railway authorities. His certificaJes showed that he satisfactorily 
completed his term of apprenticeship and was discharged &S there was nG 
\·acancy lor him. 

ExrENDITtJRB ()N RAitWAt ScB:OOZ.S.. 

1510. *Mr. It. C. Neogy : What is the amount of expenditure annually 
incurred by each of the principal Uailways in aid of the 'education ot 
the children of its employees ; and how much per head of the European 
ttnd .Anglo-Indian employees does the total amount thus spent by -. 
Railway ()n the education Gt thei:r children, work but. and. how mack 
similarl,r in the ca~:;e of its Indian employees t 

Mr. t::. t>. M. Jtindley t A. statement showing the . expend.1tu~ 
incurred by tbe principal Ra.ilw~cys on education in 1922-23 is laid on tM 
table. 

The accounts do not separate the expenditure b~tween Indians \l.ll.d. 
other schools and it is not possiblil therefore to give the further inform•' 
tion &."'ked fw, 
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Btattllltnl dotd111 t:rptnditvrt 011 R(Jilway arhnnls inrl111!in.t1 rnntributiona from Rtlilwtty 
· fundiJ to uther achool1 duri11Q liJ.:J.£3, 

. r.ailwnys. Amount. . 

Assam Bt•ng-nl 
Bt'ngnl Na~orpur 
F.a8t Indian , . . . 
Gnmt lntlian Peninsula • , • , 
Bo•uhay, Baroda and Ct>ntral Intlia .• 
Rohilkund nnrl Kumnon • • . • 
Bengal and North·WI:'stern 
Burma •• 
South Indian •• 
Mnrlrns and Southern Mahratta , , 
North·Wt'~tern 
Eastern Bengal 

· Oudh and Rohilkhnnd , • 

n~. 

10,610 
().i,llil.l 

• , 1,:-10,4S:l 
• • 1,24,6~:1 

67,01:! 
2,)173 

13,1~3 
!1,720 

Z7,!l75 
7~,006 

1/H,II!l:l 
10,219 
61,801 

Total .. 8,37,502 

.ANNUAL STIPENDS GRANTED BY THE EAHTE.RN llENOAJ, RAILWAY TO TilE 
CHILDREN OF EUROPEAN, ANGLO-INDIAN AND INDIAN EMI'LOYJi:ES 
ATTENDING liiLL ScHOOLS. 

1511. *Mr. K. C. Neogy: (a) What are the mnximu~ and minimum 
amounts of annual stipend granted to a son of a European or Anglo
Indian employee as llill School Hllowance by the E. n. Railway ' 

(b) What are the corresponding amounts of allowance granted to 
sons of Indian employees in the Harne Railway T · 

(c) Will Government be pleased to make a similar comparat:ve 
statement about the maximum and minimum annual expenditure in· 
curred on an individual boy, European or Ang-lo-Indian and IntJ.13.~ 
respectively, by each of the other principal Railways f 

(d) Under what head in the railway budget is the expenditure 
shown by the different Railways 7 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : (a) and (b). Information in the form asked 
for is not available ; but I lay .on the table a note showing the limits up 
to which the assistance is given by the Eastern Bengal Hailway to its 
employees for the education of their children. 

(c) The Government are not prepared to do this. Each Railway has 
its own special arran~Pments "'hich are not comparable ancl the collection 
of the information from all lines would im·olve labour which the result 
would not justify. 

{d) Working Expenses, Abstract G, Special Miscellaneous Ex· 
penditure. 

'Children of European aniJ ..4.nglo-Intlian employees rcailing in-
(1) Hill boarding schools.-Total amount of tuition fees billerl for by tl,,l 

school authorities as passed by Ag-ent minus 1; per cent. of the employe.: 's 
salary for one chilJr 12l per cent. for two children and 15 ptlr cn,.t. 
for more than 2 children. 

(2) Gra'At-in·aid to Plains Schools.-Rs. 2 per child pairl to the school nuthorities. 
(3) Lump sum monthly grants of Rs. 300, Rs. 200, Rs. 150 and R!l. 75, m

' pectively, to the European Day Schools at Kanchrapara, Calcutta, Saidpur 
and Katihar. 

Children of Indian employees-
(!) Monthly grant-i:n-aid to schools in the plains.-Annas eight prr child. In 

the case of High Schools at Bijpur (Kanehrapara) and Saidpur Rc. 1 
per child. . 



2875 

Urn.x!A.TlON or T:rn: FINES FtND olf THE BENGAL NA<lPuR RAtl:.WAY FOR 
PBOVIDINO OUTFIT ALLoWANCES FOR CHILDREN OF EMPLOYEES ATTEND· 
mo lliLL ScnooLs. 

1512 •. •Mr. K. C. Neogy: (a) lias the attention of GJvernment beeu 
drawn to a notification under Standing Order No, 46 of the B. N. R, 
published in the B. N. R. Gazette, dated the lOth March 1923, to the 
effect that advances for the outfit of the children of. the employees of 
the Railway attendipg hill schools would be given at the following L"ates, 
out of the Fines Fund : · 

Up to. Rs. 120 -for first entrance to a hill scho9l. 
Up to Rs. 80-for subsequent renewal of equipment 7 

(b) Are similar advances for equipment allowed to the children of 
Indian employees r 

(c) Is it a fact that the bulk of the Fines Fund is contributed by 
the subordinate Indian employees of the railway ! 

Mr. C! D. M. Hindley: (a), (b) and (c). Government have no 
information. The transactions of the Fine Fund on Companies'.Railways 

· are outside Government accounts and control and disbursements or ad· 
vances therefore are made &olely at Agents' discretion. 

INDIAN PoPULA uoN IN lloNG KoNG. 

1513. • Captain !jab Khan : Reference the reply to starred question 
No. 194 on the uth . .r'ebruary 1924 r·e Indian population in the Crown 
Colony of llong Kong, will the Government be pleased to state·: 

(a) In what Department of the Colony are Indians eligible for 
service and to what limits they can rise f . , 

(b) lias any Indian ever been promoted to a superior post (posts 
usually filled by members of' the Colonial Civil Seryice) f 

(~) Are any lndia.ns einployed as shipguards on board the boats 
engaged in coastal and interior river trade in China and if 
so, how many Indians have lost their lives in fighting. the 
pirates while on duty since 1919 7 

(d) Are the dependents of those, who lost their lives in fighting the 
pirat('s on board these ships, given any remuneration or pen-
sion by their employers f ' 

(e) Is there any recogniz2d Indian representative in Hong-Kong 
who is consulted and has a voice in the local affairs or 
Legislature pertaining to Indian interests f 

(/) What is the strength of Hong-Kong Police fore~ and the 
number of Indians in it 1 What is "the highest post to which 
an Indian can rise in the lorce t 

f,fi', J. W. Bhore : The Government of India have no information, 
but will make inquiries. 

APPOINTMENT OF MuHAMMADANs To 'l'RE INDIAN CtvrL SERVICE AND THE 
IMPERIAL PoLICE. 

1514. •Ma.ulvi Muhammad Yaqub: (a) Are the Government aware 
that the llusalmans have failed to secure any post in the Indian Civil 
Service· through the competitive examination .since it was. started in 
India 1 
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(b) .Are the Govl.'rnment av:are that only two Mussalman cnndi· 
datl.'s, one in Bihar and one in the Pun.iab, have so far succe~ued in the com· 
petitive examination oi the Imperial Police Servi~e since it was started in 
India Y 

(c) Are the Government prt'pnred to consider the question of rl•serv· 
ing 8 certain :fixed proportitlD Of ~OStl:l ror 1\IURsalmaTIS in the I:ICf\'iCel:l 
mentioned above to be competed for by the Mussulmans f 

The Ronoura.ble Sir Alexander Muddiman : (a) It is a fact that 
no Mussalman has obtained one of the appointments advertised as open 
to competition .. But two l\Iu:;salmans han been nominated to appointments 
in the Indian Civil Service as a result of the examination. 

(b) No. In the years 19~2 and 1a2:J fonr Mnssulmans gaineJ appoint· 
ments as the direct result of the competitive examination, two in tho 
Punjab, one in Bihar and Orissa, and one in the North-West Frontier Pro· 
vince. This year's results are not complete. 

(c) The existing system is devised to secure to some extent rrpresenta· 
tion of the various provinces and communities and the Government of 
~ndia have no present intention of modifying it in this respect. 

PERMISSION TO ScHOLARS TO HAVE ACCESS TO OERTAIN GovERNMENT OF' 
INDIA RECORDS. 

1515. •Maulvi Muhammad Yaqub: (a) Are the Government aware 
that a scholar of the Allahabad University, who wanted to conduct 
research work in History, was refused p('truission to have access to 
the Gov.,rnment of India records of the 18th century preserved at 
Calcutta f 

(b) Do the Government propose to issue orders that the records 
mentioned in part (a) be open. for consultation by the scholars carrying 
on research work in historical and literary subjects t 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : (a) The scholar referred to has been allowed to 
have access to the records of the period mentioned, with the exception of 
<!ertain records of a eonfidential nature which are not open to inspection 
by the public. 

(b) Documents required !or bona fide historical research are open to 
inspection by the public subject to the rules which have been framed for 
the purpose and have always been strictly enforced. Government are not 
prepared to agree to any relaxation of the rules in the present case. 

Maulvi Mllhammad Yakub : Was the scholar from Allahabad whose 
name is Ballacharya, l\'I.A., allowed to inspect the non-confidential records 1 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : That is my information. 

Maulvi Muhammad Yakub: The information which 1 have received 
is to the contrary. 

LITIGATION BETWEEN THE EAsT INDIAN RAILWAY AND oNE HEMANTA KUMAR 
SARKAR. 

1516. *Mr. Amar Nath Dutt : Is it a fact that the East Indian Railway 
is carrying on litigation with one Hemanta Kumar Sarkar and have been 
unsuccessful in the criminal courts in their attempt to oust him from 
the lands, leased to him T Is there any objection to allow him Jo hold 
the lands till the same is not required !or the use of the East Indian 
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Railway f Do the Government intend to terminate the lease by further 
litigation f If so, why f 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : Government have no information of the 
litigation mentioned or its result. The leasing of land which is not. 
required immediately for railway purposes is within the discretion of 
Railway Administrations and Government do not propose to interfere. 

EXTENSION OF THE TARKESSAB BRANCH OF THE EAST INDIAN RAILWAY FROM 
TARKESSAR TO THE DAMODAB EMBANKMENT. 

1517. *Mr. Amar Nath Dutt: Will the Government be pleased to 
state, whether there is any proposal, to extend the Tarkessar Branch 
t•f the East Indian Railway from Tarakessar to the Damodar embank~ 
ment, a distance of 3 miles ! If not, do the Government intend to take 
up the proposa~ after making necessary inquiry 7 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : A petition from the local inhabitants pray~ 
ing for this extension was received some time back and forwarded to the 
local railway authorities for disposal. As Government have received no 
information either from the local or the railway authorities to show that 
the line is urgently needed, they do not at present contemplate any further 
action in the matter. · 

GRIEVANCES OF THIRD CLASS PASSENGERS ON THE LOCAL HOWRAH TO BURD~ 
WAN SERVICE ON THE EAST INDIAN RAIL WAY. 

1518. *Mr. Amar Nath Dutt: (a) Has the attention of the Government 
of India been drawn to correRpondence in the " Servant "· of the 
26th February 1924, complaining about the inconvenience of 3rd class 
passengers for want of urinals in the local trains between Howrah and 
Burdwan on the East Indian Railway f Do the Government propos& 
to take steps to remedy the defects 1 

(b) lias the attention of the Government been drawn to the complaint. 
in the same article, about the serious danger to which passengers are ex~ 
posed in boarding trains in the Howrah-Burdwan chord line of the East 
Indian Railway for want of rallied platforms and do the Government 
propo~e to remedy the defect 7 · 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley: (a) and (b). Government have not seen the 
correspondence referred to which does not appear to have been pub
lished in the issue of the paper quoted by the Honourable Member. In 
any case complaints of the nature mentioned in the Honourable Mem .. 
ber's question are essentially matters which Government have no doubt 
that the Agent will discuss with his Local Advisory Committee when 
brought to his notice. 

Mr. Amar Nath Dutt : Will the Honourable Member please receive 
from me a copy of the cutting, because I think the mistake arose in this 
way. Government might have seen the dak edition of the paper of that 
date. 

Mr. Chairman : I cannot allow the Honourable Member to make 
a statement. 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : May I make a suggestion ? It has been sug
~ested to me that the date mentioned by the Honourable :Member refers 
to a different .edition of the paper to that which we have examined. 
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Jf that is so, and if the Honourable Member will hand the eutting to me, 
1 will pass it on to the Agent of the East Indian Railway, 

Mr. Amar Nath Dutt: Yes ; I am handing it over. 

Col!PLAINTS re ,TnE TIMINGS or CERTAIN DowN LoCAL TRAINS nBTW~N 
liOWRAU AND BURDWAN ON THE EAST INDIAN RULWU. 

1519. *Mr. Amar Nath Dutt : Has the attention of the Government 
been drawn to the correspondl•nce in the 11 Amrita Bazar Patrika " oC the 
20th Janu~try 1924, complaining about the timing of certain Down local 
trains between IIowrah ancl Burdwan on the East Indian Railway, on 
Sundays f Do the Government propose tg have the timings changeu 
to suit the convenience of the passengers 7 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Government have seen the correspondence 
referred to. They understand that qne:itioniil of changes in time tahlP-s 
to suit local convenience are amonrst the subjects on which the A~ent 
consults his Local Advisory Committee ·who have knowledge of th•l 
local needs and conditions. They have no doubt that the Agent will 
have already had his attention drawn to the newspaper complaint 
referred to. 

REPEAL OF REPRESSIVE LEGISLATION, 

1520. ~;Mr. Ama.r Nath Duit : Will the Government be pleased to 
state, what steps, if any, have been taken, to repeal the Dengal Regula
tion III of 1818, the Crimi;wl JJa w J\ mt';"~(lmrnt Act, and other Repres
sive Laws and Regulations, as recomm~nded by this Assembly in its 
Resolution passed on the 20th of March, 1924 T 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddima.n : The Governor General 
in Council has taken no action on the Resolution for the reasons ex
plained by the Honourable Sir .Malcolm Hailey in the course of the 
debate. 

STAFF CoUNCILS ON THE GREAT INDIAN PENINsrLA RAILWAY. 

1521. *Mr. N. :M. Joshi : (a) Will Government be pleased to 11tate 
whether the Staff Councils on the lines of the Whitley Councils illl 
England lla.ve been introduced on the Great Indian Peninsula Railway T 
If so, when T if not, why not 1 · 

(b) Ii the answer to the earlier portion of (a) above be in the 
a:ffirmath:e, will Government be pleased to place a copy of the constitu
tion of the Staff Councils on the table or make it available to the Mem
bers of the Assembly ? 

(c) Will Government also state whether these Staff Councils are 
elected or n.ominated bodies and how many of the nominated members 
on each Council are Indians, Anglo-Indians and Europeans respectively r 

Mr. C. D. rJI. Hindley : (a) The Railway Administration reported 
in, January last that they were being introduced . 

.(b) and (c). The Agent is being asked for a copy of the constitution 
which will be placed in the Library. 

EUROPEAN, ANGLO-INDIAN AND INDIAN EMPLOYEES ON TI!E GREAT INDIAN 
PENINSULA RAILWAY, 

1522. *Mr. N. M. Joshi : Will Government be pleased to Jtate how 
many of the total number of the Great Indian Peninsula RailwaY. 
employees are Indians, Anglo·I~d,U!.ns and European~ res£ectively l 
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Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Gov~r'nment have no later figures than those 
ttlready published in Annexures A and B of the Budget Memorandum 
for 192-l-2;), a copy of which· was .supplied to all Members of. the 
As!Sembly. 

DrsciU&aB oP MR. NUBUN N!nt, AN EMPLoYEE. ot THE GREAT. INDIAN 
PENINSULA RAILWAY. . . -

· 1523. *Mr. N. M. loshi: (a) Will Government be pleased' to state 
whether it is a fact that ~Ir. Nurun Nabi, an employee of the Great 
Indian Per.in~Jnla Railway serving as a signaller at Agra, Belangunj, was 
given a notice of discharge on the 7th April 1924: ·without spe,cifying 
.any reason for the step f · . · · . 

(b) If the answer to (a) hP ill the negative, will Government be 
pleased to inquire into the matter and state the result of their inquiry 7 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) and {b). This is a purely domestic matte~ 
·with \Vhicb the Company's officers are compet~nt to deal and Government 
are not therefore prepared to interfere. 
' ' 

ExcESS F.us EA.B.NlNGs or TicKET· Cor,LECTORS oN 'l'HE EASTERN BENGAL 
. . RAILWAY. . 

· 1524. *Mr. N. M. Joshi: (a) Will Government be ple~sed· to state 
\Vhether it is a fact that Mr. A. R. G. Lilly, District Traffic Superintendent 
of the Ea.,tl~rn Bengal Railway was pleased to pass the following order, 
No. E.G.-2r10, dated the 12th December 1923, on the Ticket Collectors 
of a certain section of that Railway t 

"Station lllasters are hereby advised that the excess fare earn
ings of the Tieket Collectors at their. (sie.) _,, are not 
as satisfactory as they should be. 

A Register showing excess fare earnings of all Ticket Collectors 
on this dmtrict is maintained in this office and the earnings 

. of each 1'icket Collector is very minutely scrutinized per· 
sonally by the undersigned. 

It is specially noted that the earnings of the Ticket Collectors at 
Dinajpur and Rangpur are extr'emely unsatisfactory. 

E.li:1Wriments by changing Ticket Collect0rs at certain Stations 
have shown that the amount of exeess fare could be con
siderably increased and the standard monthly earii1ng oi 
each Ticket Collector should be Ri. l 00. . . 

. Evtry Ticket Collector should do his best to maintain this 
standard and those who will not be able to show satisfactory 
collections, will be taken off from the list of Ticket CoHee~ 
tors and reduced to Tally Clerks. 

·Thill is the final warning to the 'ficket Collectors .and the under
signed hopes to see an immediate improvement in the 
earnings of the Ticket Collectors. 1 ' . 

(b) if the an~;-wer be in the affirmative, will Government be pleased to 
state under what Act or rules such orders are permissible Y If not so 
permiti.sible, 'what steps have Ooverwnent so far taken or do- they propose 
to take in the matter f · . 

' "Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Government have. no information but wi'l 
-p1ake inquiries~ · " 

L8DLA I 
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Duru:~ or PomTsMEN ON THE BENOAI, AND NoRTH WEsTERN RAILWAY. 

· 1525. *Mr. N. M. Joshi : (a) Will Government be pleased to state 
"·hether it is a fact that the pointsmen on the Bengal and North Wegtern 
Railway besides doing their usual duty in re3pect of the points com· 
mitted to their care, have to look after shu~ting, keeping watch, handliw, 
and making of packages, collecting tickets, sorting collected tickets, etc.t 
If so, why so many duties of different liinds have been entrusted to one 
class ~f servants 7 If not, what are the duties that these pointsmen per· 
form t · 

(b) Will G~nrntnent be further pleased to state the scales of pay that 
the pointsmen get T 

· Mr •. C. D. M. Kindley : Government have no information and the 
matters referred to relate to the internal administration of a Company's 
Railway in which Government do not interfere. 

LIABILITY OF PotNTSMEN ON TilE BENGAL AND NoRTI1 WEsTERN RAILWAY 
IN CASES OF UUNNlNG '£&.\IN TnEFTO. 

1526, *Mr. N. M. Joshi : Will Gwernment be pleased to :o;tat"' 
whether it is a fact that in caseo; of " running train thefts " the Bengal 
and North Western Railway compels the pointsmen on duty to subscribe 
to the lo.sses which the Company has to incur on account of suits for 
damages f If so, under what law or rules are the pointsmen made tQ 
subscribe tothese losses Y 

Mr. a: D. M. Hindley : Government have ascertained that it is not 
a fact and the second part of the question therefore does not arise • 

. - OFFICIAL REcoGNITION OF RAILWAY UNIONS oR AssociATIONS. 

1521- *Mr. N. M. Josbi: (a) Win Government be pleased to place on 
the table or make available to the :Members of the Assembly copies of 
l~Ules and RegUlations which diiferent Railways in India, both State
managed and Company-managed, may have prepared under .which official 
recognition is given to the·Railway Unions OI' Associations f 

Mr. 0. D. r-1. Hindley : The Railway Board circulated to th~ State
managed and the Company-managed railways the rules drawn up in 
October 1921 by the Government of India for the grant of official re· 
cognition to As~ociations of Government ·employees. Those rules were 
not drawn up with a view to publication, but if any Honourable Member 
is particularly interested in the question, a copy of them will be supplied 
to him for his personal information by the Home Pepartment. The 
Railway Administrations generally considered that ~these rules were 
suitable for application to associations of their own employees. G<Wern· 
ment have no information in regard to local orders which· may have 
been issued as such matters are necessarily left.to individual administra· 
tions to decide, 

NAMES Of RAILWAYMEN'S lTNIO~S OR .AssoCIATIONS RECOGNISED BY THE 

. AUTHORITIES OF THE INDIAN RAILWAYS, . 
. ' 

1528. *Mr. N. M. Joshi: (a) \Vill Government be pleased to place on 
the fable or make available to Members, a state:ment giving 
therein the names of the Railwaymen's Unions or Associaticns 
which ~ave been recognised by the authorities of the Indian f.utilWdJ'li1 
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!loth State-managed and Company-managed, with the dates on whicl1 
they were staned, the total number of t.ueir membership, their pre~;ent 
office-bearers and the conditions that the different Railway authorities 
may have imposed on them in order to give them recognition t 

(b) Will Government be also pleased to place on the table 
or make available to Members, another statement. giving therein 
( i) the nameK of the Uailwaymcu 'H Unions or Associations which 
had approached the authorities of Indian Railways, both Statc-managctl 
and Company-managed requesting the latter to give official recognition 
to them but which were refused such recognition and (ii) the reasons, it1 
tach ease, on which sueh recognition was refu~ed t 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley: (a) A statement is laid on the table. 
(b) Gonrnment have not the information. The question of recognis

ing As:;ociations of employees of Company Railways is necessarily left to 
individual Railway Administrations to decide. 

--··--
Btatl!mllnt 1lanwing thenal!llla of tl111 Railwaymcn's Union~ m- Assor.iations wllicl•.liaVti 

l>tm ,..co1111iud by tlur Authoritin of th~ Indian ,.Railways. 
(\) North·Wf'att>rn Railway t'nion. • . 
(ii) Enatcm Bt>ngnl Raihmy Indian Employt'lea Assoeiat:on. , 

(iit) BeDgal Nagpur Rail"·ay IndioJr Labour l'O:o11. 
(it') Madrae anrl Houthem llfahraUa Uaihl'ay Traflie Supl.'l'ior Section Staff Uniou 

confined to Bclgaum Dibtrict. . · : 

Government have nCI' info-rmation as to the membership, office-Qearers, 
etc. 

The recognition of the Oudh and Rohilkhand Railway Union has been 
11·ithdrawn. 
N'ON•R!'COGNITION OP TilE BENGAL AND NoRTH WESTERN. RAILWAYMEN'S 

AssoC'IATION. 

1529. •Mr. N. M. Joshi : Will Government be pleased to state whether 
it is a fact that the 1eiJgal aud North Western Uailwaymen 's Associati01t 
i1ad approached, thl'ough representations and interviews, the Agent of tlu1 
Railway and the Chllirman of it"' Doard of Directors requel3ting them to 
give it formal and official recognition t If so1 was it granted and when ? 
If not, why not f 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : The matter is one within t11e competence of 
the Railway Administration to deal with. It is understood that the 
Adminil;tration have not recognised the Association. · · 

FoRMATION or DrsmxcT CoMMITTEE~ oN THE BE:Non AND NoRTH WEsTERN 

RAILWAYS. 

11)30. *Mr. N. M. Joshi: (a) Will Government be pleased to state 
"·bether it is a fact that the Agent of the B. and N. W. RaiLway infornwl 
the Honorary Secretary of the B. and N. W. Raihv:aymen 's. Association 
that he hRd arran~red for the formation of District Committeps on which all 
sections of the railny staff' would be' represented to i'nvestigate and report 
(ID all questions affecting the "'elfare o'f the Staff f 

(b) If the answer to (a) be in the aff:h·mativc,. wilt G'overnment be 
plr11scd to state ·whether these District Committees have now come into 
existence f If so, when f If not~ why not f 

(c) If the answer to the ear her part of (b) above be in the affi:rmativ~; 
will Government be pleased to lay a copy of the constitution o'f· the Dis· 
trict Committee:~ ou the tablu or p.take }~ availaLle- tO' thc·Meml.Jcr..~- cf the 
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Assembly ? Will they" also state whether these Ccmmittees are nominated 
or elected bodies f .. · · 

· ·Mr. C. D. M., Hindley: (~), (b) and (c). Government are aware thai 
the Agent, Bengal and North-Western Railway, contemplates the for.:. 
nwtion ·of District Committees a~; a medium of communication between 
the Compan)"l and its staff. They have no information whether these 
Committees have actually been formed and their constitution and corre:;.:. 
pondence in connection therewith are matters of internal administration 
of a Ccmpany's Railway 'with which Government do not interfere. ' 

IMPROVEMENT oF THE CoNsTITUTION oF STAFF COUNms oN THE GREA'l' 
' ' INDIAN PENINSULA RAILWAY.' .. 

1531. *:Mr; N. M. Joshi : Will Government be pleased to ~-:tate whether 
the G. I.: P: Railway Staff -Union had made som~ suggestions ·for .improv
ing the constitution of the Staff Councils f lf so, did the G. 1 P. Railway 
authorities take them into consideration T If not, why not 7 
. ·Mr. ·a. D, M. Hindley : The G~vernment have no information on the 

point. • . .· 
' . 

GRANT OF CoMPENSATORY ALLOWANCE TO THE' OFFicERs AND SUBoRDINATE 
STAFF OF ~THE GREAT INDIAN· PENINSULA AND BoMBAY, BARODA 'AND 
CENTRAL WDIA RAILWAYS STATIONED IN BOMBAY. 

1532~o *)1r. N .. If. Joshi : Will Government be pleased to :;fnte whether 
the G. I. P. and B. B. nnd C. I. Railways propose to sanction the payment 
ef .. special compensatory allowance in view {)f the high cost {){ living in 
Bombay to their officers and subordinate staff on the lines on which tho 
Government of Bon;J.bay have reeP.ntly sanctioned such allowance to tlleir: 
officers and subordinate staff 1 If so, when T 

· Mr. 0:· D. })1. Hindley : Proposals to grant . th~ officers of the · t\\~o 
railways. special compensatory allowance have been received and are 
nnder the consideration of the Government of India. In the mean~ 
time as a temporary mea&·ure for a period of six months an allowanf'e 
f>n· a· lower seale than that proposed has been sanctioned by the Govern.:. 
ment with effect from 1st April, 1924 .. 

The subordinate staff are already in receipt of Rpccial allowance. 
' -

REVISION oF THE LEAVE RuLEs oN THE: GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA RAILWAY. 

1533. · *1\lr. N. lti. Joshi : (a) Will Government be pJenserl to state 
;whether it is a fact that, as stated in the G. I. P. Union.HeraJJ, the Je:n-e 
rules of the G. I. P. Railway staff have been revised under Standil1g .Qrder 
No. 422 of the 14th March, 1924 1 ~ 

(b) Will they also be pleased to state whether it is a fact 1bat in those 
leave rules, the racial distinctions, seYeral times complained of by the. 
Indian Staff, have been maintained and Indian subordinates ar·~ placc<l in 
the same category as Negroes ! If so, ·will Government be pleased to state' 
why these distinctions are allowed Y 
' (c) Will Government be pleased to state why, under the new rules, 
sick leave on full pay is given to non. Indian staff from the, beginning of 
'~'he service and to the Indian Staff after twenty years' srrri~e, aud why 
the Hom.l! Board <1_oe_s not gi~·cfull_ cffc~t to. the leave rules which. W c-au, 
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ianction to Indian subordh1ate staff unde~ the existing Fundamental Leav&< 
Uulea ~·hereas it has done so in the CiJ.Se of non-Indian Staff f 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindler: (a}, (b) and (c). Government baye· seen the 
J18per rderred to by the Honourable Member. They do not interfere 
in re11pect to detaili of Company's rules so long as they fall within tha 
Fundamental Rules sanctioned by Government. 

RESOLUTIONs or rnE· WADI BUNDER BRANCH (BoMBAY)OF THE· GREAT 
INDIAN PENINSULA STAFF UNION.. . 

1634. •Mr. N. M. Joshi: Will Government be pleased to !'tate wl1ctller 
their attention has been dr&\vn to the Resolutions passed at the .An:o.ua~ 
Uenerall\Jeeting of the W11c.l.i Unndt>r Hr:mch (J3omhay-) of the G .. I. P. 
ltailway Staff Union which ha,·e &ppeai'ed in the G. I. P. ltni011 Herald 
(In the ]lith ~larch HJ:B f 1t so, wul they be pleased to '3tate whetl~er 
the Railway authoritic!l have· gh·en, or propose shortly to ~ive e1Tect 
to any of their Resolutions I If so, bow f If not,· why not t . 

Mr. O:D. !L H'mdler : Government have seen the Resolutions .. .AI\ . 
nf the matters referred to appear to be such as are within the competence 
nf the Agetit to deal with and Government are unable to say what a9tion, 
bas be~n or "'ill be- taken in respect of them. · ,, .. 

Maulvi Muhlmmad Yakub: May I put Qc.cstion No~· 153.5, Sir,, on 
behalf of Mr. Jinnah f · · ' ' ~ · 

Mt: Chairman : I find this question bas already been rep~ed• to t 

St'PERIOR APPOINTMENTS ON TnE EAST INDIAN RAILWAY. 

1536. *ltlr. T. 0. Goswami : (a) Is it a fact that on the East Indian 
Railway thPre are 5 appoil'\tments of Deputies to the. General Traffic
Manager on salaries of Rs. 1,850 to 2,0JO per month, and that all these five 
posts are at present held by officers who wt>re subordinates nnd promoted to 
the Superior Grade ; and is there any other Railway in India. where sub· 
nr<linates have risen to such high administrative posts in this proportion t 
llow many, if any, of them are Indians f 

(b) Is it Q. fact that on the East Indian Rt~-:Iway, there are 15 appoint· 
m«'nts of Distr:ct Traffic Superintendents, out of which 9 are at preseni 
lli'l'l by officcr.J .who were 11 Subordinates " f liow many of them are 
Indians f 

(c) Is it a fact that; on tl1e East Indian R:~.ilway, out of 43 appoint· 
meonts of Assistant Traffic Superintendents, more than half of the appoint: 
mt>nta are held by subordinate!; who have been promoted ; 11nd is there 
any othi'r Railway in lnjia. wbc>re subordinates have been permanently 
promoted to the Superior Grade in this proportion t How many of those
ao promoted in the East ·Indian Ra.ilway are Indians 7 · · · : 

(d) Will Government be plP.ased to state what hig:her rates of salary 
than their substanti\·e emoluDients are mmally givt>n on the State Railways 
to .. Subordinates " who are promoted and confirmed in the Superio~ 
Grade f 

• Hie r~rly to Question :Xo. 1367, 
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tmper11edin~ many ()ffit•l'rs whq have bel'n nppointeJ directly to thll' 
~uperior Gratll', and who have alreaJy put in a number of years' 11crvice 
in the Supervising Grade. 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) Yrs. There are five superior appoint· 
ments under the General Traffic Manager, E. 1. R, on salaries of R!i. 1,85ll 
-50-2,000 per mensem. Their clesi:;rnations are as follows : 

Chief Superintendent, Traffic Manag-er, Coal Manager, Coachin;; 
Superintendent, Rates and DevelotJrnent Mana~er. 

Gonrnment have no information ns to whether they were promott'd 
from subordinate ranks nor whether the proportion is greater or les::~. 
than other Railways. None of thrm arc Indians. 

(b) and (c). The number of appointments and the Indians employed 
will be uien at pages 168-170 of the Railway llo:1rd Classified List of 
Staff, a copy of wh;ch is in the Members' Library. 
. (d) The usual ru~e on State Railways is for an officer on promotion 

to draw the pay in the time scale next above his !lUbstautive pay, with. 
increments as they accrue. 

(e) The Government have no information-the Board of Dirt>ctor3 
of the E. I. R. have full power to select and to fix the pay of their officers, 
within the sanctioned scales. 

Mr. T. C. Goswami : Are· not .thi! Government of India in touch with 
the East Indian Railway, since it is going to become a State Railway, in 
the near future f . 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley : Of course we are in touch with the Eallt Indian 
Railway. 

LocAL TRAFFIC SERncE oN STATE R.\ILWArs AND oN THE EAST INDIAN 
RAILWAY, 

1537. *Mr. T. C. Goswami: (a) Is i~ a fact that the Government ot 
India have recently constituted, or propose to constitute, a 11 Local Traff:e 
Service " on the State Railways, with effect from the 1st April 1922, which 
will take in all subordinates promoted from ranl\S to the Officers' grade 
a.nd all fresh recruits to the Superior Service on and after 1st April, 
1922. . 

(b) Has the East Indian Railway Administration also been asked 
to introduce the same scale ; and if so, are the State Railways' principles 
in this matter bein:r_strictly followed there (~e., in the East Indian 
Railway) ! 
· (c) Han the Railway Board, in the case of Traffic Officers of State 
Railways, ordered the degradation-or " relegation " as it is called-or 
any of the Assistant Traffic Superintendents confirmed in their appoint· 
ments before 1st April 1922, to the Local Traffic Service T 

. If not, are Government aware of the reason or reasons why such a 
course is in contemplation on the East Indian Railway 7 

(d) Are the Government prepared to postpone the creation of the 
,.. Local Traffic Scale " until the .Assembly has had time to consider 
its merits f 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley: (a) Ye~. with effect from ht Arril, 1G21, par
ticulars regarding the sen ice on Sl :tte Hail ways will be found iu th~ 



Goven1ment of India Railway Department Resolution No. 370-E.I21, dated 
3ht AuguKt, 1921, a copy of which is placed on the table. '. 

(b) The E_ast Indian Railway Company were furnished with a copy 
ol the Resolutton a~d the Co.mpany themselves proposed to introduce 
~ Local rraffic Servtce on thetr ~ystem on the lines of that existin" on 
State Ratlways. e 

, (c) ~o officers have been relegatt>d to the Local Traffic Service on 
·State Rmhvays so far. The East lndian Railway propose to rele11ate 
tho~:~e Officers . wh.Q l~ck the essential qualification of fitness to hold 
~barge of a D1str1ct m accordance with the principles of the service. 
• (d) As Btated in (a) the Locsl 'fraffic Service hilS already be<'n 
Introduced. · 

CopJ of Cl llelol11tio11 by the Gol!ornment of India, RailvJay ne1u1rtment (Railway 
Board), No, 870·E.; tl, dated the Blat A.ugiiBt 1931, 

, The Gov!'rmuent of India have had under consideration the question of the cousti· 
tuhon of a J .. o~al Traffi~, Scr\'ieo of Assistant Superintendl'nts modelled on the lines 
n! the new Provincial Engineering Serviee, and, with the sanction o( His Majest\· 's 
flet"~l'to't of State for India, now authorise the introduction, with effect from the 'let 
Ap11l 19.11 of : 

(1) the North Western RailwnJ Traffic Service, 
(2) the Eastern Bengal Railway Traffic Service, 
(3) tho Oudb and Rohilkhand Railway Traffic Service. 

'l'be following are the main features of the aeht>me : . 

The Superior Traffic Department of Stab.• R:!ilwnys will, in future, cot;~ist of : 

L-The Superior Traffic Service, eomprising : 
(i) Administrative Officers, 

(it) District Traffic Superintendents, 
(iii) Aasistant District Traffic ·Superintendents, and 

11.-The Local Traffie Services namtd above, comprising ;. 
(i) Assistant Traffic Superintendents. 

The Local Traffic Services will provide the greater number of.the officers requimd 
tor ehnrgee usually held by officers of lower rank than District Traffic SuperintentlP,nt. 
'l'he officers will be gazetted and designated Assistant Traffi() Superintendents and will 
toe recruited by the Railway Board, at their discretion, mainly from ent;Det~ring uurl 
&titer technical colleges in India or by the promotion of selected subordinat~s. Furtllcr, 
any offieor1 of the superior service who may have failed to allow their fitness to hold 
1 diatrict charge but who are held to be efficient Assistant Trafli4 .Superintenll~nt~ 
will bo offered appointments in this scrvire, refusal on their part to join it . neees• 
aitnting their aerviecs being dispensed with. In connection with the organisatiott 
of the new ll'rviee, the Railway Board will also, if necessary, appoint suitable caudi• 
ciatee from other sources. Officers of the local services will not ordinarily be trans· 
icncd !rom one State railway to another. · 

2. The Loenl Traffic Services will bo· non·pensionable and Qn a continuous .,tint~ 
atale of pay of Ra. 250-20-750 with an efficiency bar at Rs. 550. The Ra11Way 
Lourd will fix the initial pay to be drawJ!. by recruits from any source. 

11. Selooted members of the Local Trame Services 'trill b~ eligible fo~ advnneement 
to the Superior Traffic Semee and 20 per cent. of the number of super1or posts OJIP.II. 
to the India ret"ruited braneh of the Superior Traffic Service will be allotted for 
thie purpoee. Officers thus promoted will be .brought into the superior se~vice on· thl 
tate of pay on the junior sea~ n.ext above. that whic~ they were. d~awing m t;he loea 
~ervieee and will eount for semor1ty aceordtngly. Wh1le ne restnet1ons are la1d down 
regarding the age at which officers in the local services may be promoted to ~he 
Superior Traffic Sorvice, ordinarily euch promotion will have effect at an early per1od 
~~~~ . . 
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· 4. The A~t>nb of f;tnte Railwn~·s 11·ill be nt\llrf'H~ril Sl'pnmh•ly in ~t•gnr;] to tluJ 
strt>ngtb of tht• III'W lot•nl Sl'rVit•t>s, th~:~ l't'\'i~IJII tmtlit' t'ntlrtl now to btl eull!'tiont•d fill' 
~:~ch line, the initial salary to bo 1lmwn by otlit•crs at•h•t•h•tl for nppnintnwnt to lilt• 
loeal 9('rvices, the pl•riotl o! training and probatioll of new recruits, uml othl'r cognate 
matters. . . 

ORDERED thnt this RE"solution be forwnrrled to the offit•t•rs nott•tl bt>low, for inlol'lna· 
tion, and that it be publishetl in the Gaztlle o/ l11dia1 for ccncral informntioa : 

The Agent, North Wt>stern Rnihvu.y. 
·The Agt>nt, Eastern Bt'agal Railway. 

· Tbe Agent, Ou<lh and Rohilkhand Railway. 

· · Ordered also that this Resolution be tommunieated to the Awmntanb Ot>nrral, 
Railways and Ct>ntral Rl'vt>nues, and to the Chief Auditors. ~ortb Western, Eastcnl 
llemgal, aad Oudh uad Robilkhand RailwaJ's. 

By ordl'l', 
(S<l.) II. L. COLE, 

8eor1tary, Railway lJutl/'(l • 

. .Mr. T. 0. Goswami : lias it bee·n introduced on all the State P· ~, 
ways Y 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley: Yes, Sir. . 
APPOINTMENT OF A RATES TRmUNAL FOR RAILWAYS. 

1538. *Mr. K. 0. Neogy; (a) Will Government please state what is the 
exac~ position at present in regard to proposal for the appointment of 
a Rates Tribunal for the Railways I 

(b) Will the proposed Tribunal be competent not only to deal with. 
matters relating to railway rating but also to take cognizance of the ca!ie 
of undue preference in the matter of traffic facilities, as recommenueu 
by the .Ackworth Committee' in paragraph 158 of their Report 7 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : The Honourable Member will find the 
answer to his questions on page 1529 of the Legislative Assembly Debates, 

. :Volume IV, No. 29, dated 12th March, 1924. · 

. CouNTERVAILiNG DuTY ON SotiTn AFRICAN COAL. · · 

1539. *Mr. K. 0. Neogy: (a) Will Government please state if the 
question of a countervailing duty on South .African coal, as announced 
by the H<mourable Commerce Member in the Assembly on the Hith March 

. last, has already been referred to the Tariff Board 7 
· (b) If not, will Government state why such industries as Cement, 
Paper, Printers' Ink, Boots and Shoes have already been referred to the 
':rarifY Board in ·preference to coal7 , 
· (c) If the reply to (a) be in the negative, when do Government 
propose formally referring the questiUn of countervailing duty on South 
.African coal to the Tariff Board f · 

Will the Board's term of reference inciude the question of a higher 
duty on foreign eoal generally t · · 

·The Honourable Sir ·Charles Innes.: . The reference to the Tariff 
· l3oard has been· held up because Government have been con~idering 
whether they should not appoint an expert Committee to consider the 
~hole question of the handling, shipment and marking of exp()rt coal 
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at the Kidderpore docks. I may mention for the Honourable Member's 
information that the coal trade in the last three months has made con-. 
siderable progress in recapturing the Bombay market. 46,000 tons cf 
Bengal coal were carried by sea to Bombay in the first three months of 
192!. 

ALLEGATIONS AGAINST TilE COAJ, TRANSPORTATION OFFICER. 

154('1. •Mr. Jt C. Neogy: (a) Has the attention of Government been 
drawn to a letter published in the Calcutta daily " Forward " of 13th 
)Jay last over the signature of Mr. Kshitish Chandra Basu in which the 
eorrespo~dent makes several allegations against the Coal Transporta.
tion Officer particularly as regards the method of his interviewing callers 
and the disposal of business at his office t · · 

(b) (i) Is it a fact that letters and telegrams, from the trade and 
the public, even if repeated half-a-dozen times, are not attended to by the 
Coal Transportation Officer f (iii) Is it a fact that inquiries made from 
Indian Mining Federation are not answered f (iii) Is it a fact that files 
and letters are lost in the office f ( iv) Is it a fact that sanctions for 
wagons are more easily obtained through the agency of select representa:. 
th es than by interviews and letters from the interested public f · 

(c) Even if a part of the allegation referred to• in ~a), and (b) 
above are true, will the Government state what steps they p:ro.pos.e taking 
in the matters f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: (a) Yes. 
(b) ( i). It has been ascertained that there have been unavoidable 

delays in replies and in some cases requests that could not be complied 
with have been filed, but there ba,·e been no eases in which S?Veral 
reminders have been ignored. 

( ii) This is not a fact •. The Iudian Mining Federatio-n's inquiries, 
it not replied to by letter, have been reolied to verbally to the Federa-
tion's representative on the Advisory Pommittee. . · 

(iii) and (iv). No. 
· (c) Government understflnd that tbe allegaticns made in (a) and 
(b) are not true except in regard tCI (h) ( i), which is partially true. This 
has now been remedied, and in the circumstances Government do not intend 
to take any action .in the mat.ter. · 

AnoLITION OF TilE CoAL TRANSPORTATION OFFICE. 

1541. *Mr. K. C. Neogy : Will Government state what has been their 
decision in regard to the question of ·abolition of the Coal Trans
portation Office, as it was proposed to be examined in reply to Question 
No. 22 at the Delhi Session of the Assembly on the 1st F.ebru~ry last f 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindley: No decision has yet been arrived at in the 
matter. 

CoAL :MINES IN TIIE RANEEGUNJ AND JHARIA CoALFIELDs UNDER !NDIAN.AND 
EUROPF,\N ~.IANAGEMENT. 

lj42. 'Mr. K. C. Neogy : (a) With refere11ee to the reply to Question 
No. 502 put ou the 2:ith Fcbn1ary la~t are the Govemment prepared to 
rerise their deci::,i•m in the mat'er and furnish the statement askeo for f 

F 
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1\k C. D. M. lrindley: lt\rr the rcasnn ~i\·rn in n·l'lY to (~uL•stiou 
No. 50:! on 2.ith February Ia~t in the As.-.;l'mLly, Oon:rwul!ut urtJ uot 
prepared to furnilSh the stat~menl ask~J !or. 

EAR~nxos oF 'l'UE E.\:ii1' INous R\tLWIIY noM TnE Ti.\rnc omnED nr 
Tn& K.tsT.-. A~I> 1>.\.MA.Oull.IA SIDINIJ& 

1543. •Mr. It a. Neogy : With refw·nce to tllc r("[lly t() QuPstion 
N(). 23 asked on the lst .t;·ebruary last. will Government be pleased to 
state what is. t.he e-arning of the E. I. Uailway from the trullic oJ.ter\.'ll by 
the two sidings referred to in the question 1 

Mr. C. D. M. Hindiey : Government have not got the in£onnation 
ar::ked for and ha,·e aseertained thnt the earnings from coal traffic ar.e not 
l<ept l!y individual sidings. In the circmm:tance~ they do not propo~e tu 
<'all upon the Raihvay Administration to ccmpile the inf()t'Illation asked (ur 
by the Honourable l\lembt>r which would involn•, they undcx·s.tanu, th~: 
sorting out o:f' about 7 or 8 Iakhs of coal declaration notes. 

TRAVE.L.UNG .ALLOWANCES OF TTIE PosTMAsTERS GENERAL rn I~u. ItUrJ:~a 
19~'!-:23 ANC 19:!3-24. 

15H. ~Mr. Chaman tall: (a) Will the Government be pleased to lay 
{)n the table a . stat"ment showing SE!pardtely the amounts: or T. ~\. 
f.'arnei.l by each of the 7 Pof-ltmm;.fers G~mernt in India (cxclmllng Banna} 
dnring the year 1922-~3 .nnd 1923-24 ;mel (b) giye J•easons- it the amount 
of the T. A. earned by any particular Pustmaster General wu abnormally 
high t 

Mr. H. A. Sa:ms: : (a) .A statement C'<mtaming th<r in!orm:1tion is laiJ 
flll the table. 

(b) The amCI).IDt o! travcUing ullawn.nce earned l1y JHJ J'ost mastH· 
General was abnormal, havin~ regard to thC' variation in the sim or, arHI 
in the rates of travelling: allowance allmtss.ible in, the £litfercHt l'ostal 
Circles. 

Statement sli.awin!T travellin.if allowanN11r earnl'il by 7 Postma;-ders-General in India 
during 1922-23 oncl19:J3-24. 

P. M. G., B<'n:gal and ·Assam 
, 
17 , 
" , 

Bihar and Ori~~ •• 
Bomb:ry 
Central C'ircle 
}fadras •. 
Punjab awl ~. W. F'. 
United Provinces •• 

1!)22·23. 
Rs. A. P. 

1,9!:!9 6 3 
1,847 7 6 
2,449 15 0 
2,1S() 9 9 
1,142 13 0 
3,;)A6 1 0 
2,516 1 0 

19~3-24. 

Rs. A. Y. 

1,44!1 l HJ 
1,722 13 ,) 

67;i ll ~ 
1,74G 1 0 
2,395 4 jl 

2,1;!)8 2 0 
1,676 1 () 

RECOVERIES FROM PosTAL OFFICIALS oN ArcouN-r or Loss OF INsURED 
ARTICLES DURING 1923-24. 

1515. *Mr. Chaman tall : Will the Government be pleasecl to state 
'(a) the number of cases in the Punjab Circle in which recove~es on acco~mt 
()f insured and ordinary articles of the letter and parcel malls lost durm~ 
the course of transmission by post were maue or ordered to be macle from 
the JnrcstirPatin~" Officers, i.e., from Inspe~tors, Burwrintendents, Post 
OJ'tices, and 1st co Cia::~::> Po~tmastcl's who had not the diroct handling of 
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rmch articles, {b) what was the total amount recovered or orJercd to be 
'recovered in this manll.l.'r, and (c) under \Yhat rule of the Post Office ISUch 
recoveries were made nr ordered to be made f 

Mr. H. A. Sams : The IIonour~ble :::\fember has not specified the 
period fur which he requires the information. Presuming, however, that 
his question relates to the year 1923-24 the particula,r11 are as follows : 

{a.) 3. 
(b) Rs. 936-11-0. 
(c) Rule 415 of the Post Office 11fanuai, VolumP. II. 

PnonsiON OF CurTEENs FOR INDIAN TnooPs. 
1U46. '*Mr. S. K. Datta. : Will Government state whether it is a fact 

that a s~:stem of rt'!gimental canteens has been established· to serve Indian 
Army units f If so, will Government state whether these canteens are 
"wet 11 or dry 11 f If the former, will Government state : 

(11) The kind of alcoholic liquors stocked in these canteens for con
&umption by Indian soldiers f 

(b) Are 11 wet 11 can teem; attached to both " active ." battalions 
and " training " battalions Y · 

(c) Will Government give the reasons for 'the esta~lishment of 
these canteen.'i as also the length of the period they have 
been so established ! 

(d) llave any protests against their establishment been received 1 
(e) Are Government prepared to consider the q,uestion of closing 

down the " wet " canteens ! · · 
Mr. H. R. Pate : The 'Provision of canteens for Indian troops is a 

matter which is left to the discretion of Officers Commanding and detailed 
information as to the number and character of these canteens is, therefore, 
not available. ' 

In Waziristanr how.cver, a few canteens have been opened by. the Army 
Canteen Board (India) for the senir,e of Indian troops, and the infor
mation which follows relates only to canteens in Waziristan. Only one of 
these canteens is "wet." 

(a) Beer is the only alcoholic liiJUOr sold at this canteen. 
(b) There are no such canteens serving training battalions,_ 
(c) The canteens were opened jn order to gain experience of the 

·wants of Indian units during war. The canteens were established on the 
lst May 1924. 

(d) No protests have been received, 
(e) Government are not prepared to close down the 11 wet" canteen. 

IssUE OF OPIUM DURING THE WAR TO INDIAN' PERSONNEL ON" ACTIVE 
I • SERVICE. 

1547. 1Mr. S. K. Datta.: (a) Are G01vernment aware that during the 
late War opium was issued by the Supply and Transport to· certain Indian 
personnel when on active service 7 

(b) If so, will Government state under what conditions was this 
done 7 

(c) Will Government place tl1e instructions permitting this practice 
tn the table of the House f 



2890 LEGISl.ATl\'F! AAAE~!BLY. [lltn JUNE lD~l. 

(d) Will Government state wheth('r tht•se instruetions are still in 
force, and, if so, is Gon•rnment pnpal'l'll to ~bolito:h them 1 

Mr. H. R. Pate: (a) Yes. 
(b) It wa::~ supplied as a ration on payment, to opium eaters only, 

at the rate o.f :::!0 grains a man 11er day. 
(c) and (d). The issue of opium on tlte scale mentioned is p'rovi1letl 

for in the" Supply and Transport 1\Ianunl (War)." Tht'st• instructions 
are still in force, but the ~lanual is to be revised shortly, and the question 
"·iU then be examined whetht•r the i-:sue of opium as a ration article on 
J>ayment should l;e continued or not. 

ILLITER.\CY ~~ THE INDIAN AR:UY, 

1548. •Mr. S. X. Datta : Will Government state : 
(a) The number of illiterates in the Indian Army I 
(b) The proportion of t11ese to the total number enlisted I 
(c) What steps are being taken to reduce illiteracy f 

Mr. H. R. Pate: (a) and (b). It is not possible to state the exact 
l'.Umber of illiterate per~ons in the Indian Army. I may mention howewr 
that, on the 1st April 1924, the app1·r.ximate total strength of all In<lian 
ranks of the Indian Army was 130,000 (including Gurkha~, Transbordt•r 
Pathans, and men of the Burma. F1·ontier Tribes) and of these, 50,000 
were in possession of at least the 3rd standard Certificate of Education, 
that is, 38.8 per cent. 

(c) Every soldier attends EduMtional Training paradrf!. A trainrd 
soldier, unless specially excused, carries out hili four hours' educational 
training a week. In addition to this, \"Oluntary clas~es are usually arrallg'l'<l 
.for men working for certificates and for promotion examinations. A 
recruit carries out one hour's educational training a day, exclusive of 
time devoted tQ religious instruction, physical training and games. 

In addition, there is the Indian Army School of Education at Bel· 
gaum for the training of Indian ot'ficers and non-commis:;ioneu officers 
as Instructors. 

EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES FOR INDIAN UNITS IN TilE ARMY, 

1549. *Mr. S. K. Datta. : (a) Will Government state what educational 
facilities are provided for Indian Units in the Army 7 

(b) If classes are held, under who~o~e supervision is instruction given ' 
(c) What is the nature of the instruction Y 

(d) From what classes are the teachers recruited and what are their 
educational qualifications Y 

(e) Are Indian units provided with libraries ; if so, how are they 
conducted Y 

(/) Will Government furnish members of the A~sembly intf'rested 
with detailed information regarding existing Educational Schemes for the 
Indian Army f 

Mr. H. R. Pa.te: (a) The attention of the Honourable Member is 
invited to the reply just given to part (c) of his previous question. 

(b) ·The classes are supervised b.r Squadron, Battery and Company 
Commanders, as well as by the officers and non-commisflioncd officers who 
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baYe been trained at the Indian Army School of Education. Officers of 
the Army Educational Corrs are attached to Commands, District and 
L1 igaJe Me as auJ carry out in.,pection duties. These Command Inspec
tors are all>istcd by senior Indian OtTI:!ers who have been trained at the 
Indian Army School of Education. · 

(c) The following subjects are taught : 
( 1) Reading and writing in thl! man's own vernacular script. 
(2) f:iimple Urdu in the Roman script. 
(3) .Mathematics. 
( 4) Esprit de corps and regimental history. 
( 5) Elementary hygiene and sanitation. 
(6) Elementary anatomy and phy&iology. 
(7) Gc.ography and Map reading. 

· (8) Ilistory. 
(9) Citizenship. 

(10) Theory of Agriculture. 
(11) English. 

In addition, a recruit undergoes a thoroug-hly scientific course or physical. 
t1·ainin~r, which includeJ exerci;es deii~ned to quicken the brain. Religious 
infitruction ill ·given by the religious teachers who are born~ on the 
t~trength of the Vnits. 

(d) It is the duty of all officers and non-commissioned officers to 
instruct their men. In addition, spcdally trained selected officers and 
1 on-commissioned officers are trained . as Instruct<>rs · a.t the S~hool of 
Education. It is hoped that eventually every company or equivalent unit 
will have a r.oa-commission~d officer instructor, a:nd every regiment or 
battalion, a British and an Indian otncer as supervisor, all of whom wiJ 
have qualified at a School ·of Education. · · · 

Instructors will, in future, be drawn from the classes enlisted in the 
unit. 

(e) Indian units are not provided with libraries. A sum of as. 12 per 
man per annum is, however, provided for the purchase of books required 
for educational traininp:, · 

(/) The existing educational schemes for the Indian Army are under 
revhion. A " Manual of Educatiomll Training for the Indian Army " 
h in p:-eparation and will, it is hoped, be published before the end of the 
year. It will be available t.o the general public on payment. 

EYPLOYMENT oF Ma. KIRKPATRicK, LATE DEPUTY CoNsERVATOR OF I<,o&EsTs, 
AS LABOUR INSPECTOR AT JAMSHEDPUl!., 

1553. *Khan Bahadur Sarfara.z Hussain Khan : Will Governmeat 
please 11tate : . 

(a) If it is a 'fact that . Mr. Kirkpatrick is employed as LabQur 
Inspector at J amshedpur f · 

(b) Wht•ther before biH appointment as such, he. was a Deputy 
Con~ervator of Forests in the Imperial Service 7 

(c) If so, what was his pay 11~ Deputy Conservator of Forests and 
what is his pay in the se~vice of the Tata Company 7 

(d) What was the length of his servic~ under th~ Government f 
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(e) Whether he t'i tlrawing n pen:-ion, nntl if he is drawing llllCU• 

sion, what is thl' amount of hil'l pension t 
Mr. J. W. Bhore: (a) Government have no information. 
(b) Mr. Kirkpatrick was a Dl'puty Con~crvator of Fot·ests in the 

Indian Forest Sen-icc. 
(c) R:~. 900 a month while hr "·as in GoyernmPnt sPrY ice. Govern· 

ment haYe no information as to his pay under the Tata Company. 
(d) n years and about 4 mouths. 
(e) He is in receipt of a compassirmate allowance of R~. 100 n rnnnth. 

Tons oF INsPECTION oF TBE PosTMASTER G&~ERAL, PuNJ.An PoHTAL 
CIRCLt:. 

1551. *Mr. Chaman Lal : (a) Will the Government be plt\a~ed to 
f:tate the period of halts at each Head and Sub-Office by the rostmastcr 
General, Punjab Postal Circle, in the years 1922-23, 192:3-24 f 

(b) Will the Government be pleased to state the nmnbPr of d3Y51 
allowed for the inspection of (a) a lleud Office, (b) Supt•rintcndent ·~ 
Office by a Postmaster General 1 

(c) Will the Government be pleased to state the stations where the 
Postmaster General, Punjab Postal Circle, halted during the Jt•ars 19~~-
23 and 1923-2,1, but carried on no in~pections 1 

(d) Will the Government be pleased to state stations wht>re the 
Postmaster General, Punjab Postal Circle, stayed for a perio,d lon~(·r 
than required for inspection purposes, during the years 1922-23, 192:.1-

24 ' (e) Will the Government be plensed to state the t1ame of Snb-Offlers 
with the period of halt at each such station where the Postmaster Oenerat 
Punjab Postal Circle stayed for a period over that pre':lcrib,Jd for t.lm 
inspection of Sub-Offices T 

(f) Will the Government be pi~ased to state the obje~t of vi~its to 
the following Sub-Post Offices by the Postmaster GcnE>ral, Punjab Postal 
Circle, during 1922-23 and 1923-24 : 

1. Kasauli. 2. Islamabad. 3. Nowshera. 4. Madhopur. 5. Solon. 
6. Panipat. 

(g) Will the Government be pleased to state the total stay of the 
Postmaster General, Punjab Postal Circle, at his Head Quarters a~ 
I.ahore, during the year 1922-23 and 1923-24 7 

Mr. H. A. Sams : (a) A statement containing the information is laid 
on the table. 

(b) No period is fixed in either case. 
(c) None. The Postmaster-General halte~ at Madhopur to inspect 

the Pathankot post office, a distance of 6 miles from Madhopur, as there 
is no suitable accommodation at Pathankot itself. 

(d) and (e). None. . ,. 
(/) Kasauli } ' : ... 

Islamabad 
N'owshera For inspection and inquiry. 
Panipat 
Madhopur For inspection of Pathankot. 
Solon For inspection. 

(g) 52 days i~ 1922-23 ; and 32 days in 1923-24. 
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Gtall.'mtrlt sf1orring halts at each Head and Sub-office by Postmaster-General, 
l 1unjab and Nortll· West Frontier, in 19i2-23 and 1923-24. 

1922·23. 1923-z.t. 
Head Ojficet-

Abbottauad •• days. 4 day&. 
Antbala 10 , 15 

" Amritsar 8 II 2 
" Delhi 'I 

" 10 II 
Dcra Ismail Kbau , 4 

" Dharauteala 7 ,, 6 
" Gujrauwala 2 " .. 
" Gujrat 2 

" .. 
" Gurgaon 3 , ,, 

Hissar ,, 4 
" Jhclum 5 , 5 ,, 

Jullundur 9 ,, 3 
" Kamal 4 ,, 1 , 

Kohat 6 , , 
Ludbiana 3 

" 
3 ,, 

Lyall pur .. , 4 , 
llultan .. , 2 II 
Patiala .. , 1 , 
Peshawar 2 , . 8 ,, 
Rawalpindi 16 

" 
18 

" flargoda , 9 , 
Sialkot 4 

" 
5 , 

Sri nagar 8 , 11 "· Bub·Office~-

Bag hi 3 , , 
Islamabad 3 , I II 
Kasauli 4 

" 
l , 

Kotgarb 3 , 
" Madhopur ... l1 7 , 

:Murree 2 
" 

.. II 
.Sarkauda 1 

" 
.. 

" Nowshcra 7 • , .. , 
Nurpur 3 , .. 

" l'anipnt .. , .. 
" ltampur 1 , .. , 

tiolou 3 , .. , 

Mr., Chaman Lal: I am sorry I did not quite catch the explanatiora 
as to the visit of the Postmaster General to blamabad. 

Mr. H. A. Sams : I did not hear the llonour.able :Member's question. 
Mr. Chaman Lal : I wanted to know the reason which the Honourable 

Member gave with regard to the visit of the Po.;tmaster-General to Islama4 

bud. 

Mr. H. A. Sams : IIis visit was for inspection and inquiry; 

TRAVELLING ALLOWANCES oP THE PoSTMASTER GENE&AL, PuNJAB PosTAL 

CIRCLE, DURING 1920-21, 1921-22, 1922-23 AND 1923.-24. 
1552. *Mr. Chaman Lal: (a} Will the Government be pleased to 

&tate month by month the '!'ravelling allowance drawn by the Postmaster 
Gt'neral, Punjab Postal Circle, during (a) 192().21, 1921-22 and (b) 
1922-23, 1923-24, and state reasons for abnormal difference, if any, 
between (a) and (b) f 

(b) Is it a fact that certain halts and TraYclling allowance bills 
of the Polilmasler General, Punjab Postal Circle for 1922-23, 1G23-24 
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"·ere objected to by the .Accountant Oent>ml, awl if S(l will the Otl\'l'l'll· 

ment be plcJ:seu to !'ltate pal\illlll<ll'.i oi oujcdiouJ unJ final t~~!ttlcnwnt 
thereof f · 

IV'...r. H. A. Sa.ms: (a) A r;tatement containin~ the reqnirt•tl inform~
tion is laid on the table. 'l'he dilfen·nce bet Wt'l'n (a) nn:l (b) i~ cllw 
to a chan6e in personnd in ~hreh 19:.!:!. The now Postma:•tcr-Ut•nl•ral 
had to tour extensively in 1922-~J in order to get a first hand knowlcllge 
of local conditions in his circle. 

(b) The Deputy Accountnnt General, Posts and Telegraphs, Dl•lhi, 
held under objection the travelling allowance dt·nwn hy the l'o . .;tmnster· 
General for a journey from Delhi to Lahore in Sept('mbcr 1!:22, but on 
an explanation being given subsequently withdrew hiil objection. 

Statement showing the lravtlling allowam:l'~ drawn b11 tT1e Po.~rma.~la-r:,nnal. 
Ptmjab f.mcl Nortli-lr e.~t Frontier, clurinq (a) 1!)2(J.;J1 ar~d 1!1:J 1-22, awl 
(b) 19:22-23 and 19:23-24. 

(a) 192021 nnd 1021·2.!. (b) l!l~2-~3 nn1l l!l!!3·2!. 
Rs. A. P. Rs. A. P. 

April ~03 15 0 701 6 0 
May 2fi() 3 .6 1:<7 ;j fi 
June Nil. 3~3 D ti 
July 2H 9 6 1!!2 2 0 
August 373 13 6 Nil. 
Septt>mber 3H 0 0 542 13 0 
October 508 1 6 ()Jj 5 0 
November .. • 749 7 9 7~4 13 0 
Deeember 549 9 0 4fi8 2 0 
January 704 2 9 l,~S·i 3 0 
Ft>bru.ary 534 0 6 1,008 4 0 
:March 349 8 6 17-J 10 0 

----
Total .. 4,787 6 6,2S~ !) - 0 

TRAI~TNG OF PosTAL AXI> R\:LWAY MAUJ SF:RYIC'E PmmATIONE!ts. 

. 1553. *Mr. Chamari Lal : (a) Will the Government be plt·n:.l'd to 
1it~tc the period fixed by rules, j_Or the trJ.in1nci of l'ut;tal and R ~I. S. 
fJrobationers ? · . 

(b) Will the Government be plea~~ed to fibte the method'! ad0p~f'rl 
·by Postal and R. M. S. Departments for training- of probationer~ in th'! 
.various bran'3hes of work Y 

(c) Will the GoYernment l!e pleasrd to state whether ~ooks of 
reference are supplied to all probationers under training, and if not, 
why t 

(d) Is it a fact that each Head Post Office is generally supplied with 
.cinly one copy each of Post Office .Manuals, Volumes I, II, IV and V, aJH l 
that mch books can never be spared by Po.~tmasters for probationers uor do 
they suffice for the probationers, under training 1 

(e) Is it a fact that postal probationers (now reserve clcr!•s) arE! 
generally appointed to work as clerks on their own pay bciore the expiry 
.of their training· period ? 

Mr. H. A. Sams : (a) There is no fixed period of trainiag for a 
candidate in postal work. For R. l\1. S. work the period of training- i:-~ 
4 months. 
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· (b) For Po'ltal work 8 candidate is trained. by being placed in the 
nrious branches of a post office (other than the correspondence branch' 
in turn, so that he may learn the work by actually seeing how it is 
done, and the official in charge of the office is required to examine the 
candidate periodically and report on his progress. For R. M. S. work, 
a candidate is usually sent to a Training School and is also required to 
study the sorting list of the section or mail office to which he is attached, 
his progress being tested periodically. 

(c) No. As the training is of an e~sentially practical character, 
the supply ot separate sets of books to each candidate is not necessary. 

(d) Yes. But Government have no reason to suppose that candi~ 
dat('s have any difficulty in obtaining access to such books, should they 
desire to do so. 

(e) Yes, but orders are about to issue under which candidates will 
be trained before they are appointed as reserve clerks. 

CAsE OJ!' ARJAN SINoR, CLERK, RAWALPI!'."DI PosT OFFICE. 

1554. •Mr. Chaman Lal : (a) .Are the Government aware of the case 
ol one Arjan Singh, clerk, Rawalpindi Post Office, who was dismissed on 
the charge of making an allegedly false complaint agai~t a European 
Postmaster stating that the latter had abused him t 

(b) Are the Government aware that the matter was inquired into 
by a European Deputy Postmaster General of the Punjab Postal Circle t 

(c) Are the Government aware that the :finding of the Europeall 
enquiring- officer confirmed the complaint -of the clerk- ArJan Singh aoi 
true, and proved f 

(d) Is it a fact that the Director Genersl on recon:;iJeration of 
Arjan Singh's appeal'has reinstated him to his post f · 

(e) Is it a fact that the Director ~eneral has proved that strong 
language was used by. the Postmaster aga1nst the clerk ? . . 

(f) Is it 8 fact that Arjan Singh, <'Jerk, has been punished in the 
same case in the shape of stoppage of his 1urther pron10tion for two years 
and the treatment of his period out of employ as leave without pay, 
and that he has bt>en requirl'd to pass an examination to prove his dtness 
for retention in the Department t 

(g) If the answer to (f) is in the affirmative, are the Government 
prepared to reconsider the case of Arjan Singh f · 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra..: The Government of 
Inrlia are not aware of the facts of this case, but are causing inquides 
to be made. · 

Mr. Chaman La.l: May I ask the Honourable ~rembt>r whether thi~ 
<'a!!e was not brot:.:;ht to the notlc.l o£ tllJ Guvel'nJuent in the Delhi 
Session f 

The Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra: The Honourable MJ>m. 
bt>.r did ask a qnt>stion, bnt 11!'1 no appeal bad b<•en ~oiubmitted to the 
Oovernm~t of Inrlia through tho ,!l'!'OJ1H ehannel. no ~ Oould be 
liken then. .. · · . 
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Mr. Chnma.n La.l : May I ask if it is not a faet th:V this gentlcmna 
was reim.tated f 

The lronourable Sir BJttpcndra Ns.th :t.ttra : It is a fact that he 
has been reinstatt>d. 

l1Ir. Chaman Lal : :May I ask 1vhrther he i!l aware of the fact that 
· all facts relath'e to this case have been bron~ht to the .noticG of Goverg· 
ment f 

The Honourable Sir Bhttpendra. Na.th Mitra ~ As I have &aid, the 
full facts ban not been brought to the notit'Q of Government, and for 
that renl\lon Government have l!tarted an inquiry into the matter. 

Mr. Cha:mau La.I : Will the Government take the matter into oon
ald~ration at an early date f 

The Honour~bl$ Sir Bhupendra Na.th !vfitra. : That is being done. 

LocATION or rnr. x~::w G:,;~ERAt. Posr On'ICE AT PEsiUW.\R, .. 
1555. *Mr. Chaman Lai : (a) ·Is it a fact that the Peshawar G. P. 0. 

i!l proposerl to be shifted to Jlieel Road opposite the Edwa1·d Colle(;e, 
Pe . .;ha\var f 

(b) Is it a !act that the site chosen is at a distance of over a mit8' 
from the Sadar Bazar and of over two miles from the military lines 
anid barracks Y 

. (c) Is it a fact that the land aequired by ti1e Gavernment, to build 
the new Post and Telegraph Offices, will cost nearly a lakb of rupees f 

(d) Is it a fact that the new Post and Telegraph Offices are pro
posed to be erected on the acquired land at a cost of about 2llakbs, and by 
demolishing the three bungalows alrt>ady standing over it t 

(e) Will the Government be pleasf'd to state the particular object 
for 1rbich the scheme o!. building a new G. P. 0. at such a heavy cost t() 
tlal Swte and on the particular site chosen has been unJertaken f 

Mr. H. A. Sams : (a} Yes. 

(b l From certain parts of the Sadar Bazar and of the l\1ilitary lines 
the di~'tance may be approximately as ~:~tated. 

( o) The eost will be about Rs. 63,000. 

(d) Yes. 

(e) The ne\v btlildings are reqnirecl to accommodate the Post and 
Telegraph Office at }>e~hawar. 'l'he existing Post Office building is 
.inadequate and of a design which precludes the possibility of any suc
ress!ul modification or enlarg~ment. The existing Telegraph Office 
bnil,ling is in a dangerous cond;tlon, and if retained would require to 
be reconstructed. 

The site. chosen is close to the Rai.l way Stat ian and is conveniently 
aitu.u.ted, being almo!:>t equ;Jist!!l.i.t f1·o;.u the oomruercial,. o.ivil ~ 



military cen.tres of Peshawar. · Apart from its intrinsic merita it ia als!l 
the onlr aite of the required size available. 

lNVESTIOATION INTO THE CAUSES OF KALA-Aza. 

1556. Mr. Ahmed Ali Xha.n : Is it a fact as stated in the State,~mau ot 
the lSth May 1924, that Gl)fernmcnt are shortly going to appoint a Com. 
mittee of medical experts to investigate the causes of the disease known 
11 Kala-A.zar and the best method of combating it f 

Mr. J. W. Bhore : The Commission has already been appointed and 
a eommunique regarding its composition and activities will be issued 
·~ . . 

PIOmBmON AGAINST GOVERNMENT SERVANTS REPRESENTING TIIEm GRIEV'~ 
ANCES '1'0 NoN-0FFI~ :MEMBERS OF THE INDIAN LEGISLATURE. 

1557. *Mr. W. !If. Hussanally: (a) Is it a fact 'that the Under Secre
tary of State announced in the House of Commons sometime back that it 
was no offence for any public servant to represent his grievances to non. 
official Members of the Indi~n Legislatures r . 

(b) Have the Government of India and Local Governments issuetl 
t~irculars debarring their servants from laying their grievances before such. 
Members r U so, why r •: . 

(c) Are Government prepared to consider the question of eancelliJli 
the eircular in question and advising Local Governments to do the same ! 

'l'he llonourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: (a) The answer given 
to the question on the subject asked in the House of Commons was to 
the 1l1Iect that the Secretary of State was not aware of any rule prohibit
ing any Government servant in India from bringing his grievances to 
the notice of non-official :Members of the Legislatures, provided that in. 
doing so he does , not infringe rule '17 of the· Government Servants' 
Conduct 'Rules. · 

(b) The Government of India have issued no orders which do not 
accord with the statement referred to above. They have no information 
as to 'vhat orders may have been issued by Local Governments. 

(c) No. 

Mr. T. C. Goswami : Will the Government be pleased to obtain in· 
formation from the Local Governments on the subject f · 

'l'he Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: No, Sir. 

THE LEE coMMissioN's REPORT. 

1558, Mr. H. G. Cocke : Will Government be pl~11sed to state wb.a~ 
procedure will be followed in considering and deciding upon the Report 
()f the Royal Commission on the Public Services and when do they expect 
Jhat orders '\\'ill be issued on the Commission's rcoomm.endati.on t 

~ 'l'he· Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman : As e,xplained in the 
!ieb~telut Monday, the Indian Lefjislature will be ginn full opp~.>rtunitr 
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of disl~ussing thtl eouclusiono~~ of the Rt•port in the Rt•ptembcr session. 
Meantime the <Jovrrttmt>nt of India will proct>ed with thPir own exa!lliuu.
tion of these qtwstions untl will (lbtnin the views of Local Gonrnmcnt~. 
It may be hoped that it will he possible to issue orders on the main rc
eomml•ndations soon after the conelu::,ion of thtl ~cptcmbcr session. 

Co.:-rm\L'Ts Oti' TELEORAPUI::JT:-3. 

1539. ~Mr. K. Raml Aiya.ngar : (a) Will the Go\'crnment be pleased to 
lay on the table the terms of any contract on which telegraphists are recruit. 
ed and trained 7 

(b) Are then any Government or departmental orders that tclegra· 
phists ou6ht not tv be employetl or tran!:ifcrrcu to the po::;tal or the com. 
binecl Postal and Telegraph Services T 

Mr. n. A. Sar.1s: (a) There is no contract on whieh Telegraphists 
He recruited and trained. A copy of the prospectus of the Telegraph 
Branch of the Post ~nd 'l'elegraph Department and a copy of the declara
tion to be signed by a recruit on joining a training class, are laiJ. on the 
table. 

(b) Ko. 

POSTS .A:\'D TEL.f.GRAPHS. 

Pay and Prospel'fs in the Traffic, Elertrical and Engineering Eslauli~hmenl8 of t111 
1'dtgraph Branch. 

The pay nnd prospeets l1ave no1v been grPatly improved ani! the followin~ pro>· 
re~tUS is publ\~hed in order to show inteuiliug C:.tUt.lidatetl the career which thi& 
1Jepartlnent offers them. 

2. The Signnlling Establlshmm1t of the Traffic Branrh comprise~. two Storvit~c~ ; 
General and Station. Men in the General fjervice are liable to tranRfcr anywhere in 
lndia or Burma, whereas Telegraphists (\\'hether men or wonwn) in the Station Rt~rv:,c 
are immune from transfer (except in the case of grave public emergrncy) out~ide tho 
station to which their service is attached. All candidates must go through a ro:H~<l 
of training in a recognised Teltgraph Training rln"s and must pnss a r~uali.fyiu~ 
t>Yamination befol'e nppointJ.Uunt as Telegraphists. There are two kinds of traillin,: 
el:lsses : 

(1) Government Training cJagses. 

(::!) Training elasses in ccrt..;.in approved scho!Jls. 

Instruction in a Go.-emment Training clas~ usually lasts for twelve months an'l 
t>andidates are accepted betweru the ages of 16 iind 20 years. They receive, wili:a 
under training, an allowance of Rs. 20 a month. The systf:m of Training classes in 
nl'lp"oved schools is different. C:m.1itllltcs between the ages of 16 and 18 years, wb'l 
eieet for the Tele:::raph Service, a:t.' g('nera11y given a. two yenra 1 course in Telcgraph:r 
which takes the place of certain subjects in their ordinary school curriculum. At th·l 
end of the course they have to pa~s a. qualifying te~t. For every eandidate paR.-W<l 
out from an approvPd school training class and admitted into the Department as 1. 

General Service Tf'legraphist, a bonus of Rs. 100 is paiil to the school and Rs. 60 
to the canrlidate, and for ('lJ<·h arlndt<ll ns n Rtation Rervire Tf'lcgraphi~t. a. bonus of 
:Rs. 70 is paid to the srhoo~ and .R9. 40 to _the canrlirlat~. The 9ualifying test. in 
ei!'!nalling is 20 words a m:nnt<) 1? all sub.!r~ts ex,:cpt. m. punchmg. and rea<l!ll;{ 
Wheatstone pel'forat~d tape, for winch the rumunum r1unhfy1n.g. speed 18 15 word~ :1 
mrnutP. OtJl\' hov~ or ((:r18 of I,!'O'lf] c·llr rn•·tf'T aurl h~alt~ nn:l falf all·rouud eilucatlOll 
ue acC(plcd.' Girls are rccrulted for the Station Service only. 
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I. Tboee eandid.:ltee 'll"l•o paa the final tests must eommenee their aerviee aa 
telegraphiatt and the rates of pay are given in the following statement : 

STATION SERVICE. 

AT CALCUTl'A, RAN· ATANYOTHEB 
GOON, BoMliAY, l'LACE WHERlll .. MADRAS AND KARA· ADOPTED 

Yerar. General Serv:oe em('' A "SE:&- . (" B "SE:&-. 
(men). VICE), VICE), 

Scale sanctioned Soale sancti~ned 
for men and formenand 
women alike. women alike. 

Rs. I Rs. Rs. 

1 • 0 80 
I 

70 60 .. .. 
2 .. .. .. 85 75 M 

a .. .. .. 90 80 70 
l I 

4 .. . . .. 911 85 .7/S 
.. 

I •• .. .. 100 90 80' 

0 •• 110 
.. 

95 85 . . .. 
7 .. .. . . 120' ... 100 90 

• •• .. .. 130 105 91» 

9 •• .. .. u:o 110 100 

10 .. .. .. 150 us• 105• 

11 •• .. .. 160 120 llO 

12 •• .. . . 170 125 :115 

13 •• .. .. 180 130 120 
I 

1' •• .. .. 10o 135 125 

15 •• . . . . 200• 140 130 

lG •• II I o 210 145 135 
~ 

17 fl I o 220 150 140 

18 .. .. . . 230 l 155 145 

1~ •• .. .. 240 160 150 

SIO .. .. .. ~50 . . .. . 
• Indieater emci'CIU'Y bar. 
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4. Tel~graphisb are eligible for ~romotion to the grade ot TelngrRph Mastel' P!11! 
\hPreaft\lr to that of Dt'puty Supenntendont in thi 'frame establishment and fnr 
appointment as offict'n in the Superior Trntlie Brnneh. They are also eligible for 
appointment ·to the Electrical and Engint~ering et~tablishments, for whi~h men nr11 
eeleeted from the Traffic Establishment early ia their 11ervi~e, and after umlorgoin~t 
a special eour~e of training nnd p:.~ssing specified examinations th!ly are appointd 
Engineering Supervisora or Electrical Supervisors. The pal of the seveml gr~o~dos in 
the Supervising Traffic and ha the Electrical and Engi.:aeer10g estnbliMhments ia jliV'''' 
below, but is eubjert to revi&ioo in accordance with euch rules IWd regumtioua us 
Government may illauo from time to time. 

TRAFFIC EST ABLISllliENTS. 
(o) PtJy of Telegraph Mastm (959 a11pointments) : 

(i) General Service (283 appointments)-Re. 275 a tnonth rising by annnal 
inerements ot Re. 10 to Bs. 3::!5. 

(II) Station Service 1 

(o) (11 A " Servlee-33 appointmenb)-in Calcutta, Bomb11y, Madrn~, 
Karachi and Rangoon-Hs. 200 a month rising by an.nual increrueuts 
of Rs. 10 to Rs. 250. 

(b) (11 B" Service-37 nppointmcnta)-in Lahore and Agra or any othor 
station whe1·e the Director Guncral may decide to introJuee the Service-
Rs. 180 a month rising by annual increments of Re. 10 to Rs. 230. 

(b} Pay of Deputy SuperinttJndents : 
Deputy Superintendents, 2nd class (34 appointments)-lts. 350-~0--450, 
Deputy Superintendents, lst class (20 appointments)-Rd. 50Q-2()-600. 

(o) Pay of Officers in the Superior Trnffic Branch:- · ·' · 
( i) Superior Traffic Branch, Second Division:-

36 officers • • • • Rs. 350-20-55(}.-.30-~00. 
( U) Superior Traffic Brunch, First Division,_. 

14 officers • . · , • Rs. 800-60-1,400. 
(iii) Deputy Director Genctal, Telegraph Traffic-Re. 1,750-100-;-?,1~0. . 

. NoTE.-Officers of the Superior Traffic' Branch are recruited aa far aa possible 
from the upper subordinate and subordinate eta.ti. . . . . 

ELECTRICAL ESTABLISIIMENT. 

(a) Pay of Electrical Supervisors (48 appointments)-Rs. 80-5..:.100-10-
250-2D-350. 

(Scale pay of General Service Telegraphists of the Traffic establishment frllm 
:Rs. 80 to Rs. 250, rising further by annual increments of Bs. 20 tu Rs. 350. In 
addition Electrical Supervisors receive an allowance of Rs. 40 a month subject to tb11 
condition that the pay plus this allowance must not exceM Rs. 350.) . . 

(b) '£ay of Deputy Assistant Electricians :-
' Deputy Assistant Electrician, 2nd class (9 llppointments)-Rs. 35(),.-20-4.50. 

Deputy Assistant Electrician, 1st class (5 appointments)-Rs. 500-20-600. 
(c) Pay of Assistant Electricians ~ 

a officers • • • • Rs. 350-20-550-30-700. 

ENGINEERING ESTABLISJIMENT. 

(a) Pay of Engineering Supervisors, General and Telephones'(109 appointments)
:Rs. so-s--10o--1~250-20-350. 

(Scale pay of General Service Telegraphists of the Traffic establishment from 
Rs so to Rs. 250

1 
rising further by annual increments of Rs. 20 to Rs. 350. Iu 

addition Engineering Supervisors receive an allowance of Rs. 40 a month subject t' 
the eondition that the pay plus this allowance must not exceed Bs. 350.) 
· (b) Pay of Deputy Assistant Engineers :- · 

Deputy Assistant Engineer, 2nd elasa 
\ (37 appointments) • , Bs. 350-2()-450. 
• Deputy Assistant Engineer1 1st ela.ss 

· · (20 appointments) .. • • :&. 500-M-600. 
(e) Pay of Awtn.nt .EugiBeers :~ 
. ~~ officers . . • • :Rs. a~0-20-3:i9-39-7~9· 



(4) Pay of the Superiot Engineering estabfiahment : 

Sr.!IJOB Sc.&LL 

Teehni- Over-
Year. cal 111!118 

allow· allow. 
TotaL Pay. 

anee. ance. 

,Jil'llloB Scut, 

Techni· Over• 
col seaa 
allow. allow
ance. ance, 

2£01 

Tota.l. 

-----------------:--
J.a •• 

2nd,, 

illtb •• 

lith .. 

lith •• 

7th •• 

ltb .. 

fltll. •• 

lCth •• 

lltb •• 

12th •• 

.,th •• 

Ht.h '' 

]lith .. 

11'11 •• 

17th •• 

18th •• 

19th •• 

toth •• 

tht .. 

r.!nd • , 

t3rd •• 

Ra. 

,. 

~. '. • 411 •• 

650 75 l50 775 

650 75 150 775 

600 75 150 825 

650 75 150 875 

Cl50 7 5 200 925 

700 75 200 975 

700 75 200 1,025 

800 75 200 1,075 

850 75 250 1,175 

900 

ll50 

ll50 . 

1,000 

J,OliO 

1,100 

1,150 

.1,200 I 
1,290 . 

1,250 

1,2&0 

250 1,225 

250 1,276 

250 1,275 

250 1,325 

250 1,,75 

250 1,425 

260 1,475 

250 

250 

1,523 

1,52!1 

250. 1,1175 

250 l,li7ii 

24th and aftot • , 1.300 

75 

75 

75 

75 

75 

75 

75 

75 

75 

75 

75 

75 250 1,625 

R&. 

300 

350 

400 

450 

450 

500 

li50 

550 

600 

650 

700 

75() 

800 

850 

900 

Rs. 

.,, 

75 150 625 

75 1!)0 . 671S 

75 -150 6?5 

75 1.')0 675 

75 150 675 

75 150 725 

75 150 776 

'75 200 8211 

'75 200 875 

75 2oo 925 

75 200 975 

75 250 1,075 

75 

75 

75 

• !!50 1,125 

250 . 1,175 

250 1,221l 

I .u •• 

... 

.. 
(i) The technical allowance is admiRSible to all offieers recruited in Europll, 

whether turopeane or Indi:ms. Tht! O'l"erseas allowanee· will be admissible only to 
ofllrm of non-Indian domicile, eubjeet to the provisG that Indians recruited in Englantl 
up to and including the year 1924 will receive thia allowance, Both the allow.11~~' v.-lU 
bt hc.koned aa pa1 for all purpose• ot the Civll Sen·ice R~r41tlQJlll, 



l.J!:GISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. (11TH JUNE 1924. 

(ii) Pay on tho junior seale will be drawn by of!i.eere holding charges of lees 
importanee than a divisional ehnrge but no suc,h officer will be allowed to draw more 
than the pay "Of the 9th year of service on the junior scale unless he is reported to bo 
fully qualified for the charge of a division. Pay on the senior seale will be drawn Ly 
tae officers holding charges of not less importance than the charge of a division •. 

Directors Rs. 1,750-100-2,150. 

Chief Engineer Rs. 2,750-125-3,000. 

NoTE.-One-half -ef this Engineering ERtablishment is recruited from England, OM· 
fourth from Indian Engineering Colleges and one-fourth by promotion from the grade~ 
of Assistant Engineers, Assistant Electricians and Upper Subordinates of the Engineerinl 
E11tab lishrrient. 

CALCL'i'TA; 

TM 8th Septembet, 19!1. 

G. R. CLARKE, 
Director·Geneml of Posts !!11d Telegraph£. 

POSTS AND TEJ1EGRAPHS. 

Declaration to be signed by Probationers on joining a Departmental Training Cla!l. 

I hereby declare that it is my wish to enter tht> St1.tio service of the Telegraph 
lkneral 

Department and that-

(2) I thoroughly und·~rstand the rult's regarding probationers contained in 
Chapter II of the 'felegraph Manual, Yolume II, as well as those herein laid down, 
and I agree to be bound uy them and obey them or any additions or alterations to 
them whi~h may, from time to time, be ordered by the Director-General. 

(3) I have read the Telegraph Act, the Indian Official Secrets Act :mil th~ 
Government Servants' Condmt Rules contained in Appendix No. 8 to the Telegraph 
Manual, Volume I, and clearly under~;tand that I become liable to the provisions and 
penalties therein on joining the Training Class. 

( 4) I undertake to serre fur at least three years in the Dc•partment after I pasa 
out of the class. 

(5) I elect for Rtation Servil'e at .......... place provided there is acrom· 
modation available there at the time of m,v appointment t•.~ a telegruphi~t, ur olse 
I shall be prepared to elect for another pb10e wlwru I ean be aecommoduted. 

(6) I am further awarc--

(i) That probationers are Hable to summary dismissal from the class for mis· 
behaviour, su~h as drunkeuJw~s, insubor<liuation or any oth0r sr·rious 
offence, and they nre also liabh• to be puuished fur minor offcneeH e.:mctty 
in the same way as h•legmphists arc. 

(ii) That probationers who fail to show sufficit•nt progrc~s in their sttt~lie,;, or 
are unpunctual or ineg-ular in attend;m0e, will be liable tu r,·moYal from 
the class. 

(iii) Thnt any probationPr may, with the sandion of the PostmastPr-Opner:d, 
be !•alled upon to a~Rist in the work of a sigual um~e whl'll nen~ssary 
without extra remunemtion. 

(it) That probationers are not entitled to any h•ave with 111lowunee dnrin:t the 
period of theil' training, except casu:il leare for a few days (not aR a 
rule exceeding three days 11or as a rule more than onfe in the s:1111e month, 
nor exceeding fifteen days in the whole pc1·iod of train~ngl which may be 
granted by Instructors in charge of Training das.~es. If le:we ha11 to ~. 
takeu on medical certificate, it will be v·ithoat allowanrl'. 

(11) That all probationers must be clean and ne:1tly dre!3St:Ll when attending tht 
classes. 

~tation . 
(t•i) That the limits of General P(':'h'e arP as <10flnNl in p:-tragmph 65 of tl't 

'relegra_llh MiillU!41, Volt1ua• [J. 
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(~ii) lfllat all probationel'l will be upected to pasa out of the claas within 
hn•lve months "·hirh is the ruo.~~:imum periud tor which allowance at Ra. 20 
a month will b• gi\'eL 

• f i ~ I I • I f ~ It t •• I I t. • I 1 t t e a 

l'bte,, •. •,.,, a,.,,.,,, • , 
8ig11ature of probationer. 

Date •••. ,,,,,,,,,,,,lD • 
• •••••••••••••• lo • It •• ~ •• ~ • 

Sigrtature of witne18. 
Xora 1.-clansl\ (4) khouta b!l aeored. out ill declarations lligned by women pro· 

bati\\llef1. . . 
., 2.--clauee (5) thould be aeCited out in daelarations aianed. b;t General $er\'iet 

prllbatiollcrs. 
, a.-All eerr('C\i(Jna ih the forlil. !lh()uld be initialled. 

RtNEWAL (It Tltl naltWAY TRACK BETWEH~ W.At.TA.m AND CALCUTTA. 

1560, • Mr. X. Ram.a Aiyangat ~ Will the Government be pleased tQ 
l!tate what length of the railway line between Waltair and Calcutta hit$ 
been renewed since the year 1918-19 and What length of that Une is pro· 
):>o~:~ed to be renewed in the cumnt ~ar and at what cost f 

Mr. 0. D. M. Hindley : The railway administration conc~rned has 
been asked to furnish the r~quired information which will ·be (lonveyed 
to the Honourable lllember on receipt. · 

nE})tJ'O'TrtJN ()II Mxt..l'rAkY lllXPENDITUllE IN 1924-~5. . 

1561, * Mr. lt. ltaml Aiyangat ~ Will the Government be fleased to 
lltate if sttl~ are bein~ taken to reduce military expenditure in 924-25 i11 
the provision made in the Budget of 1924-25 under the various heads f 
If so, how art the steps taken and under what heads f . 

'l'he ltonomable Sir :Basil Blaekett ~ The Army esthnat!ls for 1924· 
25 l'mbody all the r~ductions in military expenditure which it has, so 
far, been found possibl<l to effect. At the sa'lll~. time no opportunity is 
being lost of carrying out such further retrenchments as tnay be foun(l 
to be praetil!able, and by direction of the Governor General in Council 
the estimates are now being ac1·utinised by a Sub-Committee of the Exe• 
cutive Council. 

ttusstAN Rount~ NoT~S. 
15~. • ta.la lta1a la.j : (a) Is ib e. fact that in Decemb~r 1919, ni~ 

~xcellency the Gtlvernor General il'l. excreise of the powers confetred by 
~~ection 72 of the Governh1ent ~f India Act 1915, was pleased to issue an 
Ordinance called the Rouble Ordinance 1919, whereby- the possessit:m o! 
~uble nt>tes was declared illegal and the holders theretlf were forced either 
to export th\!m to any plllce outside I11d.ia or deposit them in. a Gov~tnment 
treasury or a. Curr~uc1 Office t · 

(b) Are the Ql)vernrnent awa~ of the fact that it being the winter 
aeuon, the traders in general and the Panjabee tradal's of ! arka:rid espe .. 
rially could not traV'el to Yarkand to get the rt>uble nntes encashed ther~ 
in the brief period of six weeks and we~ thu.s forced 1:6 deposit tb.em in 
the Government treasuries t · 

(c) Will the Government be pleased. to state the tJ.mollfit of rouble 
tlotes d!'posited in the lloshiarport (Punjab) Treasury in purslian~ of the. 
Jiaid Ordinance f · 
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(d) Is it also a fact that twen "·hen inquiric~ "'ere solidte(l, tht1 
tradl'rs were 11ot informed that i~ was open to thPm to withdraw thu 
rouble notNI from the Government Treasuries or Cttrrcncy Olllcc~ either 
to export them or get them en<'ashed outside Intlia 1 

(e) Is it a f<•.ct that "ht:'n irt Sept('mbrr 19~~, the said lt'g'islntion 
expired the value of the rouble notes was rcdllced to ·nil 1 
• (/) Will the Government be ple~cd to state what step!!, if any, cloc& 
the Government intend to take to save Indian subjccb from tho los:-,tJs 
incurred as a resnlt of the above Ordinance 1 

The Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman: (a) Th0 anmer is in 
the affirmative. 

(b) GOternment hrtve no information on the point. 
(c) The valne of the noteiJ <leposited up to February 1g20 wa~~ 

4,467,552 roubles. Government have no later inforination. 
. (d) Government are not awan that the Ordinance wu ambi~.ruous, 

or that any traders found di.fiiculty in obtaining information about th~ 
position in regard to the withdrawal of not~s for export. 

(e) I understand that the rouble note had 110 exchangg value in 
India in September 1922. 

(f) I invite the 1Ionot1rable :Member's attention to the reply which 
1 gave to :Mr. Hussana1ly's Question No. 1336 on the 6th June, 1~24. 

,TEMPORARY PRoMOTIONs lN TnE OFFICES or 1\IlLITABY CoNTROLLERs oli' 
AccouNTs. 

. 1563. *Mr. C. S. Ranga ly~r: (1) Will the aovernment be pleased t~ 
f!tatt if the following cases have oCicurred in the Mllitary Co1ltrol.ler 1s 
Offices : 

(a) Some clerks made p~rmatlent in the office of the Controller, 
:Meerut on 1st April 192'0 drew pay at Rs.. 90 p~t lrlensem 
from the said date while the pay of c!crks senior to them 
serving in other offices, specially late supply 'drcle was fixed 
at an amotmt below Rs. g(J per mensem 1 

'(b} Clerks1 who, having been on privilege leave or leave on 
· medical certificate or employed in a more important section 

or in Controll~r's offices, where there was a large number 
of senior clerks a:nd accountants, were not recipients of 
tempOTary promotions on 1st April 192(), as third grade 
accountants, a.re drawino/. less pay than their juniors in the 
same or other Controller s offices who happened to be super· 
visors on 1st Aprill920, and in receipt of temporary pro· 
motions on that date 7 · 

(2) If so, will Government ~tate. whr the next below ru!e was not 
·applied and do they propose to mqmre mto these cases 1 

'The llonourable Sir Basil Blackett: 1 (a). Clerks employed in each 
Controller's office are borne on a local roster of their own. The fact 
that a clerk of the office of the Controller, Meerut, drew pay at Rs. 90 
4>n the 1st Aprill920 does not give hi~ seniors in other offices any claim £01" 
an enhanced rate of pay. 
, 1 (b). The temporary promotions ill question were intended to be 
granted locallv to a limited nnmhrr of junior clerks who had actuallJ", 
undertaken th'e· duties of supervisors or other equally important U.ut~..s, 
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and Government decided that these promotions should be viewed as 
11pecial promotions for the purpose of the next below rule. 

(2) Government do not propose to make further inquiries. 

TEMPORARY PROMOTIONS IN THE OFFICES OF MILITARY CoNTROLLERS OF 
.ACCOUNTS. 

1564. *?wlr. C. S. Ranga. Iyer : Will the Government be pleased to 
state if this temporary promotion has been treated as special, in what 
respect it differed from other promotions made duri.ng the war, specially; 
temporary promotion of accountants to Deputy .Assistant Contrpllers ? 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett: Appointments of temporary 
Deputy AsMi!ltant Controllers were created during the war as necessity 
arose ia each office. They were mteuded to deal with the increase of 
work cam;ed by the war and the new system of accounts. These appoint
ments were additions to the sanctioned complement of Deputy Assistant 
Controllers in the Military Accounts Department for an indefinite period 
and some appointments have, in fact, been in existence continuously for 
the last 8 years. The temporary promotion of accountants, on the other 
hand was specifically sanctioned by Government only up to 31st March 
1920.' The sole object was to benefit deserving men, actually perform
ing the duties of supervisors, in respect of their initial pay on 1st April 
1920. The concession was extended up to 30th .April 1920 as a verY, 
special case. 

TEMPORARY CLERKS A."'D AccouNTANT;, 1~1 THE !llrLrTARY AccouNTs DEPART
MENT. 

1565. *Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer : Is it not a fact : · . 
(a) that temporary accountants, appointed under Finance Depart

ment tetter of 1916 and passed :accountants' test in 1919, 
bad under paragraph 52 (c), Civil Audit Code prior claim 
towards absorption in permanent al).d sub-protem vacancies 
in accountants' grade (when their ultimate absorption in 
the accountants' grade was decided early in 1919 and 
assured, they having been allowed to appear at the S. A. S. 
examination in 191U} over fourth grade clerks who passed 
accountants' test in 1919 or previous to 1919 but held only 
sub-protem appointments in the 3rd grade till after the 
result of S. A. S. examination of 1919 was out ? 

_(b) that war service of these temporary accountants and graduate 
and non-graduate clerks before 1st April 1920 do not count 
towards promotion or pension. If so, why has not this con
cession been extended to temporary clerks and accountants of 
Military Accounts Department ¥ 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett: (a) No. The provisions of para
graph 52, Civil Audit Code, have not yet been made applicable to the Mili· 
tat·y Accounts Department and the queqtit>n of revising the existing rules on 
the subject is now under consideration. . 

(b) The war service referred to does not count. These temporary 
accountants were originally engaged on certa~n specified conditions, aud 
the fact that a sutlil!ieut number of suitable men came forward to take up 
these tcmr>Orary appointments proves that the terms offet·ed were liberul 
tnough. -



U:GtSLATIVI J.SSEliBLY. (11tH JoNE 19~1. 

Mr. C. B. Rang& Iyer : Is it not a fuct, Sir, that temporary serviee of 
military officers, includi11g temporary 1. :M. 1:::1. Officers on consolidated 
rates of pay, count towa.rds pay and pension Y 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : That is a question of which 
'l should require notice. 

Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer: ·wa!\ the condition of RE'rvice of these tem· 
porary accountants similar to that of temporary I. M. S. Officers f 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : That also I should require notice 
bf. 
· . Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer : Were the terms of Finance DepartmE'nt lett!'r 
of 1916 unalterable like the law~:~ of the MeLles, or did it lie in the hand~ 
of Government, when the ordinary conditions of equity aml thorough
ness demanded, to increase the efficiency o1 the Department, which 
was then at a very low level, as pointed out by the Inchcape Commi~ 
sion Y 
. Mr. Chairman : Is the Honourable Member making a speech Y 

. The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : The Finance Department letter 
was a letter of the Government cf India and uot a letter or the lVh•des alHl 
Persians. 

Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer : Is it not a fact that the terms were inter
preted very rigidly with a view to benefiting fourth grade clerks of the 
Department 7 · · · 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : I do not carry' in my head the 
merits .of the fourth grade clerks. 

Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer: Are these temporary services ..•... ,. · 
Mr. Chairman : I am afraid 1 must ask the Honourable Member to 

reserve his speech for the September se~sion. 
Mr. C. S. Ranga. Iyer : It is a supplementary question, Sir. 
The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : I should be very glad to answer 

these questions if I knew the answers. 
STOPPAGE OF CoNvEYANcE At.LOWANCE oF CLERKS AND Accou~TANTS 

ATTACHED TO UNITS AND FORMATIONS, 

1566. *:Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer: (a) Are the Government aware that 
the stoppage of conveyance allowance has given rise to much discontt-nt 
~mong the clerks and accountants attached to Units and formations Y 

(b) Why has this allowance been stopped ¥ 

(c) Is it not a fact that all sorts of allowances including ~Yt'P and 
Forage allowance are still admissible to Briti:iih personnel an:l officers 
until arrangements for suitable family accommodation near (at least 
within three miles) their office~!~ or for suitable Government transport 
could be made for them ? 

(d) Will the Government be pleased to state what steps they propo&e 
to bke in the matter 1 

The Honourable Sir Basil Bl~ckett: (a), (b) and (d). I woulJ rpfer 
the llo.uourabJe Member to the answer which I gave to pa1·ag-raph 3 
()f question No. 12~0 asked by 1\Ir. N. C. Kelkar on the 5th Juue 1924. 

(c) I do not know what is meant by the reference to ' all sorts of 
allowances '. A Syee and Forage allowance is granted to certain ::\Iilitary 
Officers, because their duties rerj11ire them to maintain char!!Prs and HOt 

~~ con;;ideration o£ the distance bt:t~:een their ~esiclenc.::s and their officd. 
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Mr. C. S. Rang& Iyer: Will the Government be please.d .to state ~ 
the medical officers at Debra Dun have expressed the opm1on that 1t 
would tell upon their health if they had to go to office on cycles after 
meals from a distance of over three miles ! . · 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett: No, Sir, I do not think so. 

Mr. C. 8. Ranga Iyer : Are the Govern~.ent a~a!e that the root or 
di11contrnt of these clerks and accountants as their madequacy of pay 
in the absence of allowances I · 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : The desire .for more pay is: 
frequently a caUlle of discontent. 

PRoBATIONERS IN THE SuBORDINATE AccouNTS SERvicE. 

1567. *lllr. C. S. Ranga Iyer: Will the Government be pleased to. 
state : . 

(a) the number of young men, excluding those appointed during 
the year 1916-17, appointed by nomination as probationers. 
in the S. A. S. since lst April 1'917 f · 

(b; their educational qualifications T 
(1.') how employed when selected! 

The· Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : The required information is· 
b~>ing collected and will be supplied to the Honourable Member in dua: 
eour~>e. 

RE\1siO!IT or PAY or THE StiBORI)JNATE SurF or TIIE MILITARY AccotJNTS 
'DEPARTMENT, 

1568, *Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer : Will' the Govern~ent ·:he pleased to. 
E.tate when the orders of the Secretary of State sanctioning the revised 
1;cale r,f establishment of clerks and accountants of the 11Iilitary Accounts. 
Dl'partmetJt were receh·ed by the Government of India f From what. 
d.ate was it sanctioned ! 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett : The orders of the Secretary of· 
State 11anctioning the revision of pay of the subordinate staff of the Mili·. 
tary Accounts Department with retrospective effect from 1st April 192() 
were rcceiwd by the Government of India on the 1st August 1921.. 

llEYOBIAL RULES. 

1569. •Mr. C. S. Ranga Iyer: (a) Is it not a fact that the head of an 
(1ffiee r:r a department has powera to withhold memoria.Ls on certain 
grounds f 

(b) Will the Government communicate to the House the rules under 
1rhieh the head of an office or' department has power to withhold meu.uo: 
riala from thol!C under him f · 

(c) Will the Government say if they have an· intention of modi
fying the rules so as to prevrnt the head of an office or a department 
from wrongly withholding such memorials 7 

The HonDurable Sir Alexander Mudd.iman : (a) The Governor General 
jn Council is not pumarily concerned with .the powers of .heads of offices 
~r Departme~ts unlle~ Lo~al GO\'!rnruents to withhol~ m~morials ~ddr~S~.~ed: 
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to Local Govemmer~~t~. Those powers are given by rules issued by Local 
Governments. · · . . 

So far as ~emorials addressed to the Government of India are con
cerned, the powero.i to withhold ue given primarily to Local GovernmentA, 
but for the purpose~ of the rules in question, a Local Government includt•s 
a local Administration, the C6mmander-in-Chief in. India, and, in certain 
cases, the head of a department directly \lUder the Government of India, 
and Army, Divisional and Independt>ut Brigade Commanders. 

(b) A copy of the rules regarding the submission ot petiti.ons to the 
Government ot .lndia which are now in force will be RUpplied to the Honour. 
able 1\lember by the Home Department, if he so desires. 

(c) The authorities empowered to withhold petitions are required by 
the rules to forward quarterly to t}I(J Government of .India a list or the 
memorials withheld together with .thl' ~easons for withholding them. The 
Government of India consider that this provision is sufficjent, and they· 
have no intention of modifying the rules in respect of the power to with
hold memorials. 

ANNUAL INcREMENTAL SdAL~s Or CttrtKS AND AccouNTANTs IN THE MtLI· 
TARY AND CxviL AccouNTs DEPARTMENTs. 

1570. *Mr •. C. S. Ra.nga. .Iyer : Will the .Government be pleased to 
state the difference between annual incremental scales of clerks (clerk» 
passed S. A. S. examinat' on hut not provid~:d in the accountants grade) 
and the accotmtants in the Military Accotlnts Department and the Civil 
Accotmts Department. f . • · 

The Honourable Sir Basil Blackett :Clerks who pass the Subordinate 
Accounts Service Examination are eligible f.or a higher. rate_ of annual 
increment, namely, Rs. 10 in the Civil Accounts Department an4 'Rs. 5 in 
the Military Acconnts Department. In the cage of the latter Depart
ment, however, the maximum pay to which such clerks can rise is Rs. 20 
higher than the ordinary maximum. 'rhe scale of pay of the Subordinate 
Accounts Service is u~. 1:)0-·20--450 in the Civil .Accounts Department 
(except in the Auditor General's Office, where it is Rs. 200-20-360-30-
600) and in the Military Accounts Drpartment Rs. 150-20-450-25-
500. . 

PROMOTION BY THE ~lrLITARY ACCOUNTA~T GENERAL OF CLERKS TO THE 
GRADE OF AccoUNTANTS. 

1511. •Mr. C. S. Ra.nga. Iyer: (a) .Will the Government be pleased to 
· 'stata if the Military Accountant General can promote a permanent 
clerk of his office to the sub--protem. 3rd and even 2nd grade accountant 
subject to passing the S. A. S. examination in preference to cler!ts pa~:oerf 
S. !. S. examination and retain· him in that grade, if he ~ails •n tlH! 
exilmination, thus blockii:g promotions of clerks who passed th~ S. A. S. 
examination ? Is not a probationary accountant directly appointed in a 
sub-protem vacancy subject to passing the S. A. S. examination senior to 
that clerk, both passing the examination during the same year 7 

(b) Can the Military Accountant General act contrary to general 
rules and principles laid down in the Civil Code in regard to appointment 
and promotion of clerks to accountants grade in the absence of any definite 
rules in the Military Accounts Code f If so, where are those special rules 
laid down~ 
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The Honourable Sit Bali! Blaek&tt : (tt) The reply to the t'lrst por• 
tiort is in the negatiYe, and the point referred to in the secund :portion does 
bot arise. 

(b) The prf'sent rules in regard to appointment and promotidn of 
elerks to the Ac<!ountant's gtoade ar" cotJ.tainl?d in Appendix tv, Military 
Account Code, ProYisional Issue, Reprint of 1923. Tht question of re.a 
\ising these rules in accordance with those contained in the Civil .Audit 
Codu ia now under the consideration of Government. 

· Tttt SotTH firot..u: RAILWAY Srttrt:~. . 
· Mr. Chamatl La!: t beg to put the follo\\oibg ques;t1ort bl wl1~eh 1 

have given private notice : . 

(1) Is it a fact that the Poua11tii' Railway strike has not been 
settled f 

(2) Is it a fact that certa~rt prOhllhl!ht gentlemen were pr~wente(t 
~roln addrellsinlf both railway .workers and strikt!r!l 1 • 

· (3) Is it a fact that the A!!ent has issuM hlltlves stating that the 
. ~mployees who do not join work bt thG 4th ol Jun\1 will bEl 
dismissed t 

( 4) Will GoYerlllllettt btl pleased to make a. sta.telnent regarding 
the origin of the strike or th!! demands of the wot•ken 1 

Mr. a. n. M. Bindl111 (1) Al!eording tu the latest inlortnation 
received the strike of firelll£n has been satisfactO!rily settled. So far a~ 
the Podanttr shops are concerned, the .Age11t r!'pt>rts that lnett dis<iharged 
in consequence of the strike are offering thetnst!lves for re·emplo)+tnent. 

(2) Go\'erntnent have BCen nempaper teports to that effect btit have 
110 other huortnation. 

(3) The .Agent report~d on 4th inlitant that ag a ~onsequence ot th~ 
strike ol ~hop statt the Podanur shops had been clolled and tnen who did 
bOt return to dutr on 4th instant were treated as discharged. 

(4) So !ar M firemen are MnMrned, the .Agent's reports indicate 
that the trouble was due to objection to engines beit1g run in certain 
limitt'd services with sin::rle fireman. The trouble originated in Madura 
llnd Trichinopolr and ended there almost at once. The strikers elsewhertl 
appear to have been sympathetic. 

---
MESS!G~ PltoM 'l'lt! C0t1NClt OP srA'r1t 

Mr. Chairman: The Secretary will now tead a Message which lias 
been received frOm the Council of Stattl, 

~eretary of the Assembly : '.the :Message 11111s as follows : 
"I am directM to htform 'tOtt that the Council of State have, at thelr meetin• 

tol th!! 9th June, 1924, agreed wlthout any amendments to the Bill to provide for thd 
fl'llltf'rinlf ant{ df'vtlopmt>nt of the stet>l industry ia British India, which was JI&Ssed by 
be Leiialative Auembl7 od the 5th JuueJ 191!4," 



P!TlTIONS nELATlNQ TO TilE l}:DtAN PENAL CODE (..\M~NI).. 
. MEN'r) BtLL. 

(!MlNDKINT of BlCTtOM 375.) · 
· leeretuy t4 tht As1embt1: Sir, under Standing Order No. 78, J 

hale to report that thl'fe ~etitions have been received relating to the 
Bill further to 'amend the tnil1An Penal Code {Atnendruent of ScC!titlu 375) 
'Which was introduced in the Lt?~islativll A1111embly b)' Dr. II. Q, Oour, Tht 
t>etitiGns have beelll>res~nted hr :. 

· (1) Sreenath Tukautna, and cthet .. 
(2) Jreshaba Nath Smritiratni, and othera • 

. (3) Upendranath Kanjilal, and C>thers. 

, . Mr. Clia!rtna.n ! 'l'his llottse t~o\\'1 .stand• adJourBe~ to. 'i dati to be 
tlotifled hereafter. . . · · · · · 

~he Assetublr then tdJoU11l"d •ine. dt••. . 
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Question re reduction in the rates of pay of officers of the -. 275::!-53. 

ARMY CANTEEN BOARD-
Question re annual profit or loss of the -. 2798. 
Question re payment of excise or license fees by the -. 2798. 
Question re restrictions on the operations of the -. 2799. 

ARMY, INDIAN-
Question re illiteracy in the -. 2890. 

ARMY IN INDIA-
Question re sources of supply of beef for the -. 2656-57. 

ARMY OFFICERS, RETIRED-
Question re participation by retired Government servants and - in 

political propaganda or agitation. 2256. 

ARMY REMOUNT DEP ART.MENT-
Que~tion re pay of veterinary assistants of the - and of the Army Y eteri

nary Corps. 2254-56. 

ARMY VETERINARY CORPS-
Question re pay of veterinary assistants of the Army Remount Department 
~d of th~ -! g2fi4-56. 
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ARREST(S)-
Que~tion re - in connection with the Khilafat procession at Peshawar on 

the 16th November, 1923. 2259. 
Question re - under Bengal Regulation III of 1818. 2422-24 • 

.ARTILLERY-
Question re training of Indians for the -. 2801 • 

.ASJ.AD'CLLAH, MAULVI MIYAN-

Expressions of condolence at the death of -. 2231-35 • 

.ASSAULT(S)- · 
Question re alleged - by Mr. Tucker upon an Indian clerk. 2793-94. 
Quu;tiuns rt! alleg!!d - by soldiers on Mr. R. K. Sidhva at Karachi Canton

ment Station. 2424, 2426, 2544 and 2645. 
Question re alleged - by soldiers on a Parsi pas&enger at the Karachi 

Cantonment Railway Station. 2533-34. . 
Question re - on Indian railway passengers by Europeans. 2654. 

ASSEliBLY-
Question re action taken on non-official Resolutions passed by the.- during 

last aession. 2260-62. · 
Que11tion re percentage of votes polled at the general elections for the Legis

lative- in 1920 and 19231 respectively. 2373-74. 
Reply to the greetings of the - to the Members of the Labour Party. 

2402. I 
ASSENT TO BILLS-

See under 11 Governor General ", 

ASSESSliENT-
Question re alll'ged over - to income-tax of a merchant of Surat by the 

Income-tax Officer of that place. 2857-58 . 

.ASSISTANT STATION l!ASTER(S)-
Que~tion re European and Anglo-Indian. Station masters and - on the 

Eastern Bengal Railway. 2850-51. 
Question '~ quarters for Indian - in the Katihar District. 2643. 
Question re salaries of Indian station masters and - on the Eastern Bengal 

Railway. 2850. 

ASSOCIATION(S)-
Question. re non-recognition of the Bengal and North-Western Raihvaytnen's 
-. 2881. 

Question re official recognition of Railway Unions or -. 2880. 

AUCTION-
Question " clearance of materials belonging to the 0. and R. Railway, sold 

by - to contractors. 2795 • 

. A.CDIT OFFICE-
QnPstion re dismissal of employees of the -· of the Bengal and North· 

Western Railway. 2241-42. 

".AWAKENING OF .AS I!, THE"-
. Que:ition r11 p~oscription of Mr. H •. M .. Hyndman's book 11

-". 2428. 
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BAGGAGE, LOSS OF- I 

Que!-tion '' - of bulan, pilgrims to the lledjaa by tiro on the S.S. 
•• Frnngestan ''· 2358. 

BANNU-
Question re limitlltion ol the period ol retention of postal official~ at pn!lt. 

offices beyond -, Kohat and Dcra llt.!Dail Khan. 2G60. 

BAR COMMITTEE-
See under u Committee(s) "· 

BARABANKI-
Quebtion ,. dismissal of Mr. S. Y. Naidu, late StatioQ Master of-. 2627 .. 

BARODA-
Question re transmission of mes11ages from - ta Snynjiganj 11ia Ahmed~~~o

bad. 2811. 

BEDAR BAKIIT-
Qutstion , pension at one -. . 2:136'. · 

BEEF-
Question ,e sources of supply of - for the Army in. India. 2656-57. 

BELL, Ma. R. D.-
Resolution re Lee Commission's Repo.rt. 2837-ruJ,. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Consideration of-
Clause 3. 2584-86.. 

BEN ARES-
Question re emigration agents empfoyfa by t&e Emig!'ll.tion' Depot at - .. 

2782-83. 
Question re emigration depot at -. 2781-82. 
Question rs inspection remarks of visitors w the Emigration Dep~1 - .. 

2783. 
Question " number of labourers recruited fly the Emigration Depot, - .. 

2783. 
Question re vernacular noti£cation puhli111ie(J Lr tlie: Emigration C'ommia• 

sioner, -. 2782. 
BENGAL AND NORTH-WESTERN RAILWAY:_ 

Question re contract with the -. 2385-86: 
Question re dismissal of employees of the Aucfit Office of' tlie -. 2241-42 .. 
Question re duties of pointsmen on the -. 2880. 
Question re erection of sheds for third class passengers at Sonepur and~ 

Samastipur Railway stations on, the -. 2364. 
Question re formation of District Committees on the -. 2881-82. 
Question re insufficiently screened latrines d stations on the East. Indiaru 

Railway and the -. 2375. 
Question re latrines on the - stations. 2236. 
Question re liability of pointsmen on the - in eases of running traiu 

thefts. 2880. 
See under , • .Association"· 

BENGAL.NAGPUR RAILWAY- . 
Question re overcrowding and unpunctuality of trains on the llowrah-:Machada 

l!ection of the -. 23i 4. · 



BENUAL-NAGPUR R.AILW.AY-contd. 
Question re utilization of the Fines1 Fund 'on' thir :.:.:.:.:..:.:tor" p~~id4ti. :outfit 

allowances for children of employee!! fl.twndin~ Hill schools. ~875: ,"· . , 
I 

1
- r•• j . ,• j,. , ·~'H<I"'Il \ >t·l,.,,. """'• !J'Iill~'~ftl; ···1: ":·1,' ·•!•') ''' I~''• I' • 

BENGAL REGULATlON.lJl9~-,U!~ ~-,q 
Quc~tion r~ arrest.'>,:UQ4eJ:.~·h,212~·24 .. ::1' 

BEZWADA- . ., . ,. . ... 
Questions re dismit;sal of Mr .. N. Subba Rao, tel~graphisf;i-·''-·;" 2407-11. 

2632-34. 
BIIORE; ~R.. J. ·w.::.:.:' ,., 1 . 

Oath of Office. 2231. 

DHL'SAVAL-
Question re transfer of office of the Superintendent, ~Ml)VO:y,~ :rv,r:~~. 1 ':$ervice, 

from - to Poona. 2557. · · 
'1 .I •••• I . ... I.J,, 

Question re 1loods in -. 2426-28 . 
.... ~ ~~f·~--:.: ,l)th:· 

BIII.AR AND ORISSA-

Question re 1loods l in'i~J, 2383-84r" t: n 

BILt(S).::_ 

'lssiNr·or'irHE GoViRNoii· GFimilAL ro -. 2281 .. 
- pa.~sed by the Council of State (laid on the table).1n240l.:.~':'hi:·,~~· 
INDIAN PENAL CoDEt (.AMENDMENT) (AMENDMENT Q!•SEOT!DN.376)....+l 

Motion to circulate report of Select P!IWJPij;t~.-;; ,27.69-.':·~: 
Adopted. 2769. .fl1lil<; .':t'i':: · .. · 

Petitions relating to the ~·r' i1~~61~6~, .,2S13J 29.10..! '" 
INDIAN SOLDIERS LITIGATION (AMENDMENT)- t -

- paHsed by the Council of State {laid on the table). 2401: 
. Motiof!. ~!> ,consi,d~r1 .~~~~P'l~;;;l'a,,~y the ~owwi\,of,.Sta~ :2764.
Adopted • .' 27,~4. ,.· , .. , 
~lotion to paRs,,as,passed by t~~:CQuncilpf,Stat&~.,:2764. ·•I,• '~' 

·· :Adopted. ' 2765. · 
INDIAN (SPECIFIED INSTRUMENTS) STAMP-

- pa.~sed by the Council of State tlilid ondhe ta.ble)'.til·2401. 
Motion to conHider, as passed by the Council of State. 2763. 
Adopted. 2763., .... 
Consideration. · 2764. 
Motion to pass,.~::~ f1Dl~nd.~. 1 ;2?~·,11 1.1; 
Atloptt>d: 2764; . :1;•,·: .. 

l\Iesl'l/lge frour the Comwi~ .of Stahl. ~reeing .~ 1the atnendment· made: b~r the 
, " Legislative ;Assembly.,in .th~ ~ t282~ . ' 
STML INDUSTRY, (PJWTECTION)."':-

. "'Introduced. · · 228l. · · · · 
Motion. to conside~. 2292·1 '·' 

: Motion, to refer to Select Committee. 2314:·· I' I 

l\Iotion to reier to Select Committe~ .adopted.J .2352, 
· Con~titution of the Select Committee. 2353. 

Prl'sentation of tlte Repprt of thl! Scloot. Committee •. · 2397;• 
'lfotion to eonNider Select Committee'a Report.-· 2397.' · ·· . 

Postporwmt•nt of the. piseussip!l o£1 the .. Select Committee's Report;· '2401,' 
Motion to circulate. 2444. 

Ll03LA. 
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BilL( S )-cotUd. 
STEEL INDUSTIY (PROTI:cTION)-cottld. 

Negatived. 2469. · 
Motion to consider, as amended by Sel~ct Cnmmittt'l\ 111lop!t•d. 2470. 
Proposal by Mr. D. P. Sinha that Members interl.'dNl in tlw 1'ntu Cuutpany 

should n~t be allowetl to take any part· in the debate. 2470. 
Consideration of -. 2485-2524, 2562-2621 and 2061-2725. 
Motion to pass. 2726. 
Adopted. 2731. 
Message from the Council of State rE'garding the pa!!sing by that ChnmlK•r 

without any amt>ndments of the -. 2909. · 
BLACKETT, THE HoNOURABLE SIR BASIL-

Indian (Specified Instruments) Stamp Bill-
Consideration of- • 

Clause 2. 2764. 
Motion for election of a member to the Public Accounts Committee to fill 

the vacancy caused by the resignation of his seat on the A~embly · by 
Mr. K. C. Roy. 2353. 

Resolution re Lee Commission's Report. 2842-44. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Motion to refer to Select Committee. 2326 & 2327-31. 
Discussion on Mr. D. P. Sinha's proposal that Members interested in the 

Tata Company should not be allowed to take an~ part in the debate. 
2480-81. . . . . . . ' 

Consideration of
Clause 1. 2705-07. 
Clause 2. 2497-99, 2507, 2511-12. 
Clause 3. 2599-2602, 2608. 
Clause 5 (re-numbered clause 6). 2668-69. 

, Preamble. 2718. · 
BLUE-BOOKS-

Question re cost of free supply of - and Administration Reports reluting 
to Central subject~'! to :Members of the Indian Legislature. 2654. 

Question re sale of Government of India - at the headquarters of all 
. provincial Governments. 2654-55. 

BOARDS OF REVENUE-
Question re abolition of -. 237 4. 

BOLPUR---- . 
Question re residenee of a German scholar at -. 2237 -3&. 

BOMBAY-
Question re acquisition of land by the B., B. and C. I. Railway for uten:;ion 

of their terminal station in -. 2746. 
Question re grant of compensatory allowa~J£e to tht;J oftl.rers and subordinate 

staff of the G. I. P. and B., B. and C; I. Railway11 stationed in -. 2882. 
Question re grievances of the accountants of the Public Work~ Departmlilllt, 
-. 2847. 

QueHtion re letters of the- Humanitarian League, dated the 30th January 
and lOth March, 1924. 2236. 

Question re overcrowdinlg of night train!! leaving - for Nnsik and Poona, 
respectively. 2852. 

Question re reduction of the number of sets of R. M. S. sorters working 
between - and Sholapur. 2810. 

Question re treatment of Profru;sor Herzfeld, a German scholar, at -. 
2238. 
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BOMBAY, BARODA AND CENTRAL INDIA RAILWAY-
Que~~tion re .wquisition of land ·by the - for extension of their terminal 

Btation in Bombay. 2746. 
Question re contract for printing work for the -. 2252. 
Question re conYersion of the.G.·I. P. Railway and' the -'into State Rail

ways. 2750. 
Question re employment of Indiatis on the - and the R. M. Railway. 

2869-70. 
Question re footbridge between Pare! station on the G. I. P. Railway and the 

Elphinstone Road station on the -. · 2808-09. . 
Question re grant of compensatory allowance·. to the officers and subordinate 

staff of the G. I. P. Railway, and- stationed in Bombay. 2882~ 
Question re stoppage of the 20-Down Delhi Express at Pat~unda Mahabir 

Road station on the-. 2807. 

BOOK DEPOTs-
Question re discontinuance of the sale of Government of India publications at 

the provincial Government -. 2438-39. 

BOOKING DIFFICULTIES-
Question re - at Jharia station, llte. '2436-37. 

BOVINE CATTLE-
, See under "Cattle"· 

BOYCOTT-
Question re - of foreign made eloth. 2781. 

BRA\", Ma. DENYB
Oath of Otlice. 2231. 

BRIBERY AND CORRUPTION-
Question " alleged charges of - against · certain employees· of the office 

of the District Tratlic Superintendent, Katihar, E. B. Railway •. 2851. 

BRITISH CABINET-
Question " Committee appointe4 by the - to eo.ti!ider ·Indian affairs. 

2543. 

BRITISH CONSUL-
Que~tion re duties of the - at Jeddab .towards Indian pilgrims to the 

Hedjaz, ete. 2362. 

BRITISH EMPIRE EXHmiTION
See under "E.xhibition(s) "· 

BRITISH GUIANA-
Question re r.asualties among ·Indians in the riot in -. 2412-13-
Question '' franchise for Indians in -. 2775. 
Que&tiol\ re Indian Members of the - Legislature. 2776. · 
QuCIItion re !:ihooting of Indians in -. · 2775. 

DURDWAN-
Qu@Stion '' appointment of ·Mr. Lesage ·as Officiating Postmaster, -·-

2868. 
Que~~tion '' complaints regarding the timings of certain down local trains 

between Howrah and - on. the E. I. Railway. 2878. 
Question " grievance& of third class passengers on! ~be local Howrah to -

aervice 011 the E. I. Railway. 2877-78. 
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BWDW AN DIVISION-: . 
Question , stoppage of promotion of certain po!!tal official:; or the. _. 

2868: ; .. ·; . ' '\ I ... . I·'.. . . . . . . 

BURMESE CANDIDATES,. 
'Question. re -· t!>r :th~ l~t .. ~. Q. ~. e;xaminatiqn ~lu in: lodiu. , 2361. · · 

I :•·• 
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CABLE(S)- · l 

Question re expenditure OD· .,...__ exchanged between tho Oovernmt:nt of lwliu 
. ·. an£l the · In diu Office. · .2363.. · · · 

CALCUTTA- ';. :: ,., •;I I: ' 

' . Question re 'opening' of th~ 
1

}>0
1

~t ~r~:. to 'pilgrinl .trMflC. 2700~0 1~ . 
Question re removal of ~he railwuy trac~ between Waltair and -.-~ . :mo:1. 

CANQTEE~(S), .• , . . ~ .•. ·.I.~. t rv .,~ 1 ·~ •• , ..... ,. , . 
,. · ·· ueshon~re provrston o.~.·-·-.1/?r~·?uJ~n tro:?,P~·. )88~1 
CANTEEN BOARD-

&ee under" Army Canteen,,Board.';_ .. 
'• .; .., •" I,. 

CANTONMENT(S)-
Questio~ re administration of- under the new Cantonnx•nt.Aot. 2;01. 
Question re appointment of Executive Officers under the new __,....,.. s•·beme, 

Q:!~~~n re appointment of tndian's'' ~s sub~div'i~ion~i ~fficcrs in·_. ·-·

1 

•• OC!(:l;piecl 
by Indian troops. 2268-69. ; · t ! : ' ~ " l·1 

' • l · 

Questio111 re exclusion of sadar bazaars from - areas. 2706-97, 
Question re expul!!ions fro.m Indian -. 2799-2800. 
Question re grant of the franchille in --',- ~ 2650-51! ': ';' ' , 
Question re .treatment· e>f plague patients in ~. : '27~9."· 

! ••.• , , ~ 1, 'I · ·· '• . 1 l1~ 

cANTONMENT' 'A'cT...:.. I , , • • • • • , • 

Question re administration of Cantonments under the new ·-· ' -1 

• • ~7!J7. ' 1 1 

' 

·. ,· ,QUetition,,e appointment of exeeutiVe bflicel'l.f 'Vrtldet the h~w -· -· .: :2,11)5. 

CANTONMENT AREA(S)-
See under "Cantonment(s) "· 

CANTONMENT IIOSPI1~ AL'( s').i 
See under "Hospital(s) "· 

CANTONMENT SUPERINTENDENT ( S )-

' .. 

Question re -, Hyderabad, Sind. 2863. , , . . , , , : 
Questioru re cost of telegrams recommending the -,' Hy!lcrahad, SinJ.,. for 

the p~·of Executive Officer>" 2863.'' ·: · : ' ·. ' 
''' !• 

CANTONMENTS, ;DEP ARTl\IENTr. -· 
Question re appomtments of Indians and Europeans t<:; the -· -· . I 2257 58. 

CANVASSING-
-Questions re. alleged .._... of Member~ '6£ ·Parliament· by the IIonou~ahle 

Sir Malcolm Hailey. 2384-85, 2651-52. 
. . . ; 

CASH CERTIFICATES- '. , , 1 ., , .·• .. 
Question re holding of postal .securities and ..._;-- in the name$ of two pcr!:lon!l, 

-- 2555-56. . ' ' . 
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C!TTLE-
Qqestiqn ·'' total,.number of, bo~ .-.. -. slaughtered, in military slaughter 

houses.· 2657. · · . 

':';.A V ALRY· GRANTEES.:....: I 
Question re rule of. primogeniture obtaining in the case of tenancies· held by 

'·,,,,, . ._...in .tlui!l.ot,reYJhelum Canal Colony. i2803-04.•1 · ··- · · " 

C.AWNPORE- ·-··· . I .I . ' . 1 • ' 

Question re shooting of 'mill hand~ at''.!...::..:.::. •.. : 2392~93,.' 
. l ' I • h ' • ' : I J ' • I ' ~. i I ' ' k • •• ' '' ' ' ' I' • \ • ~ . ' ' ' ' J 

C.A\V?\'PORE CONSPIRACY ,CASE-:" I . I . I 

,,r" Question r1 ues of ,Atr. Roli8 AMon,· banister for.the prosecution; .in the•--. 
2627. 

CENTRAL LEGISLATt&E...J. 'I 
.;,.; See· unaer ·''IA!giKfature(s) 11• 

CENTRAL SUB.JECT(S)-
, '"I Que!!tion 'Y'e -e~f!ol 'free'supply ormue-b~ok$ 'and.:Admfnisb;afio~'~ports 

relating to' ---....'1(dlember$ ofthe 'Indiarl Legislature." 2654.' ·.·' '· 

,CIIAUOlAN(lJE.N~:...:...'. :.·: .·:, '; ':. ' ' . '" .. "I I·• ' ,''I,. '"I ,. ·'·'I" I 

" ... · Ar~~~~1tmenf of ~i.~·~n ~a!1~d~~ _!\f. Rrun~h~~dra .~:.: t~ ~he .. tanrl :~f-. 

'Y 'R~ing: by Mr."_.: -''that' the.:M~tion ·r~r 1 AdJour~c1;t J~~ thrpu~p~~e of 
expressing indignation a~ the judgme'n(of, Mr. ''Justice 'McCardie ilil the 
O'Dwyer libel ~u~· against Sir Sankaran:Nair lS1 

out of o~der': , 2812~:.'• 
,,, 1 •• ,,, '1''1'•• I ', , '.; • 1 .'• 11. ,,, ' 1 •· 1 • ,• '• •• 

1 

CUAJ~ LAL,.,MR.~ 1:!":.• II' i 'II· .;.:•' . l·li'i '·l!li !I •I .:--·'1 ,, , ... , •. ·"'.' 
Aa;kM, 'in view of Mr. President's ruling that no motio!J .tQ. ilppose: ,a tax c<:n 

1 be ma,dl,l ex¢ep~ on ·1¥ .r~o~el\datioq of the •. Cr<>w~,: .wha$ wquld ~e the 
pot~ition if the Select Committee on- th~ Stee~,lt}dustry; U?rotectiou) Bill 

,,, .cam~ .ii! 1 with certain,.;t·c~Qmmeudation~~, say, natiq~tiqn, and. el;ll..bodied 
tho~~e recommendation!! in the Bill it:;elf and. p~esenteq ~h4t .l~ill J to the 

:•I IIOUMI!1q.2297.:,•1 ·q;! I·• ·. ,.,, :~" l,.,.,: .. :i .;;;•,:Li •:l•·f··· I········ I,' 
Lee Commi~Kion{s Report. 2659. 1·:.; ~ J'.·" 1. , , r , .. '• [ , r• , 1 1 

)tution 1 !~r~,,Mjournment ,fo~ ;thc .. purpose of expretliiing.wdign;l.t.iQn.:tJ.$ the 
,judgment of 1\Ir •• Justir.e :McCardie in the 0'J),wyer . .4betliui1) ~ain~t Sir 

... Sankarau Nair1 .. ~812-~~· .: .. , .. ::·, ''·' .. 1 ,,1,,.,-, ·.1ll'•''''': .,, "''•1·,'•"',.! 
Que~~tion re adllitiun11l expenditure incurred ,by the Jn~roduction. o£ the time 

. i:iCale .in. .the)lilitai}· . .Acoounts Department. .2372~7,3, •!: ·:·"' 1 ",, • :· •.1 

'Questiun re adt•quute ~taff for post.~~ce 11nd ~ ll ... S. sections,,., 2559-~0~ 
.Quet~tion r~ allegt•iJ irw~ceptioq,;Qf col'l'qspondenoo.of ,Membllrs, o£ .the ~gis-

lative ASI!embly. 2772. ·; ~'..: ,;:.·. 
Question .. re aUttgt"d shtl(lowing .of .Yember11 pf the Legislative-ASI!!¥llbly by the 

police. 2772. ~ . ; ~ , ! T , . . ~ : ~ ' , 1 

.Que~~tion r~ CL.'le Q[ 1 A~jan Singh, clerk, ,Raw~lpindi..J;>ost Office. 2895-96.,1 
:- QueKtinn rr: ClUe o(. D~ Jiwan Lal, late.sub-ao~;sit;tant surgeou..~ 25.11. ~I 

Qu(ltjtiolll re ea.-~e of La~bman J)a&~1 . clerkt Raw14lpindi Post Qffiee., 28Gl. . , I) 
(Jue~~tion (Supplemrntary) re. tWiualties among l,n~i11ns in. the riot in B~itish 

. , Guiana,, 2413, ., .. ·· .. 1 1 ,,; ,., .• · ., , • • .. • • . .... ... • •,1 

Que,..tion '~ circulation of tour programmes of high, officiah! to pott offices. 
~61., ........ .. . .. ~ .. · ...... ,'• .,. ,. ',' 

Qut>~tion re compenl'!.lltory allowances to postmen and postal menials employed 
.on lhe.frontier ... 2560._ ,: · . ,· ., : ··r ·,, .. ;.·, .,. 

Quc~tic111 (Supplementury) re delay in paymeut of monthly· wages to employee• 
in organiJ.!cd fiWtorieK., 2737 •. , ""' •'•.•: • •- r:• ·>I',' 
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CIIAMAN LAL, Ma.-conlll. 

Question (Supplemental')') re di:;cu~sion of the repor~ of the Lt•e Conuui11 
sion. 2247. 

Question re dismi11~nl of Kessllr Singh, sorter, R. 1\l. S., • L' Divi~ion. 28;i!J 
60. 

Question (Supplementary) '' dismitSHal of Mr. Subba Rao, a tdegrallhiilt 
2541, 2542. 

Question re franchi~e for Indian::~ in Britit~h Guiana. 2775. 
Question re grant of special prumotions for field service to nwmbers of tht 

Pot~ts and Telegraphs Department. 2860-61. 
Question re harassment of 1\It•mbers of the Legislative As~embly by tickol 

examiners at rail way ~tation8. 2773-7 4. 
Question re Indian Members of the British Guiana Legislature. 2776. 
Question re law relating to interception of the correspondence of privati 

individuals. 2773. 
Question re limitation of the period of retention of postal oflicial~ at pot~l 

offices beyond Bannu, Kohat and Dera Ismail Khan. 2560. 
Que:;tion relocation of the new General Post Office at Pel:lhawar. 2806-97. 
Question re number of Americans and South Africans in India and amounl 

of property hdd by them in this country, etc. 2774. 
Question re pay of the lower grades of cleri,~al establiMhment of the 1\!ilitaiJ 

Accounts Depnrtment. 2371-72. 
Question re personnel of the Reforms Committee. 2774. 
Question re per~;onnel of the Taxation Committee. 2776. 
Question re postmen and menials employed on night duty in the post office! 

in the Punjab Circle. 2862. 
Question (Supplementary) rl! present prire of petrol in In,dia and its pric~ 

during the past five years. 2648. · _ 
Que!!tion (Supplemf.'ntary) re propo~ecl amendment of the Government of 

India Act, 1919. 2533. 
Question re punhlhments inflicted on the staff of the Delhi Head Post OfficE 

from 1920 to 1924. 2559. 
Questior~ (Supplementary) re recommendations of the Seamen's Recruit· 

ment Committee. 2761. 
Question re recoveries from postal officials on account of Io~s of ini>ured 

.articles during 1923-24. 2883-89. 
Question (Supplementary) re regulation of the payment of wages within a 

fixed period after they are due. 2738. 
Question (Supplementary) re reports relating to the recruitment of Heamen. 

2761, 2762. 
Questio~ re repr&entation regarding the pay of clerks of the lower grade1:1 of 

the Military Accounts Department. 2372. 
Question rP retrenchment of permanent and reserved pollt clerks. 2861-62. 
Question (Supplementary) re rival unionl'l on the 0. and R. Railway. 2785. 
Question (Supplementary) re Rullsian Rouble Notes. 2750. 
Question re shooting of Indians in British Guiana. 2775. 
Question (Supplementary) re shooting of mill handtl at Cawnpore .• 2392-93. 
Question re South Indian Railway strike. 2900. 
Question re supersession in the office of the Post .Master General, Punjab. 

2558. 
Question re supersession of Post Masters and Inspectors in the Punjab Postal 

Circle. 2557-58. 
Question (Supplementary) re tenders for locomotives. 2638. 
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CHA.MAN LAL, Ma.-contd. 
Question " toun of inspection of the Post Master General, Punjab Postal 

Circle. 2892-93. 
Qut._tion re training of Pot;tal and Railway Mail Service probationers. 2894-

95. 
Qn£'i!tion re travelling allowances of the Post Master General, Punjab Prx;tal 

Cirele, during 1920-21, 1921-22, 1922-23 and 1923-24. 2893-94. 
Qneition rt travelling allowances of the Potit Masters General in India during 

1922-23 and 1923-24. 2888. 
Resolution " Lee Commission's Report. 2842. 
Steel Indut~try (Protection) Bill-

DillCU~~Kion re admissibility or otherwise of certain amendments before the 
- wu referre4 to Select Committee. 2293, 2297. 
Motion to refer to Select Committee. 2325, 2331-34, 2346 and 2350. 
Motion to circulate. 2457, 2465. 
DiliCossion on Mr. D. P. Sinha's proposal that Members interested in the 

Tata Company should not be allowed to take any part in the ·debate. 
2477-78, 2485. . 

Consideration of-
• Clause 3. 2671. 

Preamble. 2708-09, 2710, 2719 and 2723. 

CHARGE ALLOWANCE(S)-
Questiolll re - of European and Anglo-Indian station masters. 2535. 

CIIARGEMEN-
Question re admission of Indians to the posts of journeymen and - on the 

0. and R. Railway. 2250. 
Question re - and journeymen 'in the 0. and R. Railway .Workshops at 

Lucknow. 2248-49. · 
Question " employment of Indians a.~ foremen, -, etc., on railways. ·· 2812. 
Question re Indian- and foremen o~ the 0. and R, Railway. 2794.-

CIIEMICAL RESEARCH INSTITUTE-
Question re School of Mining ~nd Geology and-, Dhanbad. 2742. 

CHIEF JUSTICE(S)-
Ineligibility of pleader-judges for appointment as permanent - of High 

Courts. 2760. · · 

CHIEF(S), TRIBAx;..... 
Question re allowance paid to - in the North-West Frontier Province. 

2360-61. 

CIIILDREN-
Qull!'tion re prohibition of the employment of women and - in mines, ete. 

2856-57. 

CIIOWKIDAR(S)-
Qnestion re discharge of- and sergeants by the E. I. Railway. 2742-43. 

CHRISTIAN ( S )-
QuC~o~tiolll re distinctions in rates of pay drawn by Anglo-Indians,-, Parsis 

and Indians on the N. W. Railway. 2801-02. 

CIVIL ACCOUNTS DEPARTMENT-
Qut•l!tion " annual incremental scales of clerks and aceountants in the Military 

Accounts Department and -. 2908. 
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CLEMENTS ROBSON AND COMPANY, MESSRS.-·, 
Question " contract with -. · 2-112. 

CLERICAL ESTABLISHMENT-
, · Qnestioilt re pny of the lower grades ot'- of the Military Act•ount~ D"l)~rt· 

mcnt. 2371-72. · 

CLERK(S)- . 
Question re :l!ll'ged assault by Mr. Tucker upon an Indian -. -" . 27!l3-!l-l · 
Qne~tion re IUlllUIU incremental st~ules of - nnd nt•cotmtunhl in .tlw Militury 

and Civil Accounts Departmentl!l. , 2908, 
Questio~ re hou~t>-rt'nt allowance for J'l'lit•ving goodH ,........-, :!HO~.: .. · 
Que:;tion re ~:~toppnge of convey1ul<'e allowmwe of- and awmntnnt!l attnl'lll'd 

to units and 1<1ormation!l. 2!l06-07.. :· , 
Question re .strength of lnspt.>ett~rs and - in the Northt'rn India· Snit 

Department. 2239. 
Questiolll .re temporary -.and accountants in the. Military. Account~ Dtlpnrt

ment •. 2!l05-06. 

CLERKS, ASIATIC-
Question re allegations agaiMt ·- and Indian money-lendt•r!l ·in'· the 'report 

of the Commission on Agriculture appointed by the Zanzibar Oovt•rnment, 
1922. 2414-15. ' ' ' '· ... ' ,·: 

CLIFTON RAILWAY CROSSING-
Question '1'6 ·'propose:!} construction of an overbridge' at the ____u at''J{ariwhi. 

U29. . 
, Se,f under u Crossing(s) .. " · 

CLOTH-
Question rt boycott of. 'foreign made-. 2781. 

CO Air-
Question rt eoui1tervailing duty on South African-. 2886-87 .. 
Question re facilities for the - trade. 286.5. 
Question re wagon supply for-. 2241: · 

. . 

COALFIELD(S)- . . . . 
Question re coal mines in the Raneegunj and Jharia- uni1er Indian and 

European management. · 2887-88. · · '· · · ' · · · 

COAL MINES-
Question re -in the Raneegunj and Jharia coalfields und~r India~ and 
. , European management: 2887-88. · 

COAL TRANSPORTATION OFFICE
Question re abolition of the -. 2887. 

COAL TRANSPORTATION OFFICEJt..::.. 
Question re allegations against the -. 2887. 

COCHRAN, Ma. A.-
Oath of Offiee. 2231. 

COCKE, MB. H. G.--
. Question re annual profit or loss of the Army Canteen Board. · 2798 .. 

Question 'l'e Lee Commission's Report. 2897-98. 
Question re payment of excise or license fees by the Army Canteen Board. 

2798. ' 
Question re restrictions on the operations of the Army Canteen Board. 

2799. 
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COCKE, lin. H. G.-eontd. 
Que~tion " sale of surplus stocks of whisky ht the Supply and Transport 

Department, IA:.hore. 2797-98. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill

Cous.ide.rat.Wa uf-
Clause 2. :Ull. 
Clause 5. 21;76-7:7. 

CO:UMBRCIAL INT~LLIGENCE DEPARTMENT-
Question r1 duties a.nd ialaries of the gazetted officers of th~ .....,.__, 2361-62. 

COMMISSION ( S )- · . 
Question , discussion of the reports of the Frontier Committee, the Bar Com• 

mittee and the Lee---. 2246-47. . 
Question re expenditure on the Lee-. 2271. 
Question re pulllicati.oa of the Report of the Lee-. 2246. 

COMMISSION ON .AGRICULTtTRE-
Question re alleg&tions against Asiatic clerks and Indian money-lenders in the 

report of the-- appointed by the Zanzibar Government in 1922. 2414-
15. 

COlWITTEE{S)-
.Meet.ings of the ~tlln3ing Finance- and. of the ...:._.i>n the separation of 

Railway .Finances. 2763. 
Question re apvoiutment of an Indian Christian tQ the- on the expansion 

of the Indian Territorihl l:t'Ol'ce. 2655. 
Question re -appointed by the British Cabil).et to consider Indian affairs. 

2543. 
Question re - on tonsti~utional reforms. 2542-43. 
Question re -on Indian Taxation, 2756-57, 2759. 
Question re composition of the-of enquiry into the working of the re:. 
forms. 2545. 

Que~tion " dep::.rtmental-- on the working of the reforms. 2532. 
Qul'slion re discullSion of the reports of the Frontier-, the Bar~and 

the Lee Comruisswn. 2246-47. 
Question re expenditure on the Indian Law Reports---; 1922. 2741. 
Question re formation of District~ on the B. and N. W. Railway. 2881-82. 
QuestiOA .re opinions o! the High. Courts on the report of the Indian 

Bar-. 2Mu. 
Question re personnel of the Reforms~. 2774. 
Question re perllOnnel tJf the Taxation-. 2776. 
Question " rer,ownendationll of the- on Indian Students. 2389. 
Question re ~omrnendatio!UI of the Indian Bar-. 2252, 2640. 
Question ,., recollllnendations of the Seamen's Recruitment-. 2760-61. 
Question re Reforms-. 2804-05. 
Questions re Reforms Inquiry-. 2799, 2870. 
Question '' report of the Alliance Bank Inquiry-. 2360. 
Question '' .Repor\s of the Frontier- and the Bar-. 2246. 
Question re reports of the Indian Bar-. 2788. 
Question .re rt'ports of the Railway Risk Notes Revision-. 2744. 
See under "Indian Law Reports Committee". 
See ttnder n Indian Mercantile Marine Comruittee "• 
See under •• Reforms Inquiry Committee"· 

~OMMITTEE ON PUBLIC ACCOUNTS-
Election of Panclit Shamlal Nehru to the--. 2444. 
1J.03LA. . . 
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COMPANY-MANAGED RAILWAYS-
Qusetion re enhanced powers of Agents of State Railways and Directors of 

- in regard to establishments. 2388. 
COMPENSATION-

Question re --paid to the families of Indian soldiers, sailors and labourers 
who died on 11etive service during the war. 2370-71. 

Question re -to military medical pupils refused enlistment in the Indian 
Medical Department, etc. 2266-67. 

COMPENSATION CLAilviS-
Question re - paid by various Railways for goods stolen, lost or damaged. 

2645-47. 
COMPENSATORY ALLOWANCE

See uuder "Allov:'ance(s) ". 
COMPt<.:TITION, F~'nEWN-

Ques~,on rr; ----with the Indian steel industry. 2530. 
CO~DI lLL~ CE--

Expressions of- at the deaths of 1\fr. Satish Chandra Ghosh, Maul vi Miyan 
Asjadullah and Sir Ashutosh 1\Iukhnrji . 2231-35. 

CONFERENCE~ 
Qm~stion te proceedings of the Imperial Economic and report of the 

Honourable Sir· Charles Innes in regard to his delegation to the same. 2256. 
CONGRATULATION (S)~ 

-to Mr. President, the Honourable Sir Alexander Muddiman and the 
Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra. 2232, 2235. 

CONTRACT(S)-
Question re ~for Government stores. 2746-47. 
Question re --for printing work for the B., B. and C. I. Railway. 2252. 
Question re of telegraphists. 2808-2903. 
Question re- with the BPngal and North-Western Railway. 2385-86. 
Question re -with Messrs. Clements Robson and Company. 2412. 

CONTRACTOR (S )-
Question re clearance of materials belonging to the 0. & R. Railway sold 

by auction to-. 2795. 
CONTRIBUTION(S)-

Question re -to institutions training candidates for the Indian Civil 
and Military Rerviees. 2548-49. 

CONTROLLER OF MILITARY ACCOUNTS, POONA, OFFICE OF THE
Quesiton re claims of Mr. R. S. Muley, formerly a clerk iu the--, to propor

tionate pension. 2443-44. 
CONVEYANCE ALLOWANCE

See under "Allowance(s) ". 
CORRESPONDENCE-

Question re alleged interception of- of Members of the LegiE!ative As
sembly. 2772. 

Question re law relating to the interception of the -of private individuals. 
2773 . 

. COTTON-
Question re price of jute,- and other goods purchased by Government. 

2248. 
COUNCIL OF STATE-

Bills passed by the- laid on the table. 2401. 
Message fro~ the-: agreeing. to the amendment made by the Legislative 

Assembly In the Ind1an (Spemfied Instruments) Stamp Bill. 2829. 
Mes;,age from the--re the passing by that Chamber, without any amend· 

ments, of the ~tee! Industry (Protection) Bill. 2DG9. 
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CREYA liON- . 
Question re an-angements for- at Lalmonirhat on the Eastern Bengal 

Railway. 2643. 
Que:~tion ,, dismtennent and-of the bodies of Hindu and Sikh soldiers 

killed in th'l fiteat War. 2425. 

CROSSING(S)- . 
Question re overbridge at the Clifton and the Devon Villa - at Karachi. 

2537. 
CROWN IN 1}-,'DIA, OFFICES UNDER THE-

Question re rule'! the power of making appointments to, and promotions 
in, -. 22(i5-66. · 

CURRENCY-
Question f'J increased public demand for- and credit. 2868-69. 
Question re introduction of gold-in India. 2847. 

CURRENCY DEP !RTMENT-
Question re expenditure on stores for the-. 2859. 

CURRENCY NOTE-
Question re ex}Jcnditure incurred on the design for a new ten-rupee-. 

2858-59. 

D 

"DAILY GAZETTJ~" SINDH-
Questoin re letter in the-, re " Disenfranchised Europeans of Sindh "· 

2240-41. 

D!LTONGANJ-
Question re pB£st:n~ter trains between Sone East Bank and- on the E. I. 

Railway. 2855-56. 

DAMAGURIA-
Qurstion re earnings of the East Indian Railway from the traffic offered by 

the Kasta and- sidings. 2888. 

DAMODAR EMBANKMENT-
Question re extension of the Tarkessar branch of the E. I. Railway from 

Tarkessar to the-. 2877. 

DAS Ma. DIIUBANANANDA-
Motion for .Adjournment for the purpose of expressing indignation at the 

judgment of Mr. Justice McCardie in the O'Dwyer libel suit against Sir 
Sankaran Nair. 2812. 

Question re acqulsition of land by the B. B. and C. I. Railway for extension 
of their tenninal station in Bombay. 2746. 

Question r~ appointment of Indians as Deputy Agents on Railways. 2745. 
Question (Supplementary) re Committee on Taxation. 2757. 
Question (Supplementary) re consultation with the Workers Organisations 

in India rt'gruding subjecta to be discussed by the International Labour 
Conferences. 2736. 

Question r11 contrflct for Government stores. 2746-47. 
Qurstion r11 foreign iron and steel purchased by Government Departments. 

2749. 
Qul'stion re lndi1111S U.l !he superior establislimen~ of the Railway Department. 

27-:lt 
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DAS, 111R. BIIUBANANANDA-contJ. 
Question re irou and steel o! ludian anJ foreign origin purcha:.~ell by Statu 

and guartuJtfJfld Railways, etc. 2748. 
Question ,. overseas ollowance to Indians rceruiteJ for the Imperial Servirl's. 

2745-46. . 
Qu~stion re purchase of Railway stores. 2747-48. 
Question re .rail.:1 and fish-plutes of Indian and foreign orit;in purchased by 

the State and guaranteed Railways. 2743. 
Question re recruitment of Indians for the stafr of the Railway Board. 

2745. 
Question" Resolution regarding Rnpee Tenders. 2746. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Consideration of-
Schedule. 2ti85. 

DATTA, DR. S. K.-
Question re appointment of an InJinn Christian to th" Committee on the 

expansion of the Indian Territorial Force. 2655. 
Question re edu<:ational facilities for Indian units in tht: Army. 2890-91. 
Question re illitemcy in the Indian A1·my. 2890. 
Question re India's representative at the Advisory Commission of the League 

of Nations dealing with the opium traffic. 2024. 
Question re issue of opium during the War to Indian personnel on activ"' 

service. · 2889 -90. 
Question ra provision of canteens for Indian Troops. 2889. 
Question re residence of a German scholar at Bolpur. 2237-38. 
Question re treatment of Professor llerzfcld1 a Ocrman ~~tholar, at Bombay, 

2238. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill

Motion to cir<'ulate. 244·:1-47, 2450, 

DAVIES, Ma. G. H. W.-:-
Oath of Office. ~231. 

DEBT--
Question re payment of- due to Jagat Seth to his descendants. 2G50 • 

. DEHRA DUN-
Question re exptnditure on the Forest Research Institute,-. 2629-31. 

DELAY(S)-
Question re post office -. 2802-·03. 

DELHI EXPRESS, 20-DOWN-
Question re stoppage of the-at Patannda :Mahabir Road Station on th~ 

B. B. and C. I. Railway. 2807. 

DEPUTY AGENT(S)-
Question re aprointment of Indians as- on Railways. 27 45. 

DEPUTY cm.r:MISSIONER ( S )-
Question re abolition of the post of-, Northern India Salt Department. 

2239. 

DEPUTY DffiECTOR OF ESTABLISlDIENT. RAILWAYS
Question re -. 27!J3, 

DERA IS:\IAIL KHAN-. 
Question re lim1tation o! the period of retention o! postal pfficiab at posl 

of!ice::; beyond Eannu1 Kollut a.u~ -. 25GQ. 
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DEVO~ VILLA CROSSING
Bel under •• Crossing(&)"· 

DliANBAD-

. 

Question ,, School of Mining and Geology, and Chemical Research Institute, 
-. 2742. 

DIAMOND HARBOUR-
Quetsion r~ proposed extension of the-. -branch of the E. B. Railway. 

2625. . 

DffiECTOR(S)-
Question , list of- and shareholders of the Tata Iron and Steel Com-

pany, ete. 264.0. · 

DISINTERMENT-
Queltion rs- and cremation of the bodies of Hindu and Si.kb BOldiera 

killed in the Orcat War. 2425 .. 

DISMISSAL-
Question re-of Kes2ar Singh, sorter, R.M.S., 'L' Division. 2859-60. 
Question rs- of Mr. Subba. Rao1 a telegraphist. 2540-42, . 

DISTRICT COMMITTEE(S)
See under "Como.o.ittee(~:~) "• 

DISTRICT TRAFFIC SUPERINTENDENT(S}-
Question " albgPd charges of bribery and corruption ~o-aiust certain em. 

ployees of the Office of the-, Katihar, Eastern Bengal Railway. 2851. 
Question re Indian District Engineers, .Assh;tant Enginea.-s and- on 

Indian railwai•· :m2-73. 
DOMICILED COMMUNITY-

Statement (laid on the table) reposition ofthe-in the British and Indian 
Army. 2276. 

DRIVERs-
Question re guards and-on the North-We~tern Ry. 2533. 
Question re salaries of European and Indian -on railways. 2534-35. 

DUAL COMMISSION-
Question re-in the Indian Territorial Force. 2434-35. 

DUMASIA, Mn. N. i\1.-
Question re ineligibility of pleader-judges for appointment as permanent 

Chief Justices of lligh Courts. 2761>. 
, Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Motion to refer to Select Committee. 2341 and 2347. 
Consideration of-

Clause 2. 2520-21. 
Clause 3. 260j.06, 2618. 

DUNI CHAND LALA-
Queation '' allegations against the station master of Kasur. 2527-29. 
Question '' appointment of Executive Officers under the new Cantonment 

aeheme. 2800, 
Que;;tion " appointments of Indians and Europeans to the Cantonments 

Departments. 2257-58. 
Question " assewnent to income-tax of Lata Sita Ram. 2256-57. 
Question " CllS':! of Mr. Girdhari Lal1 Sub-Record clerk, Railway Mail Ser-
- vice, Julluu4hut ~!ty. gsQQ-Q_l! . · 
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DUNI CIUND, LAI.A-contd. 
Question (Supplementary) re dismissal of Mr. Subba Rao, a tclrgrnphist. 

2542. 
Question re dlssnlisfaction with the income-tax administration in the Punjab. 

2526-27. 
Question re expulsions from Indian Cantonments. 2799-2800. 
Question (Supplementary) re fitness of Indians for admission into the Inilian 

Civil and Military Services. 2549. 
Question (Supplementary) re Jail' Reform. 2539. 
Question '' promotion of guards on the N. W. Railway. 2801. 
Question re rule of primogeniture obtaining in the ease of tenancies held by 

cavalry grantees in the Lower Jhelum Canal Colony. 2803-04. 
Question re sale of nationalist new~papers at railway stations on the N. W. 

Railway. 2264 
Question re undesirable surroundings of the Ambala City Post Office. 2529. 
Steel Industry ~Protection) Bill-

Consideration of-
Schedule. 2683-84. 

DUTT, MR. AMAR NATH-
Question re appomtment of Mr. Lesage as Offg. Postmaster, Burdwan. 2868. 
Question re com~Jlaints regarding the timings of certain down local trains 

between Howl'llh and Burdwan on the E. I. Railway. 2878. 
Question (Supplementary) re dismissal of 1\Ir. N. Subba Rao, tclc£rraphist. 

Bezwada. 26:H. · 
Question re extension of the Tarkessar branch of the E. I. Railway rrom 

Tarkessar to the Damodar embankment. 2877. 
Question re gri~vances of third class passengers on the local IIowrah to 

Burdwan ~ervice on the E. I. Railway. 2877-78. 
Question re liti!?;ation between the E. I. Railway and one l!emanta Kumar 

Sarkar. 2876-77. 
Question re payment of debt due to Jagat Seth to his descendants. 2656. 
Question re promJtion of postal employees. 2867. 
Question re repeal of repres3ive legislation. 2878. 
Question re sources of supply of beef for the Army in India. 2656-57. 
Question re stop;.age of promotion of certain postal officials of the Burdwan 

Division. 2868. 
Question re totrll number of bovine cattle slaughtered in military slaughter 

houses. 2657. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Consideration of
Clause 1. 2'/08. 
Clause 2. 2490, 2508, 2534. 
Clause 3. :!ti71. 

DUTY(IES)-
Question re countervailing- on South African Coal. 2886-87. 
Question re effect of the enhanced- on motor cars. 2649-50. 
Question re existing stock of articles on which protective- are proposed 

to be levied. 2852. 
Question re liab~lity of Indian States to pay the protective- imposed by 

the Steel Indu.stry (Protection) Bill. 2847-48. 
Question re removal of the- on sulphur. 2526. 
Resolution re removal of the import- on sulphur,. 2765-60. 

DYER FUND-
Qucst!on !~ subscriptions by civil an4 military officers to tile-. 2865-66. 
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EARXIXGS, STATEMENT OF-
. Question re subruission of-beyond their lawful salaries by ticket collectors 

of the N. W. Railway, Karachi District. 2424-25. 

EAST AFRICA COMMISSION
Question re -. 2544-45. . 

EASTERN BENGAf1 RAILWAY-
Question re advertising of vaeaneies on the -. 2850. 
Question re . allE>ged charges of bribery and corruption against certain em· 

ployeee of the offiee of the District Traffic Superintendent, KatiliiU'1 -. 

2851. 
Question te alleged profiteering by Messrs. Somar Chand and Sons, food 

vendors on the-. 2851-52. 
·Question re annunl stipends granted by the- to the children of European, 

Anglo-Indian and Indian employees attending hill schools. 2874. 
Question te app ... als of the employees of the-. 2849. 
Question te arrangements for cremation at Lalmonirhat on the-. 2643. 
Question te eard passes issued to vendors on the -. 2~51. 
Question re difference in rates of starting pay of the menial s~aff of the -

and N. W. Ruilway. 2642. · 
Question ttl di!lt'barge of employees by the---... 2848. 
Question re European and Anglo-Indian station masters and assistant station 

masters on the-. 2850-51. 
Question re excess fare earnings of ticket collectors on the-. 2879. 
Question re grant of medical leave to the staff of the-. 2642-43. 
Question re grierunces of the siJnallers of the Lalmonirhat District of the 
-. 2848. 

Question re leave of the- employees. 2850. 
Question re licence fees of food vendors on the-. 2851. 
Question re pror.:wtions on the -. 2850. 
Question re proposed extension of the Diamond Hat•bour branch of the-. 

2625. . 
Question re proVlsion of latrines in quarters for the menial staff of the-. 

2641. 
Question re qulll'tPrs of the station staff o~ the-. 2642. 
Question re salaries of Indian station masters and assistant station masters 

on the-. 2850. 
Question re sicknPss among the staff of the Lalmonirhat District of the -. 

2849. 
Question re temporary engineers of the -. 2854. 

EAST INDIAN RAI1 .. WAY-
Question re ad•.aission of Indian graduates as apprentices to the-Work· 

shops and Laboratory at Jamalpur. 2872-73. 
Question re ca<~e of Panna Lal Gopi, Assistant Station }faster, Karbighwan, 
-. 2420-21. 

9nestion re complaints regarding the timings of certain down local trains 
between Howrah and Burdwan on the-. 2878-79. 

Question re complimentary passes issued to Indians and Europeans on the 
-. 2357. 

Question " distharge of Cbowkidars and Sergeants by the-. 2742-43. ' 
Question re earnings of the- from the traffic offered by th~ ~asta and 
. D~maguria 11i~ings. ~888. 
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E.AST INDIAN RAILWAY -contd. 
· Question , ext~nsion of the Tarkessar branch of the- from Tarke~sar to 

the Damodar embankment. 2877. 
Question regrant of a State scholarship to an Indii!Jl graduate lnttJly emplnyt~d 

as an apprentl\:e in the Jamalpur Workshops of the-. 2873. 
Question re grievances of third class pa::;scnj;erli on the local IIowrah to 

Burdwan servire on the-. 2877-78. 
Question re insutliciently acreened latrines at stations on the- and the 

Bengal and Nol'th-Western Railway. 2375. 
· Question re intermediate class compartments for ruales and females on the 
-. 2865. 

Question , litigatioll. between the- and one IIemi!Jlta Kumar Sarkar. 
2876-77. 

Question re local traffic service on State Railwnyt .and on the-. 2884-86. 
Question re passenger trains between Sone East Dank and Daltonganj on 

the-. 2855-56. 
Question , supet'ior appointmentS! on the-. 2883-84. 

EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES-
Question "-for Indian units in the Army. 2890.91. 

ELECTIONS, GENERAL-
Question re percentage of votes polled at the- for the Legislative As

sembly in 1920 and 19231 respectively.-2373-74. 

ELPHINSTONE ROAD-
Question re foot bridge between Pare! station on the Gl'f>at Indian Peninsula 

Railway and the- station on tha Bombay, Baroda and Central India. 
Railway. 2808-09. 

'EMIGRATION .AGE...~T(S)-
Question re-employed by the Emigrntion Depot at Dcnnres. 2782-83. 
Question rs - in Mauritius. 2783. 

EMIGRATION COMMISSIONER-
Question re vemacular notification published by the - 1 Benares. 2782. 

EMIGRATION DEPGT(S)-
.Question 1'6 emigration agents employed by tbe- at Benares. 2782-83. 
Question 1'6-at Benares. 2781-82. 

Question re inspection remarks by visitors to the-, Benares. 2783. 
Question r6 number of labourers recruited by the -, Bonares. 2783. 

EMPIRE SCHOLARSHIPS
Question re -. 2546. 

ENGINEER(S)-
Question re Indian District - 1 Assistant-, and District Traffic Supcrin· 

tendents on Indian railways. 2272-73. 

ENGINEER(S), TEMPORARY-
Question r6 abolition of the appointments o£-on Railways. 2854. 
Question re- on the Eastern Bengal Railway. 2854. 

ESOCIET COMPA..~Y-
Question re affairs of the-, etc. 2258-59. 
Question re recovery of money due to Government by the -. 2258. 

ESTABLISHMENTS, SUBORDINATE-
Question re introdn~tion of a. time scale of pay fo~ tl~- o£ State Railway;, 
~ 2641. " 
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EtnOP'RAN(S)-
Que"tion re admission ot ...__, Anglo-Indian and Indian students to tbe 

Railway Technical Institute, United Provinres. 2250. 
Qut>Slion re appointmentl of Indians and - to tJ:e CantolllOOnts Department. 

2'251-58. . 
Question rfJ assaults od Indian railway passengers by-. 2654. 
Question r1-, Aftglo-Indiafl and Indian: apprentices. in the Oudh and 

Rohilkband Railway Workshops at Lucknow. 2249-50~ 
Qnl'l!Uon , -, Anglo-Indian and Indian employees on tne· Greaf Indian 

Peninsula Railway. 2878-79. 
Question re -, Anglo-Indians and Indians employed in various capacities. 

on the principal railways in India. . 2871-72. · 
Question re -, Anglo-Indians and fndiaDS employed on salaries. of. Rs. 100 

and over o.o. certain J•ailwa;rs. 2785. 
Qut-~ltion re -, Anglo-Indians and Indiallll holding superiot posts on 

railways. 2531J. . 
Question re - and Indian passengers on board the S. S. " Frangestan. "· 

2808. . ' . 

EUROPEANS, DISENFRANCIDSED-
Question re letter in the "Daily Gazetfe ", Sindh, re "-. of Sindh "· 

2240-41. 
EXAYINATION(S).-. 

QnP8tion re Stall Selection Boards -. 2807. 
EXCESS FARE EARNINGS--

Su 'll'nder "Ticket Collectors w •. 
EXCHANGE, RATE OF- . 

Question rt amendment of the -L....... m the' tndian Currency Act. 274t 
EXCISE-

Qttestion '' payment ot - or license fees by the Atmy Canteen Board. 
2798: 

EXCISE DUTY-
Question ,., decrease in the _...; on woven goods; 2795-96. 
Question re exemption from payment of - on motor spirits granted to 

the Indian Produet Co. and the Hartikool Oil Co .. 2430. 
EXECUTIVE OFFICER(S)-

Que:~tion re appointment of - under the· new Cantonment scheme. 2800. 
Qu(lstion re eost of telegrams recommending the Cantonment Superintendent, 

Hyderabad, Sind, for the post of-. 2863. · · 
EXlliBITIONtS")-

Question re expenditure on the British Empire·-. 2273'~ 
EXPENDIT'CRE- . 

Question re additional - incurred by the li.n:troduction of the time scale' 
in the llilitary .!eeounts Dept. 2372-73. 

Que~<tion re - incurred on the design for a new ten-rupee currency note. 
2858-59, . I 

Question re --'-" on the Brit1sh Empire EXhibition. 2273. 
Qnt>stion re - on the Lee Commission. 2271. 
Question " - on the lighting and buying of the Persi;m Gulf: 2383. 
Question re -....... oa rail~y. schools. 2873. 
Question re - on stores for the Currency Department. 2859, 
Qurstion rs increase of - on the Military and All-India Civil Service~; 

2386. 
Ll03LA. 
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EXPENDITURE, 111IIJT .ARY-
. Question ,, redal'tiou ot - in 19".A-::!5. 2903. 

EXP\)RT-
Qnestion , deerease iii the - o! Indian yarn. 2795. 

EXPORT TRADE-
Qutstion re d1>nridle o! steamship eompanil'.S engaged in the - in iron, 

steel and eoal from India. 2364. 

EXPlJLSI ON ( S )-
Que;tion n - !rom lnd.iau CIUltonrn~ntL 2799-2800. 

r 
FACTORY(IESJ-

Question re delay in payment ot monthly wages to emplayees in organised 
-. 2737. . 

Question re maternity 'benefit in -, mines, etc. 2739. 

FAMINE TRUST FUND-
See under "Indian People's Famine Trust Fund.'' 

FARE(S)-
Question re third C!lass passenger- on the South Indian Railway. 2731 

FARIDPUR-
Qtiestion re grievances, of' - railway passengers. 2640. 
Qn<!stion re shifting of the site of the railway 11tat.ion at -. 2G40-41. 

FEE(SJ-
Qm>stion re payment of excise or license - by the Army C(ln.teen Boord. 

2798. ' 

FEMALE PASSENGER(S)-
Qnestion re carriages for -. 2440. 

FENY RIVER GHAT-
Question re railway siding at -. 2251-52. 

FIELD SERVICE-
Question re grant of special promotions for - to members of the Post:-~ and 

Telegraphs Deptt. 2860. 
Question re special promotion for - granted to postal emr>loyees. 2811. 

FINANCE DEPARTMENT-
Qnestion re treatment cf memorialists and petitioners by the -. 2623-24. 

FINANCIAL ADVISER(S)
Question re -·. 2363. 

FINANCING--
Question re - of the proposed Isburdi-Pabna-Sadhuganj Ry. 2251. 

FINE(S)-
Question re system of - in organised industries. 2739. 

FINES FUND-
Question re utilization of the - on the Bengal Nagpur Railway for 

providing outfit allowances for children of employees attending hill schools. 
2875. 

FIRE-AR:MS, LICENCES FOR-
. Statement (laid on the table) re -. 2276. 



}'ISlt PLATE(S)-
QneRtion re ralls and. - of Indian and fQreip origin -purchased by the 

State and guaranteed Railways. 2748. 

:FLEMING, 'AIR. ~- G.-
, Steel Industry (Protection) Bill

Consideration of -
Clause ~. '2100-'04, 2705, 2701. 

I'LOOD(S)-
Qul'stion re -- in Bihar. '2426-28. 
Question re - in Bihar and 01-issa.. 2383-84. 

FOOT BRIDG'F.r-<-
Qnestlon re- between Parel statioll on the G. I. P. Ry. ll.nd the Elphlnstone 

Road station on the B., B. and. C. I. R:y. 2808-09. . · 

FOREIGN tOUNTRIE&-
Quesllion re eperating r,atioa ol ra.U~s in--.. 2417-19. 

l'OltEME'N- . 
Question r~ ttppo'intmebt u - t>! hglo.Inalan and Indian apprentices 

trained at Kanchrapara and Saidpolir. '2854. , 
~uestian re Miployment of Indta.ns as --") t:lhargemen1 etc., .on railways. 

2872. ' I 

Que~~t.ion re Indian ehargemen and - 9Jl tb 0. and R. Ry. 2794. · 

FOREST COlLEGE- · 
Qtlestion re duties of tbe President ()f the Fertst Rese-atelt Institllte and ()f 

tbl\' Principal of the-. 2368-69. 

FORE'ST R'ESEA.RCII INSTITUTE-
Qupstion re acquisition of paper ana pulp plant for th11 -, Debra Dun. 

2741-42. . . 
(Juestion re duties of thll P:r.esi~nt of the - tnd of the Principal of the 
'F~ Colleg&. 2368-69. . ; 

QuPStion re expenditure on the ~, Dehra. DUll.. 2629-31. 

• }'OR W-ARD"-
Questio.u re .article i:ll - ~ga.rding t~e grant of fresh ref<U'lll'$. 2411. 

FRANCHIBF.r-
~nestion ,., --- for Inws in British Guiana. 2775. 
Qut>11tion re grant of the- in Cantonments. 2650-51. 

•FRANGESTAN," S. S.-
~ui.'Stioo re European and Inaian }>llslll!ngeYS on board the --. 2SOE. , 
Qul'tlt¥>;1l re loss of baggage of Indian pilgrims to the Hedjaz by tire on the 
--. 2358. 

Question NJlosa of properQ' of pilgrims on the-. 2807-08. 

11l.A.UD(S)-
Questiou '' a~ed --in the Goods ud Stcnu Deptts. t>f the 0. and R. Ry. 

2786.. 

FROXTIER-
Question re :Mabsd raids on the --. 2414. 

FRONTIER COillUTTEE
$u Wider "Committee{s) "• 
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GANDHI, MAHATAMA-
Question , detention of telegraph messages rclatin~.r to the release of -. 

2385. 

JARRISON ENGINEER(S)-
Question re strength of - a.nd sub-divisional offims (Military and Civil). 

2268. 

GAZETTED OFFICERS-
Question re dutk-s and salaries of the - of the Commercial Intelligence 

Department. 2361-62. 

G-ER1riAN SCHOLAR-
Question re resi1dence of a - at Bolpur. 2237-38. 
Question re treatment of Professor Herzfeld, a -, at Bombay. 2238. 

GHORPADI CAVALRY-
Question re dangers attendant on the location of the new target for the U$e 

of ~be -. 2~37-38. 

GROSE, Ma. SATISH CHANDRA-
Expression Qf condolence at the death of -.- 2231-35. 

-GIDNEY, LrEUT.-Cor.oEL H. A. J.-
Question (Supplementary) re charge ot Cantonment Ho8pitals. 278~. 
t~nestion re compensation to military medical pupiJ11 refu~ed enlistment in tllll 

Indian Medical Department, etc. 2266-67. 

OIRDHARI LAL, Ma.-
Question re ease of -, Sub-Jl,ecord Clerk, Railway Mail Service. 

2267, 2800-01. 

GOLD CURRENCY-
Q"Qestion re introduction of - in India. 2747. 

GOODS AND PARCEL OFFICES-
. Question re closing of - on Indian holidays. 2802. 

GOODS CLERK(S)-
fJee under "Clerk(s) .''· 

GOODS-SHED ( S )-
Question re working holll'S of subordinates employed in railway -. 2550. 

GOPI, PANNA tAL-
Question re case of-, late Assistant Station Master, Karbighwan1 E. L Ry. 

2420-21. 
QOSW AMI, MR. T. C.-

Question re compensation paid to the families of Indian soldiers, sailors and 
labourers who died on active service during the war. 2370-71. 

Question re constl'uction of an overbridge for wheeled traffic at Naihati. 
2805-06. 

Questi.on re oismissal of Mr. N. Subha Rao, telegraphist, Bezwacla. 2632-34. 
Que£tion re encouragement of the manufacture of wagons and locomotives in 

India. 2638-39. 
Qne~tir,n re ~xpenditure on the F;rest Research Institute, Debra Dun. 

2(;:!9-31. ' 
Que;.tion ( S :1p jJk::,dd ary) re extortion being a necessary qualificatioQ for 

Fvrnotiou iu t!,e In.:ome-tax Department. 2858. 
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GOSW .Alii, Ma. T. C.-tolltd. 
Question re hours of work and holidays of the staff of the Rifle Factory and 

tile Metal and Steel Factory at lshapore. 2369-70. 
Question re inquiry into the working of the Gilvemment of India Aet, 1919. 

2639. 
Question re local traffic serviee on State Railways and on the E. L Ry. 

2084-86. 
Question re nominated official ~embets of the Central Legislature. 2631-3~. 
Question r1.1 pay and allowances of the two Architects of the Central Buildings, 

New Delhi. 2628-29. 
Question (Supplementary) rt prohihition against Gilvemment sen·aots repre

!'t'nting their grievances to non...o.fti.cial Members of the Indian Legislature. 
2.897. 

Question (Supplementary) re resen'ed saloons for officials. 2798. 
QnP.Stion re statement rt the two Judp who examined the eases of intem~s 

in Bengal 2631 ' 
Question re sll'pfrior appointments on the E. I. Ry. 2883-84. 
Question '' tenders for locomotives. 2634-38. 

GOCR, Da. H. S.-
('ongratulations to Yr. P;resi.dent, the Honourable Sir A.!eJ:ander Muddiman 

and the Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath Mitra. 2232. . 
Exprts~ions of condolence at the death of Mr. Sa!lish Chandra. Ghosh, Yaulvi 

Miyan Asjadullah and Sir Aslmtosb Mukbarji. 2'231-32. 
Indian Penal Code (Amendment) Bill (Amendment of section 375) -

Motion to ei::tulate Selert Committee's report. 2769. • 
Lee Collllllission Report. 2279, 2280, 2659, 2660 & 2732. 
}lotion for Adjournment to t'Oilsider the Lee Commission's Report. 2395-96. 
Question re abolition of par for officers of the Indian Territorial Forea. 2435. 
Question (&tpplementary) " composition of the coi.D.lllittee ()f inquiry into 

the working of the reforms. 2545. · 
Question re disc~ion of the reports of the Front:U!r Commit~ee, the Bar 

Committee and the Lee Commiss:on. 2246-47. 
~uflrtioa n dual eommissions in the Jr.dian Territorial Foree. 2434-35. 
Question (Supplemlmtary) re Jail Reform. 2539. 
Que.~tion re pay of offieers of the Indian Te::Ti.torial Foree holding Honorary 

King's Commissions. 2433-34. 
Question (Supplementary) re present prioo of petrol in Indian and its priee 

during the past five years. 2648. 
Question re price of iron, steel and other proc!ucts purchased by Government 

from the Tata Iron and Steel Company and from other firms. 224748. 
Question tf price of jute, cotton and other goods purchased by Government. 

2!!48. 
Que:rtion re publication of th Report of the lee Commis>ion. 2246. 
Qnestion '' rank and precedenee of officers of the Indian Territorial Force. 

2434. 
Question re report of the Indian Menoantile Marine Committee. 2433. 
Question (Supplementary) re report of tl:e Lee Comm.i8>ion. 2554. 
Que;tion " reports of the Frontier Committee and the Bar Committee. 2246. 
Question (Supplementary) '' repor:S relating to the recruitment of seame.. 

2762. . 
Q~estion (Supplementary) re State t'B. Company management of Railways. 

.. 417. 
Qll&o;tion (Supplementary) re tenders for loromoth·es. 2636, 2637 & 2638. 
IW:.ulution re Lee Conu:nission's Report. 2838, 2845, 284(J. 



GOUR, DR. H. S.-ro,.td. 
Slt't!l Industry (Protec·ti.on) Bill-

Motion to refer to Select Committee. 233-l-30. 
Motion to roostitute tbtl Selt'<'t Committee. 2352. 
Motion to circulate. 24:10, 2451, 2JG4, 24G7-59. 
Discussion on Mr. D. P. Si.nha'11 proposal that :M91l.lbcrs intwrl'l>ted in the 

Tata Company should not be allowed to take any part in the debute. 
2479-80. . 

Consiueration of
Clause 3. 2570, 2621. 
Schedule. 2683, 2684, 2600.92, 2693, 2694. 
Preamble .2721·22, 2723. 

GO V'ERNMENT ( S )- • 
Question re price o_f jute, cotton and other goods purchastJ by -. 22·1S, 

GOVERNMENT CENTR-AL PRESS-
Question re oompl.aint regarding 'the --. 2413. 

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA-
Question re expenditure on cables f:lxehanged betwe~n tho - and the India 

Office. 2363. 
Question 're leav~ and Jlffi11!iCm of the lnenial est&blis.hment of the -. ~52. 
Question re opium policy of the -. 2531-32. 
Question re sale o£ - Blue-books and th1.1 headquarters o.t all provincial 

Governments. 2654-55. 

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA ACT-
Question re inquiry into the working or the -, 1919. 2639. 
Question , proposed amendment of the -, 1919. 2532-33. 

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA, CIVIL AND MIIJTARY-
Qut!Stion te exereiBe of the Seel'fltary of StaLe's powers of superint~naence, 

direction and eontrol of the -, eto. 2253-54. 

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA PUBLICATION-
Questioo re diseontinu!l.llce of the sale of - at tha Provincial G(mnmnts' 

Book Depots. 2438-39. 
GOVERNMENTS, PROVINCIAL- ' 

Question re sale of Government of India Blue-books at the headquarters of 
all -. 2654·55. 

Question ~~ share of the ~ in the revenue from. "Taxes on Incon1e "• 
2240. 

GOVERNMENT SERVANT (S )-
Questron re prohibition against - reprt>Senting their grievances to non· 

official Members of the Indian Legislature. 2897. 
Qnesti'On ,., prohibition of the wearing of Khaddar by -, et~. 2426. 
Question re recovery of mu.nicipal and other taxes from certain classes of 

- occupying free quarters. 2810. 
GOVEfu'rnENT SERVANTS, RETIRED-

Question re participation by - and retired Army Officers in political 
propaganda or agitation. 2256. 

GOVERN~IENT STORES
See under "Store(s) "· 

OOVEHNOR(S)-
Question re reforms inquiry regarding relations between - and Ministers 

in the provinces, etc. 2S56. 



GO\ER!\OR GENERA.L-
As.ient of the- to Bills. 2211L 
Awnt to the Indian Coinage (Amendment) A.et, 1924, by the-. 2'28L 
.L.wnt to the Indian Ineome-t.u: (.A.mt>ndmcnt) A.et,l924, by the-. 228L 

GOVIXD DAS, SETH-
Question re earnings from advertisements on telegraph forms and envelopes. 

2:.r.2. 
Question re e:Ipt'flditure on the British Empire Exhibition. 2273. 
Qu&tion re expenditure on the Lee Com.mi:;sion. 227L 
Question re grievanees of setond elass railway passengers. 2275. 
QW'Stion '' indebtedness of Inciian A.,"Tienlturists. 2273. 
Question r1 Indian Dist:rid Engineers, .A.snstant Engineers ·and District Traffic 

Superintendent& on In..iian Railways. 2272-73. 
Question re Indian technological students abroad. 2274-75. 
Questioa re powers of Local Govta. to purchase locally manufaetured stationery, 

and stores. 2271-72. 
Question '' pro\·ision of facilities for technological studies in India. 2273-74.. 
Question " restaurant ears for Hindus on mail and express Trains. 2272. 
Re.;,olution " Lee Commission's P..eport. 284L 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Consi.leration of
Clause 3. 2592. 

GRA.Dt'ATE(S)-
Question re admission of Indian - as apprentices to the E. L Railway 

W orhhopa and Laboratory at J amalpur. 2872-73. 
Question rt grant of a State scholarship to an Indian - lately employed as 

an apprentice in the Jamalpur Workshop of the E. L Railway. 2873. 
GRA.N'f(S)-

Qurution re educational - to European, Anglo-Indian and Indian railway 
employees. :i.S5L 

GRATriTY-
Question rt calenlation of the period of re-employment in thl! Military .A.eoonnts 

lkpartment during the war for penl;ion or -. 2443, 2623. 
GREAT INDIA. 'I PENINSt'LA. RAIL W A. Y-

Question rt conversion of the -- and the B., B. and C. L Railway into 
State Railways. 2750. ' 

Que-:;tion rt dL..;ebarge of Mr. Nurun Nabi, an employee of the -. 2879. 
<.!uestic.n re European, Anglo-Indian and Indian employees on the -. 

287&-79. 
Question , footbridge between Parel station on the - and the Elphinstone 

Road st.ation on the D., B. and C. L Railway. 250&-09. · · 
Question rt grant of rompen;;atory allowances to the officers and subordinate 

staff of the - and B., B. an-I C. L Railway stationed in Bombay. 2882. 
Question re improvement of the constitution of Staff Councils on the -. 

2882. 
Question '' Jea,·e of lower subordinate sWf in the traffic and transport 

dl.'partment of the -. 2552. 
Qul'Stion rt resolution.s of the Wadi Bnnder branch (Bombay) of the -

St.aff t'nion. 2883. 
Qu~ion re retrenrhment recommended by Mr. Heseltine on the .-. 2553. 
QuPStion " re\i•ion of the leave iules on the -. 2882-83. 
Queotion " Sta.lf Conncila on the -. 2878. 
Qul'Stion rt working hours of eertain classes of employees on the -. 2554. 
Qut!l:itiuD re working t JU.."S of tl!t staff of the - at Wadi Bunder. 2550-5L 
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GREETING(S)-
Reply to the- of the As~embly to th,, Membel'$ of the Labour Party. !:!40~. 

GRIEVANCE(S)-
Question re .........,_ of Faridpur railway passengers. 2640. 
Question re- of third cla:~s pns~Nlgl'rs on the local IIowrah to But•tiwnn 

service on the E. I. Railway. 2877-iS. 
Question r1 prohibition against Govt. servant!! representing their - to non· 

official Members of the Indian Legil:llature. 2897. 

GUARD(S)-
Question "-and drivers on llll' North Western Railway. 2533. 
Question re ~romotion ot- on tht: North Western Railway. 2801. 

GULAB SINGH, SARDAR-

Question re Indians holding permanent gazetted appointments in certain 
departments of State and Company Managed Railways. 2556. 

Question re Indians holding permanent gazetted appointments in the Indi11n 
Military Works Department. 2556. 

Question" Indians in the Indinn Army Reserve of Officers. 2557. 
Question re percentage of Indian medical officers in Indian Station llospitals. 

2557. • 

GUNDUK-
Question re levy of toll at the bridge over the - between llajipur and 

Sonepur. 2386. 

H 

HAILEY, THE HoNOURABLE Sxa MALCOLM-
Question re alleged eanvu.ssing of .Mewbm of Pal'liament by -. 2384-85, 

2651-52. 

HAJ SEASON-
Question re number of pilgrims duriAg the last -. 2302-63. 

HAJIPUR-
See under 11 Gunduk." 

HANS RAJ, tALA-
Question (Supplementary) re dh,missal of Mr. N. Subba Rao, telegrapf1ist, 

Bezwada. 2634. 
Question (Supplementary) re rent of quarters at Lon:;wood Hotel, Simla. 

2365. 
Question re Russian rouble notes. 2903-04. 

HARTIKOOL OIL COMPANY-
Question re e:!emption from payment of excise 'd'uty on motor spirits granted 

to the Indian Products Co. and the -. 2430. 

HASRAT 1\IOHANI, MAUW.NA-

Question re Resolution relating to the release· of -. 2244-45. 
HAWKE~S--

Question re li<'ense fees received by railway companies from -, refresh~ 
ment room keepers and hotel keepe~. 2440. 

HEAD POSTMASTERs-
Question re nutnber of - and SupPrintendents of post offices charge-sheeted 

in the Punjab in 1921-22 and 1923-24. 2406. 



nEDJ!Z-
Question " duties of the BritLih Consul at Jeddah towards Indian pilgrims 

to the -, etc. 2362. 
Q11estioa tt less of baggage of Indian pilgrims to the - by fire on the S.S. 

"Frangestan "· 2358. · 
QW'stion re pilgrimi te the-----.. 2357-58. 

HERZFELD,PROFESSOR--
QU4lfi.tion re treatment of _._, a German scholar, at Bombay. 223~. 

IIESELTIX~ .MR ....... 
QL!estion re retrenclament recommCllded !Jy- on the G. L P • .Railway. 2553 . 

llEZLETT, lfR. J.
Oath of Office. 2231 

lJIGH COt'RT(S)-

. ' ' 

Question re ineligibility of Plll<)der Judges for appointment as perman~t 
Chief Justioos o£ -. 2760. 

Question re opinions of__.. on the report of the Indian Bar Committee. 2S4A 

HILL SCBOOL(S)-
See ao.der 4

• School( a).• 

HINDLEY, lla. C. D. ll ........ 
Oath of Offioe. 2231. 

HTh"DU (S )-
Question re l'l'Stanrant ~ars for Hindus on D'J.all ana ex~ress Trains. 2272. 

ln~"DUST !11 MUS'SAU!!N ( S)-
.s,e Under •• ll:ussalma.n(s)." 

lURA. SINGHt SARDAR B.AILUlUR t'AP'r.UN'-
biJI:w Soldiers Litigation (Amendment) Bfil-

M:otion to p~ aa passed by the Council. of State. 2764-65. · 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-
Consideration of-
&hedu~ 2680-81 

llOUDAY(S)-
Question '' closing ol gooos and parcel offices on Indla!l .......__. 2soi 
Question ,. hours of work and - of the staif of the Rifle Facrory an~ 

Metal a.nd Steel Faerory &t Ishapore. 2369-70.. 
HOLME, Ma. H. E.-

Question (Supplementary) re discovery of the Bolshevik revolutionary con.l" 
piNey. 2772. . 

liO~GKOSG-
Question " Indian population in -. 2875. 

UOSPITAL(S)-
Question , charge of Canronment ............_ 2788~9. 
Question re employment o£ lady doctors or midwives in State Railway ~ 

2641. 
Quest.io.u re tnetlical officers in charge of Cantonment ---. 2243. 

liOTEL KEEPERs- . 
Qnesti.on " license fees received by railway companies from hawkers, refresh• 

ment room keepers and -. 2440. 
Ll03LA 
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ROCRS OF WORK-
Qu£'stion , -and h61idays or the staff or tho Rifle I<'nctory and the Metal 

and Steel Factory, I~hapore. 236V 70. 
llOCSE OF LORDs-

Question re Lord Olivier's speech in the -.-2260-70. 

HOUSE RENT-
Question '' - allowance for relieving goods clerks. 2802. 
Question re - allowances of European, Anglo·Itulinn and Indinn rnilwny 

employees. 2535. 
HOWRAH-

Question " complaints against the - railway staff. 2374. 
Question re complaints regarding the timings of certain down local trains 

between - and Burdwan on the E. I. Railway. 2878. 
Question re grievances of third class pa!llengers on the local - to Burdwa.n 

service on the E. I. Railway. 2877-78. 
Question re overcrowding and unpunctuality of trains on the - :Machada 

section of the Bengal-Nagpur Railway. 2374. 
HUDSON, M.a.. W. F.-. 

Oath of Office. 2231. 
HUMANITARIAN LEAGUE, BOMBAY-

Question re letters of the - dated the 30th January and lOth March, 
1924. 2236. 

HUSSANALLY, M.a. W. M.
Oath of Office. 2231. 
Question re abolition of quarantine at Kamaran. 2864. 
Question re alleged assault by soldiers on a Parsi passenger at the Karachi 

Cantonment railway station. 2533-34. • 
Question 1e Cantonment Superintendent at Hyderabad, Sind. 2863. 
Question re charge allowances of European and Anglo-Indian station masters. 

2535. 
Question re compensation claims paid by various Railways £or goods stolen, lost 

or damaged. 2645-47. , 
Question re conversion of the G. I. P. and B., B. and C. I. Railways into State 

Railways. 2750. 
Question re cost of telegrams recommending the Cantonment Superintendent, 

Hyderabad, Sind, for the post of executive officer. 2863. 
Question re dues levied on pilgrims at J eddah. 2864-65. 
Question re effect of the enhanced duty on motor cars. 2649-50. 
Question re erection of sheds on the platforms at Kotri station. 2537-38. 
Question re Europeans, Anglo-Indians and Indians holding superior posts 

on railways. 2536. 
Question re grant of the franchise in Cantonments. 2650-51. 
Question re house rent allowances of European, Anglo-Indian and Indian 

railway employees. 2535. 
Question re Hyderabad Sind Cnntonment Fund. 2862. 
Question re Indians holding posts of higher grades on railways. 2536-37. 
Question re levy of pilgrim dues at Kamnran. 2863-64. 
Question re motor cars of European railway em;,lnye~s. 2535. 
Question re overbridge at the Clifton and the Devon Villa crossings at Karachi. 

2537. ' 
Question 1e present price of petrol in India and its price during the past 

five years. 2647-48. 
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HUSSAN!LLY, M.a. W. M.-contd, 
Question re prevention of profiteering In petrol. 2648-49. 
Question re prohibition against Govt. servant.cl representing their grievandes 

· to non-official Members of the Indian Legislature. 2897. 
Question re quarantine at Kamaran. 2864. 
Qutstion re racial distinctions on Indian railways between European and 

Indian employees. 2534. 
Question re Reforms Inquiry Committee. 2751. 
Question (Supplementary) re rent of quarters ~t Longwood Hotel, Simla. 
~~ . i 

Question re running of a late night train from Hyderabad to Karachi. 2538. 
Question re Russain rouble notes. 27 49-50. 
Question '' salaries of European arid! Indian drivers on railways. 2534-35. 
Resolution re Lee Commission's Report. 2829. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Consid~ration of
Clause 2. 2508, 2509-10. 

HYDERABAD-
•. Question re running of a night train from - to Karachi. 2538. 

HYDERABAD (SIND)-
Question re Cantonment Superintendent at -. 2863. 
Questiou. re cost of telegrams recommending the Cantonment Superinte~dent, 
-, for the post of executive officer. 2863. 

HYDERABAD SIND CANTONMENT FUND
Question re the -. 2862. 

HYNDMAN, Ma. H. M. - · 
Question rtJ proscription of --'11 book 11 The Awakening of Asia." 2428. , 

I 

IMMIGRATION INTO INDIA ACT, 1924-
Question rtJ rules under the -. 2439-40. 

IliPERIAL CONFERENCE(S)-
Question re representatives of India at the -· and the meetings of the 

League of Nations. 2359-60. ' 

IMPERIAL ECONOMIC CONFERENCE
See under 11 Conference." 

IMPERIAL POIJCE SERVICE-
Question re appointment of Muhammadans to the Indian Civil Service and 

the -.-2875-76. 

niPERIAL SERVICE(S)-
Question rs overseas allowance to Indians recruited for the-. 2745-46. 1 

INCOME-TAX-
Question " alleged over-assessment. to - of a merchant of Surat by the 

Income-tax officer of that placo. 2857-58. ' 
Que:;tion re assessme11~ to- of Lal.a Sita. Ram. 2256-57. 
Quebtion rtJ - on the tentage allowance of military officers. 2806. 

INCOME-TAX ADMINISTRATION-
. .QuelltiQ._JJ !.! ~i~satiif~e!i9ll ~tl ~~ ..._ ~ ~~e funja~. ~526-27. 
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lNCOliE-TAX OFFICER(S)-
Qnestion '~ alll'ged over-a~l.'ssm~n~ to income-ta."t of a mercbiUlt o( Slll'at by 
the- ofthat plttce. 2857-58. 

Question re recruitment of - in Madras. 2733-34. 

INCREMENT(S)-
Question re stoppage of- of Postnl Inspt?ctors in .1921-22. 240G. 

INDEBTEDNESS-
Question re - of Indian agricnlturists. 2213. 

INDIA AND BURMA MILITARY AND MARINE REUEF FUND. Tac
. See under 41 Relief Fund." 

INDIA OFFICE-
Question re expenditure ou eables exchanged between th41 Goternmcnt o£ India. 

and the -. 2363. 

INDIA, POPULATION OF-
Question re average wealth ol the -. 2853. 

INDIAN(S)-
Question re admission o! European, Anglo-Indian and - students to the

Railway Technical Institute, United Provinces. 2250. 
Question re admission of - to the posts of journeymell and ehargemen ou 

the 0. and R. Railway. 2250. 
Question re appointment of - as Deputy Agents on railways. 2745. 
Question re appointment of ·- as sub-divisional officers in eantonment~ 

occupied by - .troops. 2268-69. 
Question re appointments of - and Europeans to the Cantonments Depart

ment. 2257-58. 
Question re distinctions in rates of pay drawn by Anghlndianst Christians, 

Parsis an;di - on the N. W. Railway. 2801-02. 
Question re employment of- on the B., B. and C. I. and the R~ M. Railways, 

2869-70. . 
Question r1 employment of - as foremen, chargemen, eie., oa rail waf$. 

2872. 
Question re European and - passengers on board the S.S. " Frangestan. "' 

2808. 
Question re European, Anglo-Indian and apprentice!! in the 0. and R, 

Railway W orkshopij at Lucknow. 2249-50. 
Question re Europellll, Anglo-Indian and - employees on the Great Indian 

Peninsula Railway. 2878-79. 
Question re Europeans, Anglo-Indians and - employed in various capaci

ties on the principal railways in India. 2871-72. 
Question re Europeans, Anglo-Indians and - employed on salaries of 

Rs. 100 and over on certain railways. 2785. 
Question re Europeans, Anglo-Indians and - holding superior posts on. 

railways. 2536. 
Question re franchise for - in British Guiana. 2775. 
Question re impending legislation prejudicially affecting the political rights 

of - in Mauritius. 2783.. • 
Question re - holding permanf.'nt gazetted appointments in certain depart.. 

ments of State and Company-managed Railways. 2556. 
Question re - holding permanent gazetted appointments in the Indian.. 

::Military Works department. 2556. 
Question r~ -" - ~olding posts of higher gra'des on the railways. 2536-37 .. 
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L~DIAN ( S )-contd. 
Question '' - in the higher grades of railway administrations. 2420. 
Question re - in the Indian Army Reserve of Officers. 2557. 
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Question re - in superior appointments on railways. 2787-88 and 2794. 
Question re - in the superiQr establishment of the Railway Department. 

2744-45. 
Question r~ overseas allowance to - recruited fo~: the Imperial Services. 

' 2745-46. 
Question re recruitment of- for tht1 staff of the Railway Board. 2745. 
Question re shooting of - British Guiana. 2775. 
Question re training of - for the Artillery. 2801. 
Question re training of - for superior and subordinate 11ppointments o~ 

railways. 2788. 

INDIAN AFFAIRS-
Question re Committee. appo,inted by the British Cabinet to consider·--. 

2543. 
INDIAN ARMY- . 

Question re employment of the - outside India." 2866. 
Question re jamadars, subedars and subedar majors in the fightin~ units and 

also in the Indian Medical Department of the ~.-2546-48, 

INDIAN ARMY RESERVE OF OFFICERs-
Question re Indians in the -. 2557. 

INDIAN BAR COMMITTEE, THE
See under •• Committee." 

INDIAN CHRISTIAN(S)-
Question re appointment of an - to the Committee on the expanrri.on of 

the Indian Territorial Force. 2655. 

INDIAN CIVIL SERVICE-
Question re appointment of Muhammadans to the - and th~ Imp~rial 

Police Service. 2875-76. 
See under" Service.'' 

INDIAN CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION-
Question re Burmese candidates for the last - held in India. 2361. 

lNI,HAN COINAGE (AMENDM'EN:T) ACT, 1924 (X OF 1924)..!.
Assent to the - by the Governnr General. 2281, 

INDIAN CURRENCY ACT......: 
. Question re amendment of the rate of exchange iu the-. 2744, 

INDIAN INCOME-TAX (AMENm1ENT) .ACT, 1924 (XI OF 1924)..:_ 
Assent to the - by the Governor General, 2281. 

INDIAN INFANTRY REGIMEN1'8-
Se6 un,der 11 Regiment(s)." 

INDIAN LABOURERs-
Question re compensation paid to the families of -- who died on active 

service during the war. 237001. 

INDIAN LAW REPORTS COMMITTEE-
Question re expenditure on the-, 1922, 2741. 
Question re the.-! 2431-32. 



38 INDEX TO U:GISLATI\'1 A!IIIIUIIILT D&URS. 

INDIAN LEGISLATURE-
Question " prohibition against Govt. st'rvants representin" their grievances 

to non-official Members of the -. 2807. C) 

INDIAN MEDICAL DEPARTMENT-
Question re compensation to military medical pupils refused enlit~l.ment in the 
-. 2266-67. 

Question re jamadars, subedars and ~ubedar majors in the fightin!l' units and 
also in the- of .the Indian Anny. 2546-48. C) 

INDIAN MEDICAL SERVICE-
Question re recruitment for the -. 22361 28G6-67. 

INDIAN MEDICAL SERVICE OFFICER(S)-
Question re - on tt'ruporary list admitted since the begiruling of the 

Great War. 2548. 

INDIAN MERCANTILE MARINE COl\lMITTEE
Question re report of the -, 2433. 

INDIAN MERCHANTS' CHAMBER-
Question re communication from the - regarding the Tarill' Boa.rd's Report. 

2414. 

INDIAN MILITARY SERVICES
See under '' Services." 

INDIAN PENAL CODE-
Question re repeal of section 492 of the - and of the W ork.men's Breach 

of Contract Act, 1859. 2736. 

INDIAN PENAL CODE (AMENDMENT) BILL (AMENDMENT OF SEC· 
TION 375)-

See un,der "Bill(s)." 

INDIAN PEOPLE'S FAMINE TRUST FUND
Question re the-. 2777-80. 

INDIAN PILGRIMs-
Question re duties of the British consul at Jcddah towards- to the Hedjaz, 

etc. 2362. 

INDIAN PRODUCTS CO., THE-
Question re exemption from payment of excise duty on motor spirits granted 

to the - and the Hartikool Oil Co. 2430. 
INDIAN SAILOR(S)-

Question re compensation paid to the families of - who di~d on active 
service during the war. 2370·71. 

INDIAN SETTLER(S)- . 
Question re percentage of- in Uganda. and Tanganyika. 2360. 

INDIAN SOLDIERs-
Question re compensation paid to the families of -· who died on active 

service during the war. 2370-71. 
IND_IAN SOLDIERS LITIGATION (A111ENDMENT) BILL-

See under "Bill(s)." • 
INDIAN (SPECIFIED INSTRUMENTS) STA...\1P BILL

See under" Bill(s)." 
INDIAN STAFF-
L Questi.on re imprond type o£ quarters for th~ ~ of ~tat~ Railway11. 2642. 
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~DI.A..~ STA.YP ACT-. 
Question , v~dity of certain instruments executed under the -. 2432-33. 

L';DIA..'l STATE(S)-
Question re liability,of -. to pay the protective duties imposed by the Steel 

Industry (Protection) Bill. 2&17-48. 
nmiA.N STUDENTs-

Question re admission of - to the University Officers' Training Corps. 
2388-89. . 

Question re recommendations of the Committee on -. 2389. 
n1>IAN TERRITORIAL FORCE-

Question " abolition of pay for officers of the -. 2435. 
Question re pual commissions in the-. 2434-35. 
Question re pay of officers of the - holding Honorary King's Commissions. 

2433-34.. 
Question re rank and precedence of officers of the -. 2434. 

IXDIAN mars-
Question '' educational facilities for - in the A.nny. 2890-9L 

JXDIA~1SA.TION-
Question re- ~f the Engineering Services. 2267-68. 

IXDIANS ~1> BURMESE-
Question re proposed substitution of the words - for "Natives of India 

and Burma" in Government publications. 2412. 

Jl.i'Dt'STRY (IES )-
Question re system of fines in organised -. 2739. 

Th"F ANTRY REGIMENT&
Se• under 11 Regiments." 

Th"1"ES, Ta& HoNOUJIAJILI Sm CH.!RLEs-
Question '' progs. of the Imperial Economic Conference and: report of -

in l'l'g'llrd to his delegation to the same. 2256, . 
Resolution " the removal of the import duty on sulphur. 2765-66, 2767. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Preliminaey remarks before the motion to cotiSider. 2281-92. 
Motion to consider. 2292. 
Discussion re admissibility or otherwise of certain amenilnlents before tho 

- was referred to Select Committee. 2296, 2303 and 2304. 
Motion to refer to Select Committee. 2348 and 2349-52. 
Presentation of the Report of Select Committee. 2397. 
Motion to consider Report of Select Committee. 2397. 
Motion to circulate. 2449-.50. 
Discussion on Mr. D. P. Sinha's proposal that Members interested in the 

Tata Company should not be allowed to take any part in the debate. 
2471. 

Con$ideration of-
Clause 2. 2492,93, 2494:, 2504, 2505-06, 2510, 2515-16, 2518-19. 
Clause S. 2565, 2566, 2570-71, 2616-18, 2620, 2621, 2671. 
Clause 5. (re-numbered clause 6). 2664, 2665; 
Clause 5. 2677. • 
ClaW!e 6. 2679. 
Schedule. 2681-82, · 2687-88, 2697-99. 

Preamble. 2709, 2714-15, 2719, 27201 2i23-24. 
llolioa to pw. 2726. · 
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INSPECTIO~ RE~IARKS-
Question " - of visitors to the Emigration Deput, Bl'nf.reii. 2783. 

lNSPECTOR(S)-. 
Question re qunlifl"ation of - o£ the Railway 1\Iail Servil'P. 2271. 
Que~tiun r1 strength of - anJ ~llerkil in the Ngrthern India Slllt Dl'pnrt• 

ment. 2239. 
Question re suprrsession of po~t masters and - in the Punjab Po~tal 

Circle. 2557-58. 

lNSTITUTION(S)-
Question re contributio11 to .___ training candidateil fur tho lndinn Civil nud 

Military Service~~. 2548-49. 

INSTRUMENTS-
Question re validity of cert11in - executed under the ludian Stump Act. 

2432-33. 

INSURANCE-
Question re amount o£ premia paid by certain Govt. Depurtmeuts lor fire, 

Marine and l:notor -. 2533. · 
Question re Postal - Fund. 2625. 
Question re premia paid by Government during the last thrllc years for 

fire and Marine -. 27 44. 

INSURED ARTICLES-
Question rB recoveries £rom postal officiall'l in the I>unja~ for the loss of -, 

etc. 2406-07. 
Question re recoveries from posta~ol officialil on account o£ the loss of - during' 

1923-24. 2888-89. 

INTERMEDIATE CLASS COMPARTMENTS-
Question re- for tnales and females on the E. 1. Railway. 2865, 

INTERNATIONAL LABOUR CONFERENCE(S)-
Question re consultation with thP Workers' Organisations in I~dla regardin~ 

subjects to be discussed by the -. 2735. 

INTJJ:RNEE(S)-
Question re statement regarding the two Judges who exantined the cases o! 

- in Bengal. 2631. 

moN- · 
Question te foreign- and steel purchased by Govt. Depts. 2749. 
Question re - and steel of Indian and foreign migin purchased by Statt1 

an,d: guaranteed Railways. 274S. 

ISHAPORE-
Question re hours ot work and holidays 6f the sta.ft o£ the Ri~e Factory and 

the Metal and Steel Factory at-. 2369-70. 

ISHURDI-
Question re I)Onstruction of the proposed - -Pahna.-Sadhuganj :ttailway. 

2250-51. 
Question re financing of the proposed - .Pabna-~adhuganj Railway! 2251, 
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IS lUlL KH.L'i, Ya.-
Qu£:iltion re appointment of executive officers under the new Cantonmont 

Act. 2405. 
Question re eharge of cantonment hospitals. 2788-89. 
Que;tion re mPdieal officers in charge of cantonment hospitals. 22-!3. 
Question re waiting room for Indians at Manmad Junction. 2405-91.i. 

IYE..~GAR, lia. A.. RANGASWAMI- · · 
Lee Commission's Report, 2279-80, 2659, 
Motion for Adjournment to consider Lee Commission's Report. 2395. 
Question re affairs of tlle Esocict Company, etc. 2258-59. 
Qut'l!tion re amendments of the Indian Legislative Rules ~t other Statutorr · 

Rul{'S, 2759-60. • 
Question (Supplementary) re arrests under Bengal Regulation III of 18111. 

'2423. 
Question (RnpplemPntary) re Committee on constitutional reforms. 2542. 
Question re Committee on Indian Taxation. 2756-57, 2759, 
QuestiOft re eontrol excised over Local Governments in respect of . Land 
"' Revenue Settlement. 2753. · · 
. Question re control of the Secretary of State over Provincial Government'• 

land revenue legislation. 2754. · 
Question (Supplementary) 're discontinuance of the sale of Government of 
' Iniia publications at the Provincial Governments Book Depots. · 2439. 
Qut>stion (Supplementary) re cii.smissal of M:r. Subba Rao, a telegraphist. 

2265, 2540, 2541, 2633 and 263t 
Question re inquiry into the working of the Reforms. 2758. 
Question re investigation into the working of the reforms. 2270-71. 
Question re Krishnasagara Reservoir Project. 2754-56. 
Question re land revenue policy. 2753-54. 
Question re levy of taxation by executive action. 2757-58. 
Question re Lord Olivier's speech in the Hot!ie of wrd.s. 2269. 
Question (Supplementary) re pay and allowances of the .Architects of the 

Central Buildings, New Delhi. 2629. · · 
Question (Supplementary) re proposed amendment of the Government ef 

India Act, 1919. 2532. 
Question re qualificationa of Inspeetol'$. o.f the Railway MAil Service. 2271. 
QuPStion re recovery af money due to Government by the Eiiociat Company. 

2258. 
Question (Suppll·mentary) re recruitment of Income-tax officers in Madras. 

2734. 
Question re reduction in tl\e rateS! of pay of offieers of the British A:rmy. 

. 2752-53. . 
Question (Supplementary) re Report of the Lee Commission. 2554. 
Question " rules relating to the power of making appointments to, and 

promotioll! in, offices under the Crown in Inqia. 2265-66, 
Question (Supplementary) re rules under the Immigratioa into India Ad, 

1924. 2439. 
Question (Supplementari) , seeond t!lass passenger !area on the South 

Indian Railway. 2733. 
Question (Supplementary) " State 118. Company management of Railways; 

2417. . 
Question (Supplementary) re subjects in regard to which reeourse i.s b.ad to 

previous eonsultation with the Secreta~')' of State for In.dia instead. of 
obtainin&' his pmioua sanction. 23g2, 

U03U 
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IYENGAR, MR. A. RANGASWAMI-tonttl. 
Resolution rt Lee Commi~sion's Report. ~8~31 2830-321 2838. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Discus:siol\ Ttl ad.mis~bility or othl'rwise of certain arnl'ndrnl'nts before the 
- wns referred to Sl'lect Committee. 22961 2297, 

JAGAT SETH-
Question Ttl payment or debt due to -. - to hi$ de~eendunts. 2656, 

JAIL REFOR~I-
Question re -. 2538-3!), 

JAJOPIA, BA.Boo RUNGLAL-
Question u pruendment of the r!tte of exchange in the Indian Currency Act. 

2744. 
Question re lnereasd publil.l dernnnd for eumncy and ered~t. 2868-69. 
Question rt1 premia paid by Government during the last three years for file 

and marine insurance. 2744. 
Question re rl'port of the Railway Risk Notes Revision Committee. 2744. 
Question re stringency in the money market. 2743-4-:t 

JA:MADAR(S)-
Question t'e_- subedars and subedar majors in the fighting nnitli and als11 
· in the Indian Medical Department of the Indian Army. 2546-48. 

JAMALPUR-
Question re admitision of Indian graduates as apprentices to the E. I. Railway 

Workshops and Laboratory at-. 2872-73. 
Question re grant of a State scholarship to an Indian graduate. lately em· 

ployed as an apprentice ij the - Workshop of the E. I. Railway, 2873. 

JAMSHEDPUR-. 
Question re employment of Mr. Kirkpatrick, late Dy. Conservator of Forest:i, 

as Ltlhour Inspector at -, 2891-92, 

JED DAR-
Question ,e dues levied on pilgl'ims at -. 2864-65. 
Question re dutie!! of the British Consul at - towards Indian pilgrims to 

the Hedjaz, etc, 2362, 
IEELANI, IIAJI, S. A. K.-. 

Question rp ~tO.JD.i.p.i~tration of Cantonments unuer the new Cantonment Act, 
... 2797, 

Question re construction of waiting rooms at Kovur and Kavali railway 
stations on the Madras and Southern Mahratta Railway. 2253. 

Question re double line railway project from Tambaram to Madras. 2733. 
Question re exclusion of sailar b;1zaars from cantonment areas. 2796-g7, 
Question ,, proposal to reconstrcct Nellore Railway station. 2252-53. 
Question re recruitment of Income-tax officers in '1\Iadras, 2733-34. 

· Question re thirq cl~ss passenger fares on the South Indian Railway. 2733. 

JHARIA-
. · Qlilestion re coal mines in the Raneegunj and · · coalfields under Indian and 

European manageJD.ent. 2887-88, 

JHARIA STATION- . 
Que~tion rf ~P.Qkini ~PIJ~11Ities at ~~ ~t~. 2436-37. 



JnELni CA.\'AL COLOXY, LOWER~ 
Question re rule of primogeniture obtaining in the ease bf tenancies held by 

eaval.ry grantees in the -, 2803-0t 

~l~'"XAH, liR. M.A.-
. be Comroission's Rfport. 2279, 2281, 2660 and 2661, 

:Motion for Adjournment to consider the Lee Commission's Report. 2396, 
·Question re drpartmfntal Committee on the working of the reforms, 2532. 
Question (Supplementary) re dismissal of Mr,. Subba Rao, a telegraphist: 

2541. . 
Question re natumli2.ation of Indians in the United States of America.: 2740" a . 
Question re proposed amendment of the Government of India Act, i919: 

2532-33. 
Question (Supplementary) re report of the Lee Commission. 2554, 2555. 
Question (Supplementary) re Resolution relating to the release of Maulana 

Hasrat Mohani. 2245. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Discussion re admissibility or otherwise of l'ertain amendments before the 
- was referred to Select Committ(.'(l. 2295, 2296, 2297, 2299 and 2303: 

Motion to refer to Select Committee. 2324, 2325-26, 2339 and 2348, 
Motion to eo11stitute the Selrct Committee. !.::35~. ' : 
Motion to circulate. 2450-52, 24.13. 
DisellsSion on Yr. D. P. Sinha's proposal that Members interes~d in the 

Tata Company should not be allowea to take any part in the debate. 2473~ 
Consicileration of-

Clause 2. 2496-97, 2506, 2507, 2513-14 and 252i-22~ 
Clause 3. 2568, 2572, 2596-98. 
Clause 5. (re-nvmbered elaru;e 6), 2665-66, 2670. 

~IW AN LAL, DR.-' 
. Question '' ease of -· -, late suh-llSSistant surgeon. 2531~ 

JOSIII, MR. N. M.'-
Question re advertisiitg ot tacaneies on the Ellstern Bengai Railway. 2850. 
Question· re &.111-lged eharges of bribery and corruption against eertain ellr' 

plo)·ees of the offiee of the District Traffic Superintendent, Katihar, E. B~ 
Railway. 2851. . · 

Question re allt>ged profiWering hy Messrs. Somar Chand and Sons, food ven.: 
dors on the E. B. Railway. 2851-52. 

Question " appeals of the employees of the Eastet·n Bengal Railway. 28~9. 
Qu011tiun , eard passes issued to vendors on the E~ R Railway. 2851. 
Que:stion re eonsultation with the Workers Organisations in India regarding 

subjects to be discussed: by the International Labour Conferences, 2735; 
Question (Supplementary) til eost of free supply of Blue-books and Admin• 

istration ReporLs relating io Gentral subjoots to Members of the Indian 
Legislature. 2654. . . . . . 

Question re delay in payment of monthly wages to empioyees in organised 
factories. 2737. 

Question rtl di1rerential treatment of European, AnglO'-Indian, and in:diau 
employees on Railways. 2738, . . .. 

Question re discharge of employees by the Eastern Bengal Railway. ~848. 
Quc.tion , dilleharge of Mr. Narun Nabi1 an employee of the G; I; P: By: 

2819. 



JOSlii, Mn. N. M.-cM•td. 
Qur~tion (Supplcmrntnry) r6 disrontinnnnre ot thE' sale of Clo\Wnmr·ut {ti 

India publit·utillns at the Provincial Govt;', Book Dt•p:,ts. :.!-tn 
Quef-tion ( S~pplt-rueutary) te di::mis~ut of eruplujrl's or the Au·dt Ofl:ee (I! 

the Bt•ngnl and North-\\'e~tt'rn Huilwuy. :.!:2·1:!. 
Question re duties of poiub,tnen {lfl the B. anJ N.-W. Ry. ~SSO. 
Que~tion re educational grants to Europt'llll1 i\nglo-ln iinn nuJ ItuliHII Rail· 

way Employees.· 2851. 
Question re European and Anglo-Indian station mastl!rl! and a~si~tant station 

mnsters on the Eastern Bengal Railway. 28ii0-51. 
Question re European, Anglo-Indian and Indian rmployrPs on the 0. I. P. 

Ry. 28i8-i!l. 
Que~tion '' e::.:ces8 fare eurnings of ticlwt collcdors on the E. B. liv. 2£:70. 
Question re fonnation of District Committees on the B. and N.-W. ·Hy. 2881· 

82. 
Question rt grant of compensatory a.llowanre to the offirrr!l nr11l snhoroinnta 

~taff of the G. I. P. and B., B. n11tl C. I. Rv:-~. Hfatiorwd in Bnmbav. ~8~:.!. 
Question re grievances of the ~iguallers of the Lnlrnouirhat dish·i~t of the 

E. B. Railway. 2848. 
Question re improvement o£ the constitution of Stnff Countils on the G. I. P. 

Ry. 2882. 
Question re introditction of maternity benefits in induRtria} Unu('ltakill~-1, 

2738-39. 
Question ,e introduction of the shift system in mines and prohibition of the 

employment of v.om1·n und~::rground. ;:.;;.Ju-:H. 
Question re issue of orders in the vrrnacular hy railway authortt!e~. 28·10. 
Question re labour reprellentation on the Ctntral and Local Legi11laLures. 

2739-40. 
Question re leave ll.nJ. pension of the menial establishment of the Oovt. of 

India. 2852. 
Question re leave of the Eastern B<'ngal Railway employees. 28GO. 
Question re liability of pointsmen on the B. and N.-W. Ry. in cases of running 

train thefts .. 2880. 
Question re licence fees of food VE.'ndurs on the E. B. Ry. 2851. 
Question rl! Loeal Advisory Councils on railways. 2:J57. 
Question te maternity benefits in factories, mint•s, etc. 2i:10. 
Question te names of Railwaymen's t'ni.ms or Absociations recogni~eu by 

the authorities of the Indian Railways. 2880-81. 
Question re non-recognition of the B. and N.-W. Railwaymen's Association. 

2881. 
Question re official recognition of Ry. Unions or Associations. 2880. 
Question te overcrowding of night trains leaving Bombay for Na~ik and 

'Poona, respectively. 28tH. 
Question re payment of relieving- allowllnces to relieving hands on State Rail· 

ways. 2848. 
Question re promotions on the Eastern Bengal Railway. 28:30. 
Question re provision of Hindu and Muhammadan refreshment rooms at 

Victoria Termin1:1s, Bombay. 2852. 
Question re racial discrimination between employees on State Railways. 

2738. 
Question ,~ regulation of the payment of wages within a fixed period af'tcr 

they are dne. 2737-38. 
Question (Supplemrntary) re r{'nt of quarters at Longwood llotel, Simla. 

2366. . 
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6CJSIII, lin. N. M.-co11cld. 
Question " repeal of seetion 492 of the Indian Penal Code an:i of the Work· 

men's Breach of Contra~t Act, 1859. 273G. 
Question (Supplementary) re reports relating-- to the rc~ruitment of seamen. 

2762. 
Question re resolutions of the Wlldi Dunder Branch (Bombay) of the G. I. P,. 

Ry. Staft' Union. 2883. 
Question re revi8ion of the leave rules on the G. 'r. P. Ry. 2882-83. 
Question (Supplementary) re rules under the Immigration into India Ad, 

1924. 2439, 244(1, . 
Question re salarit'il of Indian ~tation masters and assistant ;;tation' masters 

on the Enstern Dengal Railwl\y. ~850. 
Question re sickness among the stuff of the lalmonirhat Pistdct of' the Eastern 

Bengal Railway. 2849, · 
Que~tion re Staff Councils on the G. 1. P. Ry. 2R'i8. 
Question re system of fines in orgnnbed itulushies.. 2730. 
Question (Supplement:uy) re wo:kinglou1s ofthc staff of the G. I. P. Rail

way employed at Wa.ji Bonder. 2551. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Dill-

Motion to refer to Sdcct Committee. 2337-41 and 2345. 
:r.Iotion to constitute the Se!ett Co:nmittte. 2353. 
Motion to circulate. 24511 2457. 
Discussion on Mr. D. P. Sinha's proposal that Members interested in the 

Tata Company should not be allowed to take any part in the debate. 
2472-73. 

Consiaeration of-
. Clause 3. 2565, 25GB, 2570, 2591-92. 

Motion to pass. ~729-30. 

JOURNEYMEN-
Question re admission of Indians to the posts of - and chargcmen on the 

0.' and R. Ry. 2250. 
Question r11 chargemen and - in the 0. and R. Ry; Workshop$ at Lueknow. 

2248-49. 

JUDGE(S)-
Question re ineligibility of Pleader - for appointment as permanent Chief 

Jut~ticea of High Courts. 2761). 
Question rt1 - appointed to examine the cases of State prisoners in Bengal. 

2407. 
Question re statement regarding the. two - who examined the cases of in

ternees in Bengal. 2631. 

J'CI.LUNDUR-
Question re case of Mr. Girdhari Lal, Sub-Record Clerk, Ry. Mail Service, 

- City. 2800-01. 

JUTE-
Question rt price of -, cotton and other goods purchased by Govt. 22,18. 

KALA-AZAR-
9uestion " inestig&tioll into the causes of --. 2897. 



KALABAGH RAILWAY-
Question re cn:le of Akbar Ali, time-kePpllr, Kour ~tntion, on the -. 2~G3. 

KAl\£ARAN-
Question re abolition of qunrnntint> at -. 2864. 
Qut>stion '' levy of pilgrim dues at -. 2SG3-64. 
Question re quanmtine at -. 2SG4. 

l\:ANCHRAPARA-
Question , nJlpointment ns foremrn of Anglo-Indian ana lndinn apprentitltlt 

trained at - and Saitlpur. 2854. 

1\:ARACHI-
Question re allPged assault by sol<liers on Mr. R. K Sidhvll At the - railwny 

station. 2424-26. . 
Question re overbl'idge nt the Clifton and the Devon Villa erosilinglil at -. 

2537. 
Qupstion re proposed eonstruetion of an ~verbridge at the Clifton rnilwa)' 

crossing at -. 2429. 
Question re running of a late ni~hi train frotii Hyderabnd to -. 2538. 
Que11tinn re submissicm of statenwnt ot' earnings beyond their luwful salar:e:j 

by ticket <lolleciors of the N.-W. Railway, -district. 2424-25. 

1\:ARACHI CANTON~IENT-
Question re alleged assault on a Parsi passen~er at thi - rllilway stutiou. 

2533-34. . 

KARACHI CANTONMENT STA'l'JON-
Question 1re alleged assault by solciiers on Mr. R. K. Sidhtll at -. 2645. 
Question re uncovered platforms aL -. 2429. 

KARBIGHWAN-
Question re ease of Panna Lal Gapi, late Assi~tant Station Master, --, 

East Indian Railway. 2420-21. 

KARTAR SINGH, SARDAr.-

Question re pay of veterinary assistants of the Army Remount Dcptt. and: 
of the A1my Veterinary Corps:. 2254-56. 

JUSTA-
Question re earnings of tile E. f. Rlrilny from the traiflc ofkred by tl1e -

and Damaguria sidings. 2!:!SS. 

KASUR-
Question re nlicgations against the station master of -. 2527-29. 

KATHGHAR RAILWAY STATIO~-
Question re construction of a _platfornt at the -. 2628. 

I~ATIHAR-
Question re alleged cJJargef! oi bribery and corruption against certain employees 

of the office of the District Traffic Superintendent, -, E. B. Railway. 
2851. 

Question· re quarters for Ind'ian assistant station masters in the -- district .. 
2643. 

KAVALI-
Qnestion reconstruction of waiting rooms at Kovur and- railway stations .. 

2'253. 



llillll TO 1J:GISLAT1VE ASSElUlLY DEBATES. '47 

KELKAR, Ma. N. C.- . . 
Quet~tion re ealeulation of period of re-employment in the Military Accounts 

Department during the War for pension or gratuity. 2443. 
Question re elaim of Mr. S. R. Muley, formerly a clerk in the office of the 

Controller of Military Account.s, Poona, to proportionate pension. 244.3-44. 
Question , dangers attendant <m the location of the new target for the use 

of the Ghorpadi cavalry. 2437-38. 
Question re discontinuance of the sale of Govt. of India publications at the Pro-

\incial Go,·ts'. Book Depots. 2438-39. · 
Question re license fees received by railway companies from hawkers, refresh· 

ment room keepers and hotel keepers. 2440. · . 
Question re JAeal Advisory Committees for railways. 2440-41. 
Question re maturing of Govt. postal endowment assurance policies. 2442. 
Question , production of medical certificates by the establishment of the office 

of the Controller of Military Accounts, Southern Command and Poona 
District, ete. 2643-44. 

Question re railway carriages for female passengers.. 2440. 
Question re revision of the pay and allowances of divisional aecountants of 

the Bombay Presidency. 2441-42. 
Question re rules under the Immigration into India Act, 19~ 2439-40. 

KENYA-
Question re levy of a poll tax in _. -. 2545. 

KESAR SINGH-
Qul!!ltion rt~ dismiss!ll of -, sorter, R. ll. S., 1 L' Division. 2859-60. 

KHADDAR--
Question· re prohibition of the wearing of - by Govt. servants, etc. 2426. 

KHILAF AT DELEGATION-
Qu6:!tion re correspondence relating to the -. ~382-83. 
Question regrant of passpo:ts to the proposed mem~ers of the- to Turkey, 

ete. 2430-3i. 
Question rt refusal of pa&;ports to members of the - to certain Muslim 

countries. 2375-82. · 

;l:tHILAF AT PROCESSION-. 
Question " arrests in connection with the - at Peshawar on the 16th 

November 1923. 2259. 

KHOJA SHIA ISNA ASHRE COIDIUNITY
Question re petition of the -. 2359. 

KHYBER RAILWAY-
Question re cost of the -. 2360. 

XL'\G'S COIDIISSIONS, HONORARY-
Question re pay of officers of the Indian Territorial Force holding -. 

2433-34. 

KIRKPATRICK, 1\[a.-
Question re employment of-, late Deputy Conservator of Forests, as Labour 

Inspector at Jamshedpur. 28:Jl-92. 

]WHAT-
Question re limitation of the period of retention of postal offici~ ~t post 

offi~~ J:>eyond !!~u, -'!"9' lind :l)~ra Ismail Khan. 2560, 
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KOTHI-
Question rc etwlinn or slu·a'i on ihl.' p!ntfnm1s at- station. :!G37-38. 
Que:;tion re _uncoYcrcu platfonu.i at -- Junct:on on the N.-W. Hallway. 

::!-12!). 

KOrR-
Qtwstion rt ea~c of Akhar Ali, time-kePpl'r, - stlltion, on the Kalnbagh 

Railway. 2::!G3. 

KOVUR-
Que:stion re con!itruction of waiting rooms at - and Kavali railway 

stations. 2:.!G3 • . 
KRISHNASAGARA HESERVOTR PROJECT-

Que&tion re the -. 2754-56. 

L 

LABOUR INSPECTOR-
Que§tion re employmPnt of Mr. Kirkpatrick, late Deputy Conservatot of 

Forests, as- at Jamsbedpur .. 2891-92. 

LABOUR PARTY-
Reply to the greetings of the AssPmbly to the Members of the -. 2402. 

LABOUR RECRUITER(S)
See under" Hecruiter(s)." 

LABOUR REPRESENTATION- . 
Question re on the Central and Local Legislatures. 2739-40: 

LABOURER(S)- . • 
Question re number of - recruited by the Emigration Depot, Benarcs. 

2783. 

LACHMAN DASS-:-
Questi~n re case of -, clerk, ·Rawalpindi Post Office. 2861. 

LADY DOCTOR ( S )-
Question re employment of- or midwi:res in State Railway hospitals. 2G.U. 

LAHORE-
Question resale of surplus stocks whisl\y by the S. & T. Deptt., -. 2797-08. 

LAJPUT RAI, Lu.A-
Question re proscription of -'s book "Young India"· 2428. 

LA.KSIDIIR SINGH, SARDAR BAHADUR-
Question re supersession bf -, Assistant Commissioner, Northern India 
. Salt Department. 2238-39. 

LALMONIRHAT-
Question re arrangements for cremation at - on the E. B. Railway. 2643. 
Question f'e grievances of the signallers of the - district of the Eastern 

Bengal Railway. 2848. · · 
Question re sickness among the staff of the - diitrict of the Eastern Bengal 

Railway. 2849. 

LAND, ACQUiSITION OF-
Question re - by the B., B. and C. I. Railway for extension of their ter· 

I$41 ~tation i.n, B~mbal· 27 46. 



L.L~D RE\"''TE-
Questioa n eoutrol of the Secretary of State over Prcl\incial Go\·emments' 

-· - legislatioa. 27M. 

L..U"D ££\"E..\'TE POLICY
Qul'lit.ion " -. 2753-M. 

L.L"\D RE\E.."\rE SETTLEllO"T-
Que;tioa. n eootrol uerci£ed over IAea1 Gorts. in respect of -. 2753. 

U.TRL"\Es-
Questiun , i.nsnffieieotly sereened - at stations OD. the Ea.-:.1. Indian and 

tl:e Bengal and North-W estem Railways. 2375. 
Question " - on the Bt>n,.IJ'8l and Sorih-Western Railny Stations. 2236. 
Question re promion of - ia quarters for the menial staJf of the E. B. 

Railny.-26U. 
LE.iGrE OF NATIOXS--

Qut>Stion " India's n'pn>Se!lfatite at the Advisory Commissien of the -
dealing .-ith the opium traffie. 2624. 

Que-stion " lt'presentativtS of India. a~ the. Imperial Conferences and the 
mt."Etings of the-. 2359--60. 

LEAVE-
Qua-1ion '' - uf the E""tern Bengal Railway employees. 2S50. 
Question " - and peoiion of the meu.i.a1 establishment of the Govt. of 

India. 2852. 
LEAVE RrLE(S)-

Qut>Stion" misioll of-on the G. L P. Railwar. 2882. 

LEE COllYISSIOX-
D~ussioa '' -'• Report. 2657--61, 2731-3:1. 
llotion for adjournment to ronsider the -'s Report. 239-l 
Puhlitation of the Report of the -. 2640. 
Queo:.tioll ' ' (':tpE>nditurt on the -. 2271. 
Question" -'s R~port. 2897-98. 
Qurstion rt Report of the -. 2553-.55. 
Raolutivn " -•s Report. 2813-29 and 2829-40~ 

LEGISLATIOX-
Qat>Stion re rontrol of the Seeretary of State over Provincial Govts'. Land 

Revenue -. 27M. 
Question rt imJ'f'nding - pl't'judicial!y afl'eeting ilie polit:ieal rights of 

lndilllS in llauritius. 2783. · 
Qua-tion re repeal of repressive -. 2878. 

LEGISLATITE ASSEllBLY-
Queiition " pr-.vious sanetion of the Seeretary ~l State to the introduetion of 

legislation in the - and in Prorineial Legislative Couneils. 2393. 
QuE"Stion "st.n-ngth of Parties in the-. 2i76-17. 

LEGISL!TITE ASSE:llBLY, liEYBERS OF THE-
Qui!'Stion " alleged in~ption of rorrespondenee of-. 2772. 
Que:ittion " alleged shado..-ing of - by the polit'e. 2i72. ' 
Question " hlll"'Siiment of - by ticket eu.miners at railny stations. 2773-

'i-1. 

LEGISL.\ID"'E COrxCIL(S)-
Qu~i~'n rt prnious Wlrtion o! the Seeretary of State to the introduetiou 

of l~tiun in tbe l.t>gi.Jath·e AssemLiy and in Provincial -. 2393. 
uo:u 
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LEGISLATIVE RULES
See under 11 ~ules." . 

LEGISLATURE{S)~ 
Question re labour representation on the Central and Loeal -· -. 2-739-40. 

LEGISLATURE, BRITISH GUIANA-
Question re Indian Members of the -. 2776. 

LEGiSLATURE, CENTRAL-
Question re changes in st&tutory rules relating to the -. 2653. 
Question re nominated official Members of the -. 2031-32, 

LEGISLATURE, INDIAN-
Question re cost of free supply of Blue-bo~ks and Administration Reports 

relating to Central subjects to :Members of the -. 2G54. 

LESAGE, Mn.~ 
~uestwn re appointment of ........_ as Officiating Postmaster, Burdwan. 2868, 

r.ETTER(S)- . • , .t 
· Question re 1ndistinc~ postmarki11g of-. 2253. 

LICENCE FEEs-
Question re -. of food vendor& on the E. B. Railway. 2851. 
Question re - received by railway companies from hawkers, refreshment 

room ikeepers and hotel keepel'!l. 2440. 
Question re payment of excise or-. by the Army Canteen Board. 2798, 

LIGHTING AND BUOYING-
Question re expenditare on the-' -of the Pi!rsian Gulf. 2383. 

LITIGATION-
Question re - between tne E. l. Railway and ohe Hemanta Kmiuli' Sarkar. 

2876-77. 

LITTLEHAILES, MR. R.
Oath of Office. 2231. 

LOCAL .ADVISORY cmr.MITTEES
Question re - for rni~ways, !?440-41. 

, LOCAL GOVERNMENT(S)-
Question re control exercised oveT - in respect of Land Revenue Settle· 

ment. 2753. 
Question re powers of ...__. to purchase locally manufactured stationery and 

stores. 2271. 
LOCAL LEGISLATURE ( S )

See under "Legislature(s}." 
LOCAL TRAFFIC SERVICE-

Question re -· - on State Railways and on the E. I. Railway. 2884-86. 
LOCOMOTIVE(S)-

Question re encouragement of the manufacture of wagons and - in India. 
2638-39. 

Question re tenders for -. 2634-38. 
LOHOKARE, Ma. K. G.-

Lee Commission's Report. 2660. 
Question re calculation of the period of re-empwyment in the Military 

Accounts Department during the W' ar as service towards gratuity or ' 
pension. 2623. 
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J.()DOKARE, lin. K. G.--.:o~ttd. . 
Que&t.iou re compilation of statistil'5 rel.atin: to the condition of labour em· 

plo,yed on Indian railways. 2553. 
Questioa " eootributiooa to institutions traUiin1: eandidata for Ule lqdian 

Chi.! and Militaey services. 2548-49. 
Question re direct recruitment <.J ~eountants in the Yily. Accounts Deptt. 

n;:MJ. . 
Questiou '" holding of po~tal securities. and cash eertificat~ in the names of 

two peraons. 2555~6.. 
Queitioo re I. M. S. offiaen on temporary IU.t admittd since the beginning 

of the Great War. 2548. 
Questioa re jamadar1, suhediU'I Md subedar-majors in the fighting units and 

also i.a the Indian Medical Drp~t of the Indian Army. 2546-48. 
Question re leave of lower subordinate staff in the traffic and transport depart· 

ment of the G. I. P. RailWDy. 2552. ' 
QuoatioQ " Umit4tio.u. oi 'fQrk~g h<A!rs of OOlployee$ ou. fu.lian railways. 

2552-53. . 
Queatio.u. (Supplementary) re p~visiou. for Indians iD the superior service 

of the Royal lpdii\D Marine. 2796. 
Questioa '' .lVUilitme.~~.t of the Indian MMieal Serviee. 2:236-37. · 
Question re report of the I..t>e c.munission. 2553-55. 
Question rt retrenchment ftf:-Gmme.nded by Yr, Heseltin~ on (he G. I. P. 

Railwat. 2553. 
Questioo re treatment ol memoril\1~ alld petitioners by the Finance Depart· 

ment. 2623-24. · 
Qne~~tillll n workin1 hOurs of ('tr\ain classea of employees ou the G. L P. 

Railway. 2552. . 
Questi~ , \Vorking hours of liM' sWl of the Gt l. P, Railwt;r employed at 

Wa.Ji Bun•'k-r. 2550-51. . 
Qucsti~m r~ working hgurs ol Sllhordillates ·employro in railway g1>ods-&heds. 

2550. 
QuestiOA tt WC)rklnr hours ol. t...Wlic Stair and transport sWf on Indian. Rail· 

"11· 2.'119. 
Steel Indu:;;try (Protection) Bill

}J()tion to circulate. 2447-43. 
Consideration of-

Oausa 3. 25721 2575-78, 2607. 

LOXGWOOD HOTEL. SIMLA-
~ott n quartel'8 at-. 2367-68. 
Question " rent of q\1\l.rtei'& at -. 23135-67. 

LOWER JBELml CANAL CQLONY-
QIU!StiOA "' ru),tl J)f priroogen~tl'ln> bhtaining in the .ca.~ of tenancies held by 

eavaley grantooi in the -. 2803-04.. 

ttmow-
Qnest.iq~J ,

11 
lihargoown and jmtmeymen in the 0. and R. Rai.IWDy Workshop• 

at -.-2248-49. 
Qlll'11ti011 , European, AnglD-lncJian and l.adi.an apprentioos in the 0. and 

R,. Ra.il111l:1 WCirkshopli at-. ~49-50.. 

LLDHIAN!-KAJJKA RAILWAY-
Queatiou ,., propo.wd _:_ ti4 ~ala and Ropar. ~431. 
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MACHADA-
Question 'Y'e overcrowding and unpunctuality of trains on the Howrah .._ 

section of the Bengal-Nagpur Railway. 2374. 

MADRAS-
Questiou redouble line railway project from Tambaram to-. 2733. 

·Question· re recruitment of Income-tax officers in -. 2733-34. 

MADRAS AND SOUTHERN l\IAHRATTA RAILWAY-
Question re construction of waiting rooms at Kovur and Kavali stations on 
the-. 2253.· · 

Question .re proposed remodelli:rtg of the Nidadavolu and Tadepalligtulem 
stations on the -. 2404-05. 

MAHABIR ROAD-
, · Question' re stopP'age of the 20-Down Delhi Express at Pataunda- stati,m 

on the B., B. and C. I. Railway. 2807. 

MAIL(S)-· 
QuestioD: re notice, of loss or ·destruction of -. 2651. 

MAIL AND EXPRESS TRAIN(S)-
. Question re restaurant cars for Hindus on -. 2272 • 

. MALAVIYA, PAN:OIT MADAN MOHAN-
. Question (Supplementary) re tenders for locomoti'Ves. 2637. 

Resolution re Lee Commission's Report. 2824-29. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Discussion re admissibility or otherwise of certain amendments before the 
-was referred to Select Committee. 2298, 2300-01 and 2302. · 

Motion to refer to Select Committee. 2316-24. · 
Discussion on Mr. D. P. Sinha's proposal that Members interested in the 
. , Tata Company should not be allowed to take any part in the debate. 

2482-83, 2485. 
Consideration of- · 

Clause· 2. 2503-04. 
Clause ·3. 2567, 2568-70, 2607-16. 
Clause 5 (re-numbered clause 6). 2667-68. 
Motion to pass. 2727-29. , 

MALPRACTICE ( S )-
Question re alleged - of labour recruiters. 2783-84. 

MANMAD JUNCTION-
Question re waiting room for Indians at -. 2405-06. -

.MANUFACTURE-
Question re encouragement of the -. of wagons and locomotives in India. 

2638-39. . . 

. MANUSCRIPTS-
• Question re seizure by the police of certain - belonging to Maulana Abnl 

Kalam Azad. 2431. 
MARIM BEGUM-

Question re monthly stipend of Sultan-. 2791. 
MATCH FACTORIES-

Question re establishment of - in In~ia by the Swedish Match Co. 242~. 
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MATERNITY BENEFIT(S)-
Question rt introduction of - in industrial undertakings. 2738-39. 
Question re - in factories, mines, etc. 2739. 

MAURITIUS-
Question re emigration agents in -. Z783. 

53 

Question te impending legislation .prejudicially affecting the political ri"'hts 
of Inciians in -. 2783. "' 

McCARDlE, MR. JUSTICE-
Motion for Adjournment for the purpose of expressing indignation at the 

judgment of -- in the O'Dwyer libel suit against Sir Sankaran Nair. 
2812-13. 

:MECCA-
Question re purchase of return tickets by pilgrims for - by the S.S. 

" Suja "· "2362. 
MEDICAL ATTENDANCE-

Question re- for the staff of Stnfe Railways. 2641. 
MEDICAL CERTIFICATE(S)-

Question re production of - by thP. establishment of tbe office of the Con
troller of Military Accounts, Southern Command and Poona District etc. 
2643-44. I 

MEDICAL LEAVE-
Que~tion re grant of - to the staff o£ the E. B. Ry: 2642-43. 

MEDICAL OFFICER(S)-
Question re - in charge of Cantonment hospitals. 2243. 
Question re percentage of Indian ·- in Indian Station hospitals. 2557. 

MEHTA, MR. JAMNADAS M.
L('.e Commi~sion's Report. 2661. 
Motion for Adjournment to consiO'er the Lee Commission's Report. 2395. 
Question (Supplementary) re a\lquisition of land by the B., B. and C. 'r. Rail-

way for extension of their terminal station in Bombay. 2746. 
Question (Supplementary) re alleged assault by soldiers on :M:r. R. K. Sidhva 

at the Karachi Railway Station. 2426. 
Question re alleged attempt by the authorities tf a certain railway to pre

judice the success of the State management of the line. 2809-10. 
Question re alleged over-assessment to income-tax of a merchant of Surat by 

the Income-tax Officer of the place. 2857-58. 
Question re amount of premia paid by certain Government Departments, etc., 

for fire, marine and motor insurances. 2533. 
Question (Supplementary) re discussion of the reports of the Frontier Com

mittee, the Bar Committee and the Lee Commission. 2247. · 
Question (Supplementary) re establishment of railway industries in India. 

2403. 
Question re expenditure incurred on the design for a ne~ ten-rupee currency 

note. 2858-59. 1 
Question re expenditure on stores for the Currency Department. 2859. 
Question re foot bridge between Parel station on the G. I. P. Railway and 

the Elphinstone Road station IJD the B., B. and C. I. Railway. 2808-09. 
Question re impro\'ement of the conditions of service in the Railway Mail 

Serviee. 2810-11. 
Quesfion (Supplementary) re liability of Indian States to pay the protective 

duties imposed by the Stool Industry (Protection) Bill. 2848. 



l'NllJ:t TO UGISL!'l'l\'1 !SSElUltT llEDATES. 

MERTA, l.tR.lAMNADAS M.-ton'd. 
Queatioo " recovery of municipal '"d bther tax•s from OQrtain elnss~s ot 

Governml.'nt servants occupying free quartt~ra.. 2810. 
Qut>stion til reduction of th~t numher of sl;)ts o£ R. M. S. sort11n working bet~ 

'\1;een Bombay and Sholapur. 2810. 
Que$tion (Supplementary) r1 shadowini of Members of the Leg~lntive 

~TT.lbly. 2773. . 
Question tl special promotion for fi411d servi4e ~rranted tq postal employees, 

2811. 
Question '' transfer of the office o£ the Superintendent, Railway Mail Service, 

'' B '' Division, from Bhusaval to Poona. 2557. 
Qurstion " transmission of messages from Baroda to Say4ji::anj vld Ahmeda• 

bad. 2811. 
Question (Suppl~e.ntaq) tt waiting room for Iudians at U'nmad Junction. 

2406. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Motion to constitute the Select Colnlnittee. 2352. 
Motion to circulate. 2460, 2461--63. 
Discussion on Mr. D. p, Sinha'~ prQposal that Members interested in th411 

Tata Company ihould not \le a!lowea to take any part in the debate. 
2472. 

Consideration of-
Clause ~. 15191, 252()..21, 2523. 
Clause 8. 2594-96, 2672. 
Clause 5 (re-numbered Clause 6), 2665, 
Clause 5. 2675, 2676. . 
Preamble. 2715, 2716, 2722. 

MEMBER(S)~ 
Question "' cost of free supply of Blue-books and Admlnistratinn Reports 

relating to Central subjects t') - of the Indian Legislature. 2654. 

MEMBERS OF THE INDIAN LE:(HSLATVRE, NON-OFFICIAL-
Question r1 prohibitiof! again~t G9VI'lfnment servants representing theil' 

grie\"lUJ.ees to -. 2897 • 

. MEMBER(S), NOMIN'ATRD OFFICIAL-
Question re -.. -.. of ihe Central Legislature. 2631.32. 

MEMORIAL RULES
Questi~>n re -. 2907 -OS. 

MEMORIALIST (S )-
Que$tion , tre~tment ~f - ~tnd petitioners by the FinanM Department. 

2623-24. 

l!ENIAL(S)- . 
. Question r~ postmen f!,nd __.. employed on ni~ht duty in the po:st offices in 

the Punjab Circle. 2862. , 
:MENIAL ESTABLISHMENT-

Question Pe leave and pensiOB of the - or the Governlrlel'lt of India. 2852. 

MENIAL ST!FF...,... 
Question re difrenmce in rates of starting pny of th - of the E. B. and 

N,-W. Ba.ilw~ys. 2642. 
Question te provision of latrines in qua.rters fQr the - or the E. B. llail~ 

way. 2641. 
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MESSAGE(S)- . . . . . . 
--- from. the Council of State agreeing to the amendment made by the 

Legislat1~e Assembly in the Indian (Specified lnstruments}. Stamp BilL 
2829. • ' 

- from the Council of State re the passing by the Chamber without any 
amendments of the Steel Industry (Protection) Bill. 2909. 

Question re transmission of - from ·Baroda to Sayajiganj 'Via Ahmedabad,. 
2811. 

METAL AND STEEL FACTORY-
Question re hours of work and holidays of the staJI of the Ri.lle Factory and 

the-· -· · at_Ishapere. 2369·70, 

MIDWIFE(VES)-· . _ ·' · 
Question re emplilfment of iady .doctors or - in Stale Railway hospitals. 

2641. . 

MILITARY ACCOUNTANT GENEH,Ait--
Question re promotion by the - of clerks io the grade of Accountants. 

2908-09. ' . . . 

MILITARY ACCOUNTS, CONTROLLER(S) OF-. 
Question re production of. medical certificates by the establishtnent of the 

office of the -, Southern Command and Poo.na District, etc. 2643-44. 
Question re temporary promotions in the offices of -. 2904-05. 

MILITARY ACCOUNTS DEPARTMENT-
Question re a.d'ditional e-xpen.diture incurred by the introduction of the time 

scale in the -. 2372:73. 
Question. -re annual incremental scales of cll.lrks and accountants in the ---"" and 

Civil Accounts Department. 2908. -
Question re calculation of the period of re-employment in the -- during the 

war for pension or gratuity. 2443, 2623. 
Q-uestion re direct recruitment of accountants.1n the-. 2222-43. 
Question re pay of the lower graa:es of _clerical establishment of the -. 

2371-72. 
Question re representation regarding the pay of lower grades of clerks o£ 

the ---'-'. 2372. 
Question re revision of pay of the subordinate staff of the -· ·-·. 2901. 
Question re temporary clerks and accountants in the ---; 2905-06. 

:MILITARY ENGINEERING SERVICE(S)-:-
Question re Indianization of the -. 2267-68. 
Question re retrenchments in the -. 2269. 

MILITARY EXPENDITURE=-
. . . Question re reduetion of "'---"" in 1924-25, -2903-. 

MILITARY MEDICAL PUPILS-
Question re compensation to - refused enlistment in the lndian Medical 

Department, etc. 2266-67. 

MILITARY OFFICER(S)- , 
Question re income-tax on the tentage allowance of -.' 2806. 

MILITARY SERVICE-
Question re increase of expehditure ott the ........._ and AU-India Civil Serviee. 

2386. 
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MILITARY WORKS DEPARTMENT-
Question re _Indians holding pHmnnt>nt gnzette(l appointment~ in the Indian 
-. 2556 .. 

:MILL HANDS-
Question ttl shooting of- at C~1'npore. 23!)2.!)3. 

MILLS, INDIAN-
Qu~stion re decrease in the output of yarn ana woven goods munufnctured 
by-. 2795. 

:MINE(S)-
Question re introduction of the shift system in - and prohibition of the 

employment of women undergroun:i'. 2735-36. 
Question re maternity benefits in factories,-·, etc. 2739. • 
Question re prohibition of employment of women and chi!Jren in -, ~tc;.. 

2856-57. 

MINING AND GEOLOGY, SCHOOL OF-
Question re -. and Chemical Research Institute, Dhanbad. 2742. 

. ' 
MINISTER(S)-

Question . re Reforms inquiry regarding relations between Governors and 
- in the Provinces, etc. 2856. 

MISRA, PANDIT SHAMBHU DAYAL-
Question (Supplementary) re reports relating to the recrnitmet1i of seamen. 

2762, 2763. 

MITRA, THE HoNOURABLE SIR BHUPENDRA NATH-
Congratulations to -. 2231-32. _ 
Conveys thanks to the House for the congratulations offered to him. 
Oath of Office. 2231. · 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Motion to circulate. 2463. 
Consideration of-

Clause 3. 2590-91. 

:MONCRIEFF SMITH, Sm HENRY-
Resolution re the removal of the Import Dufy on Suiphar. 2766. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-
. Consideration of-

Clause 2. 2488. 
Clause 5 (re-numbered clause 6). 2670. 
Schedule. 2699. 

MONEY-LENDERS, INDIAN-

2245 .. 

Question re allegations against Asiatic cle· · 
, Commission on Agriculture appointed 

- in the rrport of the 
Government in 

-- 1922.-2414-15. 

MONEY MARKET-
Question re stringency in the -. 27 43-44. 

MONTHLY WAGES, DELAY IN PAYMENT OF-
See under "Wages." · ' , 

MORADABAD RAILWAY STATION-
Question re Indian ladies' waiting room at the -. 
Quest~on !£ UDPfot~~!ed p~:ssenger shed at the -. '"' 

26~~. 
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l.[OTIO:s'(~)-
- for A:ijournment to consider the- Lee Commission's Report. 2394-97. 
- for .Adjournment to record the .Assembly's sense of. disappointment and 

to expre!>"S" its indignation at the judgment of Mr. JUI:itice :McCardie in 
the O'Dwyer libel suit against Sir Sankaran Nair. 2812-13. 

:MOTOR C.AR(S.)-
Question re e1Iect of the enhane ~.:t duty on -. 2649-50. 
Que~tion re - of European railway employees. 253&. 
Quelition re repair of - of railway officials. 2741. 

liOTOR SPIRITS-
Question re exemption from payment of excise: duty on - grantel to the 

Indian Products Co. and the Hartikool Oil Co. 2430. 

MtDDIM.AN, THE HoNOURABLE Sra ALEXANDER
Congratulations to -. 2232. 
Congratulations to Mr. President. 2234.. . 
Conveys thanks to the House for the congratulations. offered to. him. 2234. 
Expressions of condolenco on the. deaths of Mr. Satish Charuli'a Ghosh, Maulvi 

Miyan .Asjadullah anci Sir .Ashutosh Mulrharji.. 2234. 
Indian Soldiers Litigation (Ami!ndment) Bill~ 

Motion to pass as passed by the Council of State-. 2764,2765. 
Lee Commission's Report. 22771 2278, 2279, 2280, 22811 2657, 2658, 26591 

2G601 2661t 2731 and 2732~ 
Motion for .Adjournmllnt to consiaer the. Lee Commission' Iii Report. 2394-95. 
Oath ()f Office. 2231. 
Rc~olution re ~ Commission'l'l Report. 2821-24, 2830,. 2831, 2841, 2844, 

and 2!!45. 
Statellli!nt (laid on the Table) r~ licen:oes £.or fh:ea.rms. 227.6. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill- . 

Discussion re admissibility or otherwise of certain amendments before the 
- was. referred to Selec~t CommitteD. 2304. 

Discussion Oil Mr. D. P ~ Sinha's proposal that Members interested in the 
Tata Company should .not be allowed to. take anY. part. in the.. debate. 
24ilt 2478. 

ConsiO.Ilratioo of
Clause 3. 2572. 
Preamble. :;moL 

lttFASSIL-
Question re diffcrNtce in rate ll! pay of postmen employed in the -, and 

in Pre:.ideney town&. 2245-46. 

MtHAMMADAN(S)-
Qucstion re appointment of - to tli.e Indian Civil Service and the Imperial 

Police Service. 2875-76. · 

litKHARJI, Sm ASHI"TOSH-
Expression of condolence at the death of -. 2231-35. 

llt:LEY, liR. S. R.-
Qut'stion re elaim of -, formerly a derk in the offire of the Controller of 

Military Aecounts, Poon!11 to proportionate pension. 2443-44. 

lll.RTI;ZA SAI!lD BAHADtrr, M,ai:.·r SAYAn-

Question re di1ierenee in rate of pay o! postmen employed ia tli~ muf.assU... 
11nd in Prc!>iJcnt'Y klw1:s. 2245-46. 

I ll03LA 
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MUHTUZA SAHIB BAHADUR, MAULVJ SAYAI>-contd. , 
Question re. Resolution relating to the release of 1\Iaulana Hasrat l!oh1111i. 
22~45. . 

Question (Supplementary) re seizure by the police of certain manuscri11ts 
belongin~ to· Maulana Abul Kalam Azad. 2431. 

:!.IUSS.\LMAN(S)-
Question re elimination of llindu&tani - from Indian Infantry Regiments. 

2'789·90. 
l\iUTALIK, SARDAR v. N.-

. Question re contract for printing WOik for the B.,, B. and C. I. Railway, 
2252. 

Question re grievances of the accountants of the Public Works Department, 
Bombay. 2847. 

Question re inquiry into the working of the Reforms. 2752. 
Question re introduction 'of Gold Currency in India. 2847. 
Question re liability of Indian States tc~ pay the protective duties imposed by 

the Steel Industry (l)rotection) Bill. 2847-48. 
Question re. ~eforms Inquiry. Committet. 2752. 
Steel Industry (Protecthm) Bill-

. Discussion on 1\Ir. D .. P. Sinh!l's proposal that }!embers interested in ihe 
Tata Company should not be allowed to take any part in the debate. 
2~72. 

N 
.N.AIDU, lfu. S. V.-

Question re dismissal of -· -, late lltation master, Barabank.i. 25.561 2627. 
NAIHATI-

Question re £Onstruction of an overbridge for wh:"~elel traffic at --. 2805· 
06. . 

N.ARAIN DASS, lb.-
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill

Consideration of-
Clause 2. 2497. 

NASIR~ 
Question re overerowding of night trains leaving Bombay for - and Poona, 

respectively. 2852. 
"NATIVES OF INDIA AND BURl\IA "-

. Question re propoRed substitution of the word:;~ "Indians and Burmese " for 
-in Government publications. 2412. 

NATURALISATIO~- . 
Questions re - of Indians in the United States o£ America. 2652-53, 27l10~ 

41. 
NEHRU, PAJ~."DIT, MOTILAL-

Question (Supplementary) re Report of the Lee Commission. 2555. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Discussion on 'Mr. D. P. Sinha's proposal that Members interested in the 
Tata Company should not br allowed to take any part in the debate. 
2475. 

Consideration of
Clause 2. 2522-23 • 

. Clause 3. 2571-72, 2G18-20. 
Clause 5 (re-nurube1ed clau::;e 6). ~661-C21 2663-64 autl 2GG6. 
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NEHRU, PANDIT SHAlfLAL.-

Eleetion ot .- to the Collllilittee on Public A!'.eounts.' 2444, 
Congratulahons to the Honourable Sir .Alexander :Muddiman 2232. 
I.ee Commission's Report. 2661. · ' 
Question (Supplt!lnentary) re Army Canteen Board. 2798, 
Question (Supplementary) re di.anissal of Mr. Subua Rao a teleg h' t 2541. , rap 1s • 

Question (Supplementary) re expenditure on the Forest Research Institute 
Dehra Dun. 2631. , · 1 

Question (Supplementary) re Jail Reform. 2539. 
Question (Supplementary) re Publicity Department. 2784. 
Question (Supplementary) re reports relating to the recruitment of seamen 

2762. . 

Question (Supplementary) re salaries of European and Indian drivers 
011 railways. 2534. 

Question (Supplementary) rs shadowing o£ Members o£. the Legllil~tive .Assem· 
bly. 2774. 

Question (Supplementary) re shooting of Indians in British Guiana. 2775. 
Question (Supplelllentary) -re strike on the 0. and R. Railway. 2786. 
Question (Supplementary) re 'Worlcing hours of traffic an,cl transport staff 

on Indian railways. 2549. · 
Resolution re U!e Collllilission's Report. 2843. 
Resolution re removal of the im~ort duty on sulphur. 2767-68. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Motion to circulate. 2448-49, 2452. 
Discussion on Mr. D. P. Sinha's proposal that Members interested in the 

Tata. Company should not bt> allowed to tlllke any part in the debate. 
2484. 

Consi<ieration -of
Clause 2. 2517, 2523 .. 
Clause 5 (re-numbered clause 6). 2669. 

NELLORE-
Question re proposal to reconstmct - railway station. 2252-53. 

NEOGY, Mn. K. C.-
Question re abolition of the appointments of temporary engineers on rail· 

ways. 2854. 
Question re abolition of the Coal Transportation Office. 2887. 
Question re abolition of whipping for certain criminal offences •. 2854-55. 
Question re admission of Indian graduates as apprentices to the K I. Rail-

way Workshops and Laboratory at Jamalpur. ~87_2-73. 
Question re allegations against the Coal Transportatwn· Officer. 2887. 
Question re annual stipends granted by the E. B. Railway to the chi!J'rcn of 

European, .Anglo-Indian and Indian employees attending high schoob. 
2874. 

Question ,~ appointment as foremen of .Anglo-Indian and Indian apprentices 
trained at Kanchrapara an!t Saidpur. 2854. . 

Question re appointment of a Rates Tribunal for Railways. 2886. 
Question (Supplementary) re arrest after acquittal of persons involved in 

the .Alipore Conspiracy Case. 2437. 
Question re arrests under Bengal Regulation III of 1818. 2422-24. . 
Question re coal mines in the Rar.eeganj and Jharia coalfields under Ind1ao. ud 

European management. 2887-68. 
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NEOGY, ~1». R. C.,-coatd. .. .... 
· Qu~io~ r/1 ,construction 'Of the proposed Isitt\rdi-Pabna-Sacihu;;nnj Itailway. 

'-.:.v0-<>1. 
Question re eoun,tervailing duty on South African Conl. 2886-Si. 
(~uestion re earnings nf the E. I. Huilway ft·om the traffic otTered by the Kasta 

and Damaguria sidings. 2888. ' 
Question re employment of Indians as foremen, CLargemen, etc., ou Railways. 

• 2872. . 
Qu.estion re Europeans, Anglo-Indiam and lndlans employed in various capa4 

cities on the principal railway~f in India. 28il-72. 
Question re expenditure on railway schools. 2873. 
Question re extension of the be:tefit of the Workmen's Compensation Act to 

Indian seamen. 2855. 
Question re financing of . the proposed Ishurdi-Pahna-Sadhuganj Railway. 

2251. 
Question re grant of a .State. scholarship to an Indiatl graduate lately em~ 

ployed as an appentice in the Jamalpur Workshops of the E. I. Railway • 
. 2873. 

Question re Indians in upper subordinate appointmet.lts on the railways. 
2870-71. 

Question re raih'vay siding at Ft>ny River Ghat. 2251-52. 
Question re revenue and expehditute of each Province at t.he time of the in

troduction of the new financial arrangements, etc; 25G0-61. 
Question re share of the provincial Governments in the rev<!nue from "Taxes 

on Income". 2240. 
Question (Supplementary) re State vs.. Company management of railways;. 

2416. . ' 
Question re temparary engin~ers of the E. B. Railway. 2854. 
Question ire utilization of the Fines Fund on the B. N. Railway for providing 

outfit allowances for children of employees atten':ling hill schools. 2875. 
Question re vacancies in the provincial engineering service on State Railways. 

. 2853. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Motion to refer to Select Committee. 2314-16. 
Motion to constitute the Select Committee. 2352-53. 

NEW DELHI-
Questi~n re pay and allowances of the two Architects of the Central Buildinjs, 
-. 2628-29. 

NEWSPAPERS-
Question re sale of Nationalist ____.. at railway stations on the N.-W. Rail-

way. 2264. 

NIDADAVOLU- --
Question re proposed remodellin~ of the- and Tadepalligudem stations.L>n 

the M. and S. M. Railway. 2404-05. • 

NIGHT DUTY-
Question re postmen and menials on - in the post offices in the Punjab 

Circle. 2862. 

NIGHT TRAIN-
Question re running of a late - from Hyderabad to Karachi. 2538. 

NORTH-WEST FRONTIER PROVINCE-
Question !~ illowances pa~d to the tribal chiefs in the -. 2360-61. 
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~ORTH-WESTERN RAILWAY-
Question re aitference in rates of starting pay of the menial staff of the 

E. B. Raihray and -. 2642. 
Question re distinctions in rates of_ pay drawn by Anglo-Indians Christians 

Panlis ahd Indians on the -· . 2801·02. ' ' 
Que~tion re guar:is and drivers on the -. 2533. 
Question re promotion of guard.-. on the -. 2801. 
Question re promotion of variolls claSHes of employees on the -. 2802. 
Question re sale of nationalist newspapers at railway stations on the -. 

2264. . . 
Question re sub1nission of stateru"nt of earnings beyond their lawful salaries 

by ticket collectors of the -, l{araehi District. 2424-25, 
Question re Traffic Inspectors on the -. 2263·64. 
Question re tmcovered platforms at Kotri Junction on the -. 2429. 

NOTIFICATION(S)-
Question re vernacular - published by the Emigration Commissioner, 

Benares. 2782. 

1\L'RUN NABI, Mu.- . 
Question re qi~charg6 of - 1 employee of the G. I. P, Railway. 2879. 

0.\ Til OF OFFICE--
Hh•Jre, 1\Ir. J. W. 2231. 
}ll·ay, Mr. Denys. 2231. 
C'lcbran, Mr. A. 2231. 
Davies, Mr. G. It. W. 2~31. 
Hezlett, Mr. J. 2231. 
Hindley, Mr. C. D. M. 2231. 
Hudson, Mr. W. F. 2231. 
Hussanally, Mr. W, M. 2231. 
Littlehai!es, Mr. R. 2231. 

0 

llitra, the Honourable Sir Bhupendra Nath. 2231. 
Muddiman, the Honourable Sir Alexander. 2231. 
Pate, Mr. H. R. 2231. 
President, Mr. (the Honourable Sir Chimanlal Setalvad). 2231; 
Sams, Mr. H. A. 2231. 
Sa~tri, Rao Bahadur C. V. Visvanatha. 2231. 
Sykes, Mr. E. F. 2231. 
Tottenham, Mr. A. R. L. 2231. 
Townsend, Mr. C. A. H. 2231. 

O'DWYER (S1a MICHAEL)-
Motion for Adjournment for the ·purpose of expressing indignation at the 

judgment of Mr. Justice McCardie in the--'- libel suit against Sir 
San.karan Nair. 2812-13. , 

OFFICER(S), EUROPEAN-
Question re ""---in the Survey of India. 2625-26. 

OFFICES, GOODS AND PARCEL-
Question re closing of - on Indian holidays. 2802. 

OFFICIAL(S)- · 
Qllt:Sti.oa re reserved. saloons tor-. 2791-93. : 
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OLIVIER, LORD-
Question re~'s speech in the House of Lords. 2269-70. 

OPIUM-
Question te issue of~· ~during the War to Indian personnel on active ser-

vice. 2889-90. · 

OPIUM POLICY~. 
Question n ·-· -· o£ the Government o£ India. 2531-32. 

OPIUM TRAFFIC- . 
Question re India's representative at the Advisory Commission of the League 

of Nations dealing llith .the-, 2624. 

ORDNANCE FACTORIES-
Question re recruitment of Indian apprentices for-. 2420. 

OUDH AND ROHILKHAND RAILWAY-
Question re ad~t:Ssion of Indians to the posts of journeymen and charge

men on the---. 2250. 
Question re allegations against the administration of the-. 2785. 
Question te alleged fr~uds ih the Goods and Stores Departments of the-. 

2786. . 
Question re case of Mr. S. V. lfaidu, Station Master,-. 2550. 
Question re chargemen and journeymen in the -Workshops at Lucknow. 

2248-49. 
Question re clearance of materials belonging to the- sold b:f auction to 

contractors. 2795. 
Question re dual appointments on the --. 2794. 
Question re European, Anglo-Indian and. Indian apprentices 1n tlie-

W orkshops at Lucknow. 2249-50. 
Question re Indian chargemen and foremen on the-. 2794. 
Question re rival unions on the-. 2785-86. 
Question re uniforms for the traffic staff of the-. 2787. 

OUTFIT ALLOWANCE(S)-
Question re utilization of the fines fund on the B. N. Railway for providing ' 
-for children of employees attending hill schools. 2875. 

. . 
OVERBRIDGE(S)~ . . . · . 

Question re construction of an- for wheeled traffic at Naihati. 2805-0o. 
Question re -at the Clifton and the Devon Villa crossings at Karachi. 

2537. 
Question re proposed construction of an- at the Clifton railway crossin~ 

at Karachi. 2429. · 

OVERSEAS ALLOWANCE(S)- ·~ 
Question re ..:.-.__to Indiafts recruited f(}r the Imperial Services. 27 45-46._ 

p 

PABNA-
Question re construction of. the proposed ish ural.--·-Sadhli ganj Railway. 

2250-51. 
Question re financing of the proposed Ishurd!-.- -Sadhuganj Railway~ 

.2251. 
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PAL, lla. BIPIN CBANDRA-
Exprcs~ions of condolence at the deaths of Mr. Satish Chandra Ghosh 

Maulvi Miyan Asjadull~ and Sir Ashutosh Mukharji. 2233. ' 
Qut>stiun (Supplementary) re payment of debt due to Jagat Seth to hi~ des· 

et.'ndunis. 2656. 
Quf;ltition rf proposed extcn~io:q of the Diaii\ond Harbour brtmch o( tha 

E. B. Railway. 2625. . 
Question ( Supplemei!t~) rtl. ~ent of q\larters at Longwood Hotel, Simla. 

~367, . . 
Question re Tata Iron and Steei Compuny, Limited. 2355-56. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Consideration of-
Clause 3. 2506-07. 

PANEL OF CHAIRMEN-
Appointment of Diwan Bahadur Y. Ramaehandra Rao to the.,.,......,.., 2769. 

PAUElr-
Questiot\ re footbridge between- station on the G. I. P. Railway and thil 

F.lphinstone Road station on the B., B. and C. I. Railway: 2308-09. 

PARLIAMENT, MEMBERS OF-
Questions re alleged canvassing of-by the B;onourable Sir Malcolm 

Hai:ey. 2384-!:JS, 2651-52. 
PARSI(S)-

Qucstion re distinctions in rates of pay drawn by Anglo-Indians, Christi.an.s, 
-and Indians on the N. W. Railway. 2801-02. 

PARTY(IES)-
Question re strength of- in the Legislative Assembly. 2776-77. 

PASS(ES)- . 
Question re card- issued to vendors on the E. B. Railway. 2851. 

PASS(ES), COMJ,'t,.IMENTARY-
Qm,stion re issued to Indians and Europeans on the EI\St Indian Railway. 

2357. 
PASSENGER(S)-

Qm~stion re assa-qlts on Indian railway- by Europeans. 2654. 
Question re European and Indian -on boar4 the S. S. " Frangestan " 

2808. 
Question re grievances of seeond class railway-. 2275. 
Question re inconvenience~ to railway-. 2803. 

PASSENGER SHED-
Question re unprowcted- at the Moradabad railway station. 2628. 

PASSPORT(S)~ . · 
Question re grant of- to the proposed members of the Khilafat Delegation 

to Turkey, etc. 2430-31. . · 
Qut>stion re refusal of.-- to members Qf the Khila£at Delegation to eertai11 

1\Iuslim countries. 2375-82. 
PATAt.NDA-

Question re stoppage of the 20-Down De~hi Express at-Mahabir RoaJ 
station on the B., B. and C. I. Railway. 2807. 

PATE, Ma. II. R-
Oath of Office. 2231. 
Slutt•ment (laid on the table) re position of members of the domiciled com• 

u~nuity w the Briti~h and Indian Al'my. :m6. 
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PATEL, M&. "· J.-
. Lee Commission's Report. 2279, 2280 and 2732. 

Motion for Adjournment to consider Lee Commission's Report. 2396. 
Q.uestion (Supplementary) re di~missal of Mr. N. Subba Rao, telegraphist, 

Bezwada. 2633. 
Question (Supplementary) re rent of quarten at Long\food Hotel, Simla. 

2366. 
Question (Supplementary) re report of the Lee Commission. 2554, 2555. 
Question (Supplementary) re Resolution relating to the re:ease of Maulau 

Hasrat Mohani. 2244. 
Resolution u Lee Commission's Report.· 28231 2833-37, 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Discussiou re aumissibility or otherwise of certain amendments before the 
-was referred to Select Committee. 2294, 2296 and 2301. 

Motion to refer to Select Committee. 2344-48. 
Motion to constitute the Select Committee. 2352. 
Discussion on Mr. D. P. Sinha's proposal that Members interested in th3 

Tata Company should not. be allowed to take any part in the debate. 
2472 .. 

·Consideration of-
Clause 2. · 2513, · 2517-18. 
Clause 3. 2565, 2566-67, 2573-75, 2591, 2592 and 2601. 
Clause 5 (re-numbered clause 6.) 2662, 2663, 2665, 2667 and 2669. 

PAY- .. . · . 
Qu~stion re abolition of- ~or officers of the Indian Territorial Force. 

2435. 
Question re diffe~nce in rate of starting-- of the menial staff of the E. B. 

and N. W. Railways. 2642. 
Question r~ .distinctions in rates of-drawn by Anglo-Indians, Christians, 

Parsis and Indians on the N. W. Railway. 2801-02. . 
Question re -· and allowa:r.ces of the two Architects of the Central Build

ings, New Delhi; 2628-29. 
Question re -of lov;er grades of clerical establishment of the Military 

Accounts Department. 2371-72. · 
Question re- of officers of the Indian Territorial Foree holding HoMrar. 

King's Commissions. 2433-34. 
Question re reduction in the rates of-of officer& of the British Army. 
2752~3, I 

· Question re revision of-· -of the subordinate staff of tht> Military Account'3 
Department. 2907. 

PAY . .A.RD ·ALLOWANCES-
Q.uestion re revision of the-or divisional aecountants of the Bomb!'y 

Presidency. 2441-42. 
PAY, DIFFERENCE IN RA'l'E OF-

Question re- of postmen employed in the mufassil and in. Presidency 
towns. 2245-46. 

PAt, TIME SCALE OF-
Question re introduction of a- for the subordinate ~stablishmenh of Stat 

Railways. 2641-42. · 
PAYMENT OF WAGES, REGULATION OF THE

See under" Wages"· 
PENINSULAR LOCOMOTlYE CmiPANY, LD!ITED

Que::;tion rc ihc -. · 25J0-:31. 
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PEXSION-
Question re ealeulation of the period of re-employment ia the Military 

Aecounts Department during the "War lUI service towards gratuity of-. 
2443, 2623. 

Question re eiaim of Mr. S. R. Muley, formerly & elerk ia the office of the 
Controller t f :Military Accounts, Poona, to proportionate -. 2443. 

Question re kave and- of the menial establishment c,!. the Government of 
India. 2852. · 

Question re- of one Bedar Bakht. 2436. 

PERSIAN GTJL}'--
Qnestio~ re e::penditure on the lighting and buoying of the-. 2383. 

PESJ LAW .A&:- , 
Q u~stion re 1: rrests in eonneetion with the Khilafat procession at-oa the 

16th November, 1923. 2259. 
Question re location of tha new General P011t Office at-. 2896-97. 

PETITION(S}- 1 , 

-relating to the Indiaa Penal Code (..1\.mell.dment) Bill (~endment of 
section 375). 2561-62, 2813, 2910. 

Q ue~tion re- of the l.:hoja Shia. Isna. .Ashre eo~unity. 2359~ 

PETITIO~ER(S)- . 
(•uestion re t t•eatment of memorialists and- by the Finance Department. 

2623-24. . . 

PETHOL--
Question re l•igh price of- in India. 2435-35. 
Question re l• resent price of- in India and its price dur · ng the past ftvo 

yms. 264.7-48. 
Question re prevention or profiteering in-. 2648-49. 

PILGRI:M(S)- . 
Question t·e dues levied on-· -at Jeddah. 2864-65. 
Question re levy of- dues at Kamaran. 2863-64. 
Question reloss of property of-on the S. S. "Frangestan " .. 2807-08. 
Question re number of- during the last Haj season. 2362-63. 
Question re opening of the port of Calcutta to- traffic. 2790-91. 
Question re-to the Hedjaz. 2357-58. 
Question re purchase of return tickets by-for Mecca by the S. S. 11 Suj& "• 

2362. 

PILGRD! DUES- . 
Question re levy of- at Kamaran. 2863-flA 

PILORDI SillP-
Question re sinking of a-. 2363. 

l1ILORLii TRAFFIC-
See under" Pilgri.m(s) ". 

PIYARE LAL, LA.r.A-
Question re Staff Selection Board's examination. 2807. 
Question re stoppage of the 20-Down Delhi Express at Pataunda 1\faha.bir 

J~oad station on the B., B. and C. I. Railway. 2807. 
PL.AGC'E-

Question re treatment of- patients in Cantonments. 2789. 
LlOJLA 
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PLATFORM(S)-
Question " 'construction. of a-at the Kathgha.r Railway station. 2628. 
Question re erection of sheds on the -at Kotri station. 2537-38. 
Question re -tickets. 2790. 
Qut>stion re uncovered -at Karachi Cantonment i!!tation. 2429. 
Question rs uncovered- at Kotri Junction on the N. W. Railway. 2429. 

. ' 

PLATFORM.TICKET(S)-
See under 11 Ticket(s) "· 

PLEADER-JUDGES-
See )IDder 11 Judges"· 

POINTS1tiAN (MEN)- ' 
Question re duties of-e11. the B. and N.-W. Railway. 2880 .... 
Question re 'liability of- on the B. and N.-W. Railway in case$ of runll.in~ 

train thefts. 2880. · 

POLICE-' 
Question re alleged shadowing of Membern of the Legislative Aesembly by tht 

-. - .. 27721; ' 
POLITICAL AGENT FOR W ANA-

Questi()n re abolition of the posts of Resident in Waziristan a.nd -. 2742; 

POLITICAL PROPAGANDA-
Question re participation by retired Gover:unent servante and retired Army 

Officers in - or agitation. 2256. 

POLL-TAX-
Question re levy of a - in I~eny~~ 2545. 

POONA-. 
Question re overcrowding of night trains lea.ving Bombay for Naei'k and 
-, respectively. · 2852. 

Question re transfer of the office of the Superintendent, Hailway Mail Service, 
11 B " Division, from Bhusawal to -. 2557. · 

PORT OF CALCUTTA-
Bee· under '.1 Calcutta." . 

POSTAL CLERKS-· 
Question re retre~chments of permanent and reserve . -, -., . 2861-62. 

POSTAL EMPLOYEE(S)-
Question re minimum and maximum ealarie! of certain classee of -. 

2259-60. 
Question re promotion of -. , 2867. 
Question re special promotion for field service granted to ---· . 2811. 

POSTAL ENDOWMENT ASSURANCE POLICIES
Question re maturing of Government -. 2442-43. 

POSTAL INSPECTORs-
Question re stoppage of increments o! - -in 1921-22. 2406. 

POSTAL INSURANCE FUND
Question re -. .2625. · 

POSTAL MENIALS-
Question re compensatory allowances to postmen and - employed on thlt' 

Frontier. 2560. . ·-
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POSTAL OFFICIAL(S)- . 
Question re limitation of the period of retention of_._· afp~st 'offices beyond 

Rannu, Kohat and Dera Ismail Khan. 2560. 
Question re recoveries from - in the PlDljab for lo~s of insured articles. 

etc. 2406-07. . . 
Question re stoppage of promotion of certain - of the Burdwan Division. 

2868. . 

POSTAL SECURITIES- . 
Question re holding of - and cash. certificates in the names of two persons, 

2555. • . 

pOSTMARKING-
Question re indistinct - of letters. 2253. 

POSTMASTER(S)-
Question reappointment of Mr. Lesage as offg. -, Burdwa.n. 2868. 
Question re supersession of - and lnspector~a in the Punjab· Postal Circle. 

2557-58. 
I 

POSTMASTER{S) GENERAL-
Question re supersession in the office of the -;, ;punjab. · 2528. 
Question re tours. of inspection of the -,Punjab Postal ·Circle. 2892-93. 
Question re travel.ling allowance~a of the - in India· during 1922-23 and 

1923-24. 2888. 
Question re travelling allowances of the -, Punjab ·Postal Circle, during 

1920-21, 1921-22, 1922-23 and 1923-24. 2893-94. ' 

l'OSTMEN- . 
Question re compensatory allowances to - and pqstal menials on the 

Frontier. 2560. 
Question re ·difference in rate of pay of - employed in the mufassil, and 

in Presidency towns.· 2245-46. · 
Question re - and menials employed on night duty in the post offices in the 

Punjab Ch·de. 2862. 

POST OFFICE(S)-
Questi6n re adequate staff for - and R. M. S. sections. 2559-60. 
Question re ease of Arjan Singh, clerk, Rawalpindi -. 2895-96. 
Question re circulation of tour programmes of high officials to -. 2861. 
Question re limitation of the period of retention of 'postal officials at -
' beyond Bannu, Kohat and Dera Ismail Khan. 2560. 
Question re location of the new General - at Peshawar. 2896-97 •• 
Question re postmen and menials employed on night duty in the - in the 

Punjab Circle. 2862. 
Question re - delays. 2802-03. 
Question re undesirable surroundings of the Ambala City -. 2529. 

POST OFFICE CASH CERTIFICATE-
Question re realizations from the sale of -. 2413. 

POST OFFICE, DELHI-
Question re punishments inflicted .on the staff of the - from 1920-24. 2559. 

POSTS AND TELEGRAPHS DEPARTMENT-
Question re grant of special promotion for field service to· members of the 
-. 2860. 

PREMIUM(!)- , · 
Question re amount of - paid by certain Government Department· for tire1 

m11rine and motor insurances. 2533. 



PREMJlTM(A)-contd. . 
Question re - paid by Government during the last three years for fire and 

marine insurance. 2744 . 

. PRESIDENCY TOWNS-
Question re difference in rate of pay of postmen employe} in the mufassil, and 

in -. 2245-46 .• 

PRESIDENT, MR.-
Con"'ratulations to -. 2232, 2234. 
Con;eys thanks to the House for the congratulations offered. to him. 2235. 
Expressions of condolence at the death of :Mr. Satish Chandra Ghosh, Maulvi 

Miyan Asjadullah, and Sir Ashutosh Mukharji. 2235. · 
Oath of Office. 2231. 
Ruling by - that an amendmenb must be within the scope of the Bill and 

must not introduce a new or foreign subject into the Bill introduced for a 
particular purpose. 2293. 

Ruling by - that every motion for grant of money from the public revenues 
and every motion for appropriation of public revenues or for creating a 
charge on such revenues can be made only on the sanction or recommendation 
of the Crown.. 2293 . 

. Ruling by - that he cannot uphold the objection of :Mr. Devaki Prasad 
Sinha that Members interested in the Tata Company should not be allowed 
to· take any part in the debate on the Steel Industry (Protection) Bill. 
2485. 

Ruling .by-· that if the Select Committee on the Steel Industry (Protection) 
Bill came in with certain recommendations, say, about nationalization, and 

· · embodied those recommendations in the Bill itself and presented that Bill 
to the House, the position woulil be that that part of the Select Committee's 
·Report which introduced matter which, in the opinion of the Chair, was not 
relevant or admissibte, would be ruled out. 2297. 

Ruling by -. , - 'that no motion to impose a tax can be made except on the 
recommendation of the Crown. 2293. 

Ruling by - that the amount of a tax proposed on behalf of the Crown 
cannot be augmented without a recommendation of the Crow~. 2293. 

Ruling by - that the motion that the President do now leave the Chair 
· is not in order. 2470. · 

PRI.l\fOGENITURE,· RULE OF-
Question re - obtaining in the case of tenanciea held by cavalry granteei 

• in the Lower Jhelum Canal Colony. 2803-04. 
PRINTING WORK- . 

Question re contract for - for the B., B. and C. I. Railway. 2252. 
PROBATIONER(S)-. 

Question re - in the Subordinate Accounts Service. 2907. 
Question re training of postal and Railway Mail Service. 2894-95. 

PROFITEERING-
Question re alleged -, by Messril. Samar Chand and Sons, food vendors 

on the E. B. Railway. 2851-52. 
Question re prevention of - in petrol. 2648-49. 

PROJ\fOTION(S)- . 
Question re grant of special - for field service to :Membe!'S of the Posts 

and Telegraphs Department. · 2860. 
;. . Question re - by the Military Ae<'ountant General of clerks to the grade 

of accountants. 2908-09~ 
Question re - of postal employers. 28G7, 
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PROMOTION ( S )-contd. 
Question re - of various elasses of employees on the N. W. Railway. 2802. 
Question re - on the Eastern Bengal Railway. 2850. _ 

. Question re rules relating to the pcwer of making appointments to, and -
in, offices under the Crown in l1!dia. 2265-6G. 

Question re special - for field sel'vice granted to postal employees. 2811. 
Question re stoppage of - of certain postal officials of the Burdwan 

Division. 2868. · 
Question re temporary - in the offices of Military Controllers of Accountil. 

2904-05. 

PROVINCIAL ENGINEERING SERVICE-, 
Question re vacancies in the - on State Railways. 2853. 

'PROVINCIAL GOVERN1IENT(S)-. 
Question re control of the Secretary of State over -'a land revenue 

legislation. 2754. 

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE-
Announcement re meeting of the --. 2402. , 
Election of a member to the -- to fill the vacancy caused by th& resigna.
. tion of his seat on the Assembly hy 1\Ir. K; C. Roy. 2353. 

J£lection of Pandit Shamlal Nehru to the -. 2444. 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION:_ 
Question re est!lblishment of a - in India, ek 2389-91. 

PUBLIC. WORKS DEPARTMENT-
Question re grievances of the accountants of the -, Bombay. 2847. 

PUBLICATIONS-
See under "Government of India Fuhlications ". 

PULP PLANT-
Question re acquisition of paper and - for the Forest Research Institute, 

Dehra Dun. 2741-42. 
PUNISHMENT(S)-

Question re - inflicted on the staff of the Delhi Head Post Office from 1920 
to 1924. 2559. 

PUNJAB-
Question re dissatisfaction . with the income-tax administration in the -. 

2526-27. 
/~AB POSTAL CIRCLE-

Question re supersession of postmasters and inspectors in the -. 2557-58. 
(Juestion re tours of inspection of the Postmaster Gene1al. 2892-93. 
question re travellint~ allowance of the Postmaster General, -, durin~ 

1920-21, 1921-22, 1922-23. and 1923-24. 2893-94. 
PURSHOTAMDAS THAKURDAS, SIR-

Question re allegation against Asiatic clerks and Ind.ian money-lenders in 
the report of the Commission on Ag'riculture appointed by the Zanzibar 
Governme11t in 1922. 2414-15. 

Que:'.tkn (8npplementary) re Colonel Gidney's threat to the Government of 
India in connection with the sentence of flogging for stnne Anglo-Indians. 
2655. 

Question re' facilities for third class ras~enger traffic on railways ill tlte 
· United States of America. 2419-20. 

Question (Supplementar~·) re holding of po~tal securities and rash eert.ificate~ 
in the .names of two l)ersons. 2556. 
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PURSHOTA:MDAS THAKURDAS, SIR-contd. 
Question re Indians in the higher grades of railway administrations. 2420. 
Question (Supplementary) re naturalisation of Indians in foreign countries. 

2653. 
Question re operating ratios of railways in foreign countries. 2417-19. 

· Question re recruitment of Indian apprentices for Ordnance factories. 2420. 
Question re removal of the duty on sulphur. 2526. 
Question re State versus Company management of Railways. 2415-17. 
Resolution re Lee Commission's Report. 2839-42. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Motion to consider. 2308-14. 
Motion to circulate. 2465-67 . 
. Discussion on Mr. D.P. Sinha's proposal that Members interested in the Tata 
· Company should not bi allowed to take any parl in the debate. 2476-77, 

2485. 
Consideration of

Scheuule. 2688-89. 

QUARANTINE-
Question re abolition of·- at Kama ran. 2864. 
Question re - at Kamaran. 2864. 

QUARTER(S)-
Question re improved type of - for the Indian Staff on State Railway:t. 

2642. . 
Question re - for Indian assistant station masters in the Katihar district. 

2643. 
Question re - of the s:r.ti;:;11 s~r.:ff on the E. B. Railway. 2642. 
Question re recovery of municipal or other taxes from certain elassei of 

Government servants.; cc~upying free -. 2810. 
Question re rent of - at Longwood Hotel, Simla. 2365-67. 

RACIAL DISCRIMINATION_:_ 
Question re abolitio.n of - on State Railways. · 2794. 
Question .re -between employees on State Railways. 2738. 

RACIAL DISTe;CTION-
Question re - 01:1 Indian Railways between European and Indian employees. 

2534. . 

RAID(S)-
Question re Mahsud- on the Frontier. 2414. 

nAILS-
Question re - and ib~1-plates of Indian and foreio'Il ori!rin purchased by 

the State and Guaranteed Railways. 27 48. !:' o · 

RAILWAY ( S)-:-
Quest~ on re abolit!~n of racial discrimination on State -. 2794. 
Question re abohtwn of the appointments of temporary en()'ine 
~ om~-. 

Question re allege,l attempt by the authorities of a certain_ to re 'udict 
t'll!' snt'ce~s of h• F!tate management of the line. 2809-10. p J ·· 
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RAIL W! Y ( S )-contd. 
Question re appointment of a Rates Tribunal for -. 28M. 
Question re appointment of Indians as Deputy Agents on --. ~745. 
Question re t'Ompensation t!laims paid by various - for goods stolen, lost 

or damaged. 2645-47. 
Question re compilation of !Statistics relating to the eondition of labour em

ployed on Indian -. 2553. 
Question re employment of Indians as foremen, ehAr"'emen ete. on -. 

2250-fil . 
0 1 1 

Question re Deputy Director of Establisbruent -. 2793. 
Question re differential treatment of European, Anglo~Indian and Indian 

employees on -. 2738. 
Question re employment of Indian! as foreme:~, ch!ll'gement, etc. on -. 

2872, I 

Question re Europeans, Anglo-Indians and Indians employed in various eapa
eities on the principal- in India. 2871-72. 

Question re Europeans, Anglo-Indians and Indians employed on ealaries of 
Rs. 100 and over on eertain -. 2785. 

Question re Europeans, Anglo-Indians and Indi~~.ru~ holding superior posts 
on-. 2536. . 

Question re fooilities for third class pMSenger traffic on - in the United 
States of America.. 2419-20. 

Question re financing of the proposed Ishurdi-Pabna-Sadhuganj -. 2251. 
Question re improved type of quarters for the Indian staff of Sta.te --. 2642. 
Question re inconveniences to - passengers. 2803. 
Question re Indian District Engineers, Assistant Engineers and District Traffie 

Superintendents on Indian -. 2272-73. 
Question re Indians holding permanent gazetted ·appoiutJ;;.euts in certain 

departments of State and Company-managed -. 2556. 
Question re Indians holding posts of higher grades on the -. 2536-37. 
Questions re Indians in superior appointments on -. 2787-88, 2794. 
Question re Indians in upper subordinate appointments on the-. 2870-71. 
Question re introduction of a. time-scale of pay for the subordinate establish· 

ments of State-. 2641-42. 
Question reintroduction of watch and ward staff on-. ~78e-87. 
Question re iron -11-nd steel of Indian foreign origin purchased by Sta.te and 

guaranteed -. 27 48. 
Question re limitation of the working hours of employees_ on Indian -. 2552-

53. 
Question re local advisory eouneils on -. 2357. 
Question re medieal attenda.nce for the staff of State -. 2~41. 
Question r,e names of Railwaymen's Unions or Assoeiations reeogni!ed by tae 

authorities of the Indian -. 2880-81. 
Question re net revenue realised from - in 1924. 2388. 
Question re operating ratios of- in foreign countries. 2417-19. 
Question re proposed construction of -- between Raipur and Vit:ian~~gram 

and Sironcha and Rajahmundry. 2404. . 
Question re racial distincti~ns on Indian - between Europeans and InduLD 

employees. 2534. 
Question re rails and fish-plates of Indian and foreign origin purchased &y 

the State and guaranteed -. 2748. 
Question ,., - siding at Feny river ghat. 2251-52. 
Questions re retrenchments on Indian -. 2387, 2794. 
Question re ~alaries of European and Indian drivers on -. 2534-SS. 



72 INDU TO LEGISLATIVI !SSEM:l!IL! DEBATES. 

RAILWAY (~}-eotttd. . . . 
Question '' training facilities for superior staff employed by State and Company 

. . managed -; 2525-26. 
Question '' training· of Indians for superior a:td subordinate appointment! 
. on-.~ 2788. 

Qu;;stion ,, working Lours 'of traffic and transpol't st&ff on Jn,lian --. 2549. 

RAILWAY ADMINISTRATION-
Question re Indians in the higher grades of -. 2420. 

RAILWAY AUTIIORITIEg._;.. . 
' . Question n issue 'of orders in the vernacular by' -. 284 :J. 

R.AILWAY'.BOARD-
Question re recruitment of Indians for the staff of the -. 27 45. 

RAILWAY CARRIAGE(S)...:.. 
Question re - for female pa!se:ngers. .2440. 

R.AILWAY COMPANIEs-· . . , 
Question re' license fees received by -· from' ha~kcrs, r~freshment room 

keepers and hotel keepers. 2440. 

RAILWAY .DEPARTMENT-' 
Question te Indians in the superior establishment of the -. 2744-45. 

RAILWAY EMPLOYEE(S)- · · ' . ·' . . . · ' 
~Question re educational· grants to European, A1~glo-Indian and Indian -. 
' 2851. ' . . 
'·' 

RAILWAY FARE(S)-
, Qu·estion· re reduction· of -. 2356-57. 

RAILWAY. FINANCE(S)-. 
Meetipgs of 'the Standing Finn.nce Committee' and of the Committee on the 

separation o:f -. 2763. ' · · 

RAILWAY INDUSTRIES-
Question re establishment of - in India .. · 2403-04. 

RAJLWAY MAIL SERVICE- . : · . . 
· : Question re adequate sta.ff for 'Post office and -· -sections. . 2559-60. 

Question re case of Mr. Girdhari Lal, Sub-Record clerk -. 2267, 2800..01. 
·:Question re dismissal of Kesar Singh, Sorter, -, "L" Division. 2859-60. 
Question re improvement of the condit'ions of service in the -. -. 2810-11. 
Question rre qualifications of Inspectors of the -. 2271. 
Question fl reduction of the number of sets of - sorters working between 

' Bombay and Sholapur. 2810. · · 
. Question re training of postal and - probationers. 2894-95. 

Question re transfer of the oftice ot the Superintendent, - " B " Division, 
· from Bhusawal to Poona. 2557. 1 

RAILWAY OFFICIALS-
'Question ne repairs of motor cars of -. 2741. 

RAILWAY PASSENGER(S)
See under "Passenger(s).". 

, RAILWAY PM.iSENGER, INDIAN-. 
Question .re alleged ill-treatment of an -· -· by soldiers. 2529. · 

R.AILWAY PASSENGER(S),i SECOND CLASS-
Question re grievances of -. 2275. 
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!L\ILWAY PROJECT- . 
•2uestion re double line - from Tambaram to Madras. 2733. 

!:.\JLWAY RISK NOTES-
8ee under "Railway Risk Notes Revision Committee." 

RAILWAY RIHK NOTES REVISION CO!IfMITTEE
Que-;tion re report of the -. 2744. 

RAILWAY SCHOOLS
See und('r "Schools." 

HAI!,\V:AY STAFF-: 
llue.,tion re complaints against the Howrah -. 2375. 

aAILWAY STATION{S)-
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IJue~tion re harassment of ·Members of the Legislative Assembly by ticket 
examinm·s at -. 2i73-74. · 

·~ue:;don re proposal to reconstruct Nellore -. 2252-53. 
i.1uestion re sale of nationalist newspapers at .....J....: oii' the 'Noi'tli~Western 

Railway. 2264. 
l~uestion re shifting of the site of the - 1\t Faridpur; 1

' 264041. 

RAILWAY STORES. PUiWHASE OF
See under" Store(s)." 

HAlLWAY TECHNICAL INSTITUTE-
QuE>.stion re admission of Eul'opean, Anglo-Indian an'd ·1ndhuf students to 

the -, United Provinces. 2250. 

1!.\ILWAY THACK- · . 
12ue~tion re renewal of the - between Waltair and C~lcutta.11 '~2~03. 

IL\li.WAY UNION(S)
See under" Union(s).". 

RAILWAYS MANAGEMENT OF-
Question re State vs. 'Company ..,--, 2415-17. 

RAJPL'R-
Question re proposed construction of rnilwnys between -· and Vizlunagram 

and Sironcha and Rajahmundry. 2404. 

RAJ NARAIN, RAI BAHADUR-
Tiesolution re Lee Commission's Report. 2832-33. 
Rteel Industry (Protection) Bill..:... ·· 

Motion to circulate. 2459, 2460, 2461. 

R.\.JAHMUNDRY-
Question re proposed construction of railways between Raiput' a'nd Vizill'nngram 

and Sironcha an~ -. 2404. · • 

fiAJPl'TANA-MALWA RAILWAY-
Qnl~Stion reemployment of Indians on the B., B. & C. I. Railway and the-. 

2809-70. 

R.BIACHANDRA RAO, DIWAN BAIIADUR, M.-
A ppointment of - to the~ Panel of Chairmen. 2769. 
Lre Commission's Report. 2277-78, 2279, 2659, 2660, 2732., . , . , 1 
~lotion for Adjournment to consider the Lee Commission's Report.. 2:lli5; 2396. . 
Question re admission of Indian students to the Univeciity Officers' Training 

Corps. 2388-89. 
Ll03LA 
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RAMACHANDRA RAO, Drw.oT B.AEADUR, M.-contd. 
Question re annual programme of th~ Tariff .Boa:d .. 2403. . 
Question re composition of the Committee of mqmry mto the working of the 

reforms. 2545. 
Question (Supplementary) .re dismissal of Mr. Sub:Ja Rao, a telegraphist. 

2540. 
Question re East Africa CommiBBion. 2544-45. 
Question re Empire I!Cholarsbips.· 2546. . . 
Question re enhanced powers of Agents of State Railways and D1rectors of 

Company-managed Railways in regard to establishments. 2388. 
Question re establ~ment of a Public Service Commission in India, etc. 

2389-91. 
Question re establishment of Railway industries in India. 2403-04. 
Question re exercise of the Seeretary of State's powers of superintendence, 

direction and · control of the- Civil and Military Government of India, etc. 
2253-54. . • . . 

Question re increMe of expenditure on the Military and All-India Civil 
Services. 2386. 

Question (Supplementary) rf jail reform. 2539. 
Question (Supplementary) r6 Krishnasaga.ra. Reservoir Project. 2755-56. 
Question rtJ levy of a poll-tax in Kenya. 2545. 
Question re net revenue realized from Railways in 1924. 2388. 
Question ._;·e opinione of the High Courts on the report of the Indian Bar 

Committee. 2546. , 
Question re participati~n by retired Government servants and retired Army 

officers in political propaganda or agitation. 2256. 
Question re previous sanction of the Secretary of State to the introduction 

of legislation in the Assembly and in Provincial Legislative Councils. 
2393. 

Question n proceedings of the Imperial Economic Conference and the report 
. of the Honourable Sir Charles Innes in regard to his delegation to the 

same. 2256. 
Question re proposed construction of r~ilways between Raipur and Viziana,. 

gram· and Sironcha. and Rajahmundry. 2404. 
Question . rB proposed remodelling the Nidadavolu and Tadepalligudem 

stations on the M. and S. M. Railway. 2404-05. 
Question re reeotnmendations of the Committee on Indian students. 2389. 
Question (Supplementary) re Reforms Inquiry Committee. 2751. 
Question (Supplementary) re report of the llt!forms Inquiry Committee. 

2799. . 
Question rB retrenehmenta on Indian Railways. 2387. 
Question rB rules governing the award of technical scholarsbips for study 

abroad. 2387. -
Question re shooting of mill hands at Cawnpore. _ 2392-93. 
Question (Supplemenf:41ry) re State vs. Company management of Railways. 

2416. 
Question re subjects in t·egard to which recourse is had to previous consulta

tion with the Secretary of Statl! for India instead of obtainin(l' his previous 
sanction. 2391-92. " 

Qut~ition re training facilities for superior staff employed by State and 
Company-managed Railways. 2525-26. 

Resolution re Lee Commission's Report. 284~45. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-

Discussion re admissibility or otherwise of certain amendments before the 
- was referred to Select Committ~e. 2299. 

Motion to circulate. 2463-65. 
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BAYACH!~i'DRA RAO, D1wu Bm.wUR, l!.-coRtd. 
Consideration of-

Clause 2. 2503, 2505, 2506. 
Clause 3. 2592-94. 

R.~SEEG'CNJ-
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Question '" eoal mines in the - and Jharia eoalfl.elds under Indian and 
European management. 2887-88. 

R.\SGA IYER, lli. C. B.-
Question re abolition of the post of Deputy Commill6ioner, Northern India 

Salt Department. 2ZJ9. 
Qul:'stion re admission of European, Anglo-Indian and Indian students to thl' 

Railway Technical Institute, United Provinces. 2250. 
Quf'Stion re admis.~ion of Indians m the poets of journeymen and chargemeu 

on the Oudh and Rohilkband Rlillway. 2250. 
Qut"'!tiliD re annual incremental scales of clerb and aocountanta in the 

lfilitary and Civil Accounts Deptts. 2908. 
Qul'!ition re ehargemen and journeymen in the Oudh and Rohilkband Railway 

Workshops at LUI.b~tw. 2248-49. . 
Qui:'Stion re European, Anglo-InJian and Indian A.pprentioos in the 0. & R. 

Railway Workshops at Lm·know. 2249-60. 
Question re Memorial Rules. 2907-08. 
Question re poliey and standard of reeruitment for the Northern India Salt 

Dl:'partment. 2238. 
Question re prohationers in the Subordinate Aoeounta Service. 2907. 
Question re promotion by the Military Aoeountant General of elerks to the 

grade of accountants. 2908-09. 
Qtl('!!'tion (Supplementary) "'report of tht Lee Commi~n. 2555. 
Question ( Supplt>lllf'ntary) " Resolution " the relea88 of Maul ana Hasrat 

Mohani. 2244-45. 
Question rt revuon of pay of til. aubordinate 9~ of the Military 

AI'OOunts Department. 2907. 
Question re stoppage of conveyance allowance of elerks and ac.countants 

attached to unite and formation&. 2~7. 
Qut'Stion re streng-th of Inspectors and clerks in the Northern India Salt 

Deparllm~nt. 2239. 
Qut'!'ttion r11 supersession of Sardar Babadur Laksbmir Singh, Assistant 

Commissioner, Northern India Salt Department. 2238-39. 
Qurstion re temporary clerks and accountants in the Military Account~ 

Department. 2905-06. 
Qne~ion , temporary promotions in the offices of Military Controllers of 

A~rounts. 2904-05. 
Rt>-IDlution re lA'f' Commission's Report. 2845. 
~tet>l Indu~try (Protettion) Bili-

Di..--cussion re r.dmi~bilitv or otherwise of certain amendments before tb~ 
- was refmed to S~leet Committee. 2304. 

Mntion to refer to Selt>Ct Committee. 2341-44. 
lf(,tion to rin'ulate. 2456-57. 
Con.>ideration of-

Clause 3. 2580. 
Pr('amhle. 2714, 2i16-18, 2719, 2720, 2721 

R.\ TES TRIBUNAL-
Question r11 appointment of a - for railwa)'ll. 2886. 
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RATIO(S), OPERATING- . 
Question re - of railways in fo1·eign countries: 2417-19. 

RAWALPINDI-
Que!'tion re case of Arjan Singh, derk, - Post Otlice. 2895-96. 
Question re case of Lachman Dass, clerk, - Post Office. 2861. 

RAY~' ~IR. KUMAR SANKAR-
Question re arrangements for cremation at Lalmonirhat on the E. B. Railway. 

2643. . . 
QuestiO~ .re. differe,nce in rates of starting pay of the menial staff of the 

E. B. & N. W. Railways. 2642. 
Questjon . re .. employ~ent of lady doctors or midwives in State Railway 

hospitals. 2641., . 
Qu.esti9P rre establishment of match factories in India by the Swedish Makh 

- Company. 2426. 
Qllll~tioJ;l,. r~ grant of medical leave to the staff of the E. B. Railway. 

2642-43. . 
Qw~.f!tjol]l,· r~ j.mproved type of quarters for the Indian staff of State Railways. 

2642. 
Q~W!ti~:p r~ iqtrodul}tion of .a time-scale of pay for the subordinate estahlislJ

ments of State RailwaySr .' 2641-42 . 
. Question re medical attendance for the staff of State Railways. 26111 . 
. Qu'fS~~:r~· prQ.visiqn; of lat~ines in ,quarters for the menial staff of the E. r.:. 

Railway. 2641, 
Q~~~tio~._,[re , .qullo~~T,S fo:r:; Indian Assistant station masters in the Katihar 

) 4i~trq~, . 2p~a4· . . . . 
Question re quarters of the station staff on the E. B. Railway. 2642 . 

. Qu~sti~f! re. shj.fting .of the site of the railway station at Faridpur. 2640-H. 
· Q~E*Jtiqq , r~ , trainjng of Indians for the Artillery. 2801. 
Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-
. · Go,;tsiq~rat!~n. of::-. 

Clause 2. 2523. 

R:OOORD (S~,._ 
Questi.on re permission to scholars to have access to certain Governme'f1t llf 
'Tndia··;.,..:..=.......' 2876. . · · 

~~9~m:rmy ~ }~ 
Question r<:, . .a~~eged rvaipractices of labour -. 2783-84. 

ij,E.GIWlT;ME.NT.(S)- . 
Question re - for the Indian Medical Service. 2866-67. 

. . ' 

REDDI, MR. K. VENKATARAMANA
Resolution re Lee Commission's Report. 2823. 
Stet-1 Industry (Protection) Bill-

9on~~~r~~i~p, of. -:-
Clause 2. 2499. 
Schedule. 2688.' 

REFORM(S)-· 
Question re article in the u Forward" re<rardinc.r the grant of fresh -. 

2411. O ~ I • 

Question re Committee on constitutional -. 2542-43. 
Question re composition of the Committee of inquiry into the workinO' of 

the -. 2545.. o 

Question re departmental committee on the working of the -. 2532. 
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HEFORM(S)-contd, 
(luestion re inquiry into the working of the --. :ti6:2, 1758, :2()4-:1-45. 
Que~tion re investigation into the working of the :2:270-il, 
Question re -- Committre. 2804-05. 
questions re -- lllftui:y Committee. :275:!, :2753, :27!!!1, :2870. 
Question re -- in qui rv 1 ega nlin:,r relat iuns he! ween Clovl•rnor:; and :Ministers 

in the Provinces, ete. :l85fi. 

REFOR:\IS COmiiTTEE--
Questim{ re personnel of the --. 2774. 
See under '' Committee( s) ". 

IlEFORMR INQl:7IRY Co:\l:IIITTEE
Que,.tions re --. 2751. 2752. 
See under "Cotnmittee(~) ''. 

HEFRESmiENT ROO:IIS-
Qut>~tion re pro\'ision of Hindu and Muhammadan 

Bomhay. 2352. 
at Vic:toria Terwinus, 

HEGIMENTS-
Qu(•stion re elimi11ation of lli,Hlnstani Ilf•,ssahuans :·J(Jlll lt.dian inLmtry --. 

278!!-90. 

HELIEF FeND-
Question re the India an(l Burma Military and !I.Lniue ---. 2802. 

imLIEVING HANDS-
Qur~tion ·re payment oi relieving allowan,~es to 

28·18. 

l~EPORT(S)-
DiS<·u~sion re Lee Commission's --. 2657-lll, :2731-32. 
Puhli<'ation of the -- of the Lee Conunis,;ion, 21:40. 

ou Sl;(lc i(ailwuys. 

Que~tion re COllllllHni,·ation from the In(lian Jit!rl'haut~ Cllmllher re~~nrdiug the 
Tnriff Board'~ ~-. 24H 

Qnr,tion rP (•ost. ot' frt'l' supply of Blue-books and Adluinislm-
tion -- relatiug to ee!ltrul ~uhjed~ to :\lf'lllber~ of the Indie~n L.·~i~!aturc. 
:?fi54. 

Qtwstion re di(l;cussion of the -- of the Frontitlr C>1mmittee, the Bar 
Committee and the V·~ Commission. 2241l~47. 

(Jm·~tion re Lee Conuui,·t::~m's --. 21:197-!lt:. 
Qnestiun re puhlil•ation of the of tile Lee C1•mmission. 22'1tL 
Qve.<tion re --of tlw .~ iliaw·e B<mk lnqui:'.)' Couuuitu-e. 231i0. 
(iul'.-,lion re -- uf th · Frontit>r Committee u.ncl tlw B.tr Conuuittee. 

2:?41l. 
(lue<tion re -- of the I n<1ian :\lereautile J[arinc Committee. 2433. 
•/urstion re -- of the Hailway Hisk Notes Hevi,,ion Commitlr•e. 2744. 
Qm•-tion re .r .. Jating to tl1c Ietruittu~nt of seamen. 27Gl-G3. 

REPRESSIVE LEOISLATION
Srr under "Lr•gi:;]a!iun '', 

HESIDEXT IN WAZIRIHTAN-
Qt!t'~!ion re abolition of ihe posts of -- and Politieal Ag~nt. for \\'ana. 

2712. 
HESOLrTIOX(S)-

Qu~stion re aetion takea on non-oflicial -- passed hy 'the Assembly 
during last se,;sion. 2:.'G0-62. 

Question re -- regarding rupee tenders. 2746. 
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RESOLUTION ( S )-coota. . 
Question re -, re the release of Maulana Hasrat Moham. 2244-45. 
- re Lee Commission's Report. 2813-29, 2829-46. 
- re removal of the import duty on sulphur. 2765-69. 

RESTAURANT CAR(S)- . 
Question re - for Hindus on mail and expre~s trains. 2272. 

RETRENCHMENT ( S )-
Question re - in the Military -Engineering Service. 2269. 
Question re - of permanent and reserve postal clerks. 2861-62. 
Questions re - on Indian Railways. 2387, 2794. 
Question re - recommended by Mr. Heseltine on the G. I. P. Railway. 

2553. 

RETURN TICKET(S)-
See under 11 Tickets, Return". 

REVENUE(S) 
Question re share of the Provincial Governments in the - from 11 Taxes 

on Income"· 2240. 

REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE-
Question re - of each provin~e at the time of the introduction of the new 

1inancial arrangements,· etc. 2560-61. 

RIFLE FACTORY-
Question re hours of work and holidays of the staff of the - and the 

Metal and Steel Factory at Ishapore. 2369-70. 

RIOT(S)-
Question re casualflies among Indians in the - in British Guiana. 2412-13. 

ROSS ALSTON, MR.-
Question re fees of -, barrister for the prosecution, in the Cawnpore 

conspiracy case. 2627. 

ROUBLE NOTES-
Question re Russian -. 2903-04. 

!WUBLE NOTES, RUSSIAN
Question re. - .. 2749-50. ' 

ROY, MR. BHABENDRA CHANI)RA-
Question re dismis8al of employees of the Audit Office of the Bengal and 

North Western Railway. 2241-42. · 
Question· re letter in the " Daily Gazette ", Si.udh, re " Disenfranchised 

Europeans of Sindh "· 2240-41. 
Question re re commendations of tlle Indian Bar Committee. 2254. 
Question re wagon supply for coal. 2241. 

ROY, MR. K C.-
Election of a member to the Putli~ Accounts Committee to fill the vacancy

caused by the resignation of his seat on the Assembly by -. 2353. 
ROYAL INDIAN MARINE-

Question re re-organisation of the -. 2796. 
RITLE(S)- . 

Question re amendments of the Indian Legislative - or other statutory 
-. 2759-60. 

Question re changes in statutory - relatinoo to the Central Legislature 
2653. 

0 
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RU1E(S)-c011td. 
Question re memorial --. 2H07-0S. 
Que~tion re -- relating to the power of making appointments to, and pro

motions iu, offiees under the Crown in India. 2265-66. 
Question re -- under the Immigration int{) India Ad, 1924. 2439-40. 

RULJNG(S)-
- by Mr. Chairman that the :Motion for Adjournment for the purpose 

of expressing indignation at tl:e .intlgment of Mr. Justi<·e l\ieCurdie in the 
O'Dwyer libel suit against Sir Sanlmrun Nair is out of order. 2812. 

- by Mr. President that an amendment must be within the scone of the 
Bill and must not introduce a new or foreign subject into the Bill intro
duced for a particular purpose. 2'293. 

- by Mr. President that e\•erv motion for grant of money from the public 
revenues and every motion for a;,propriation of public revenues or for 
creating a charge on such revenues can be made only on the sanction or 
recommendation of the Crown. 2293. 

- by Mr. President that he <•annot uphold the ohjection of Mr. D. P. Sinha 
that Members interested in the Tata Company should not .be allowed to take 
any part in the debate on the Stet>! Industry (Protection) Bill. 2485. 

- by Mr. President that no motion to impose a tax can he made except 
on the recommendation of the Crown. 2:2!13. 

--by Mr. President that the amount of a tax proposed on behalf of the Crown 
cannot be augmented without a reeommt'nrlation of the Crown. 2293. 

-- by Mr. Pre.Udent tl1at the motion thnt the President do now leave the 
Chair is not in order. 2470. 

RUNNING TRAIN THEFTS
See under 11 Thefts"· 

RUPEE TENDERS-
Que~tion re Resolution r('garding -. 2i46. 

P.Ul::ISIAN ROUBLE NOTES
Question re -. 2!l03-04. 

SADAR BAZAAR(S)-

s 

Question re exclusion of -- from Cantonment areas. 2796-97. 

SADHUGANJ-
Question re construction of the propo:<ed hhurdi-Pnbna -- Railway. 

2250-51. 
Question re financing of the proposed Ishurdi-Pahna - Railway. 2251. 

SADIQ HASAN, Mn. S.-
Que~tion re action taken on non-oliirial Resolutions passed_ by the Assembly 

during last session. 2'260-62. 
Question re appointment of Indians as sub-divbional otricers in Cantonments 

occupied by Indian troops. 2268-69. 
Question re arre~ts in <'OJJilection with the Khilafat procession at Peshawar 

on the 16th November, 1923. 2259. 
Question re case of ALkar Ali,. time-kPeper, Kour station, on the Kalabagh 

Railway. 2263. . . 
<luestion re ease of l\fr. Girdhari La!, Sub-Recmd clerk, Rmlway Mall 

Servi£e. 2267. 
Question re Indiauisation of the Military Engineering Services. 2267-68. 



80 

SADIQ IIAS.\N; ~lR. S.-conld. 
Quc;:.tion n• minimum n.nLI UIU\imum ~alari,l'S of l'\'l'lain l'!as~l's of postul 

t~mployee:;. 225!1-UO. 
Que~tion re nuwl;cr of lL·:ul Po~t!n:l.itt'r" 1111•1 Supt>rinteruleu!ii of PoHt 

Ollit•cs clinr;;e-~het>letl in the Punjnh in 11Ul-:.!:.! and Hl~:l-:!4. :!!O(i. 
(Jnestiou re rt;l'OVl'l'll'S frotn IJOlil<ll um,·iab in the Punjab ftl[' lo~s of insun!tl 

nrti<·h·s, ete. :NOti-07. 
Question rt n•tn•nl'illnPnl,; in the l\lilitary Engin<•Pring Servil't'. :!:!fi!J. 
Qtw~tiua rc ;;toppn/-!e of int rePwnts of Post.1l I 11.-:pel'tors iu l!l:Jl-.22. :J-10(). 
Qtw"tit•n re ~tn•11g'th of gani~o11 engimws anti ~uh-tlivisional o!llt•t••·s (;\lilitar~· 

nntl C'ivil). :!:!Ul:l. 
Qnm;tiou re Tr.:lli~· In~pt•t•lurs on the N. \\'. Railway. :!:2ti:l-H4. 

S"\IDPFR-
Qnr:~tion r,~ np;,ointment, as .forcnu•n, of Ang·lo-ln•lian 111111 lrulian upprtm

ti('es traincl: at I\all!'hmparn and --. :.!854. 

SALARY(IES)-
Question re minimum and IUHXilliU:m -- 11f rE'r!ctill ('],{:-;~!·S of po!!tal employees. 

2~59-60. 
Question re --of EuropNl!l and In(llan rlriver~ on railways. 2534-35. 
Que~tion re -- of Imlian station masters anJ assistant ~lation mast(•rs on 

the E. B. Railway. 2850. 
~3.\LOON(S)-

().nestion re re~erved -- for oiTieir.ls. 2791-93. 

SALT DEPARTMENT, :NOHTHERN INDIA-
Question re abolition of the post of Deputy Commi~sioner, --. 2239. 
Question re poliey auJ standard of recruitment for the --. 22'38. 
Question re strength of inspectors and clerks in the --. 2239. 
Question 1·e supersession of Snrdar BuhaJur Lakshmi.r Singh, Assistant Cont· 

mi:;sioner, --. 2238-39. 

SA1fASTIPUR-
Question re erection of sheds for third class passenger:; at Sonepur auJ -

railway stations on the.nengal and North We~tern Railway. 2364. 

SAMS, MR. H. A.
Oath of Office. 2231. 

SA~KARAN NAIR, SIR-
Motion for Ad.iourrunent for the purpose of expressing indignation at the 

judgment of .Mr. Justire :\IcCardie in the O'Dwyer'libel suit agai.n::;t --. 
2812-13. 

SARDA, H.u SAHIB 111. HAHI.HLAS-
Qne~tion re l•mpluyment of lnJiaus on the B., B. anti C. I. and R:lji"ItutJII 

Ill a! wa Hail ways. 28G!I-70. 

SARF ARAZ HGS$AIN KIIA~, KHA.~ lhHADt;R-

Qup,;tiiJll re allPged ill-trentnu•Ht ot' an lnt!i:.tn rail way l;:l~~~·ng<·t· by so!tlier~. 

:.:5:20. 
Question re allowances paid to tribal el1iefs in the North-We~t Frontier Pro

.\' im·e. :2:JG0-61. 
Qlll'~lion i'f llllllllfli n•qttiJt'llll'lib o[ l;ort•l'lJIIH'IIl rtllll illlll 1taJ ontr:nt of tht• 

Tnta Iron ami Steel Company of l'ertain ela~:ses of st.ed produeb. 25:!0-30. 
Qw•,.:ti,n re a:·u .;t d~er lH'(jUittal of JlPrson:-. ili\·oln·J in the Ali pore Con~pi

rarv Cast•. 2·tl~. 
(iuc . .;tion re article in "Forwartl" !'(•garding the grant 11f fresh rdot1ns 

2-111. 
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SABF ARAZ HUSSAIN KHAN, KHAN BARADUR-contd.
Question re average wealth of the population of India. 2853. 
Question re booking difficulties at Jharia station, etc. 2436-37. 
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Question re Burmese candidates for the last I. C. S. examination held in 
India. 2361. 

Question re casualties among Indians in the riot in British Guiana. 2412-13. 
Question re communication from the Indian Merchants' Chamber regarding 

tLe Tariff Board's Report. 2414. 
Question re complaints regarding the Government Central Press. 2413. 
Question re consumption of steel in India. 2803. · 
Question re contract with Messrs. Clements Robson and Company. 2412. 
Question re cost of the Khyber Railway. 2630. 
Question re decrease in the exci~e duty on woven goods. 2795-96. 
Question re decrease in the export of Indian yarn. 2795. 
Question re decrease in the output of yarn and woven goods manufactUred by 

Indian mills. 2795. · · 
Question re domicile of steamship companies engaged in the export trade in 

iron, steel and coal from India. 2364. . 
Question re duties and salaries of the gazetted officers of the Commercial 

Intelligence Department. 2361-62. · 
Que~tion re duties of tl1e British Consul at Jeddah towards ~dian pilgrim;; 

to the Hedjaz, etc. 2362. 
Question re duties of the President of the Forest Research Institute ana of 

the Principal of the Forest College. 2368-69. 
Question re employment of Mr. Kirkpatrick, late Deputy Conservator of 

Forests, as Labour Inspector at Jamshedpur. 2891-92. 
Question re erection of sheds for third class passengers at Sonepur and 

Samastipur railway stations on the Bengal and North Wester11. Railway. 
2364. 

Question re existing stock of articles on which protective duties are proposed 
to be levied. 2852. 

Question re expenditure on cables exchanged between the Government ef 
India and the India Office. 2363. 

Question re failure of the Rangoon Wh·eless Service. 2413-14. 
Question re Financial Advisers. 2363. 
Question re foreign competition with the Indian steel industry. 2530. 
Question re grievances of Faridpur railway passengers. 2640. 
Question re grievances of third class passengers. 2412. 
Question re inconveniences to railway passengers. 2803. 
Question re India and Burma Military and Marine Relief Fund. 2302. 
Question re intermediate class compartments for males and females 011 the 

East Indian Railway. 2865. 
Question (Supplementru.'y) re issue of orders in the vernacular by railway 

authorities. 2849. 
Questiqn re list of Directors and Shareholders of the Tata Iro11 a11d Steel 

Company, etc. 2640. 
Question re Mahsud raids on the Frontier. 2414. 
Question re manufacture of sulphur, sulphuric acid, etc., in India. 27g6, 
Qurstion re new Stores Purchase Rules. 2411-12. 
Question re number of pilgrims during the last Raj season. 2362-63. 
Quc·stion re overcrowding of trains. 2361. 
Onc~tion re Peninsular Locomotive Company, Limited. 2530-31. 
Question re pension of one Bcdar Bakht. 2436. 
Quc~tion " pereentagf' nf Incli:~n settlers in Uganda and Tanganyika. 2360 •. 
Ll03LA 
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SA.RFARAZ HUSSAIN KHAN, Kn.AN BAIIADU&-concla. 
Question , petition of the Khoja Shia. Isna Ashre ~owm~mity .. 2359. · 
Question ~e podtion cf station supermtendents tts-a-v1s station maders. 

2364. ' 
Question re post office delays. 2802-03. 
Question re proposed sub11titution of the worcls " Indians and Burmese " for 

''Natives of India ar.d Et1::ma" in Government publications. 2412. 
Question re publication of ~be Lee Commission's Report. 2640. 
QueEtion re purc'base of return tickets by pi~~rims ~or Mecca hy the S. S. 

" Suja "· 2362. · 
Que~tion re quarters at Longwood Hotel, Simla. 2367-68. 
Queetion re rea!i~atio>Js from the sate of Post Office Cash Certificates. 2413. 
Question re recommendations of the Indian Rar Committee. 2640. 
Question re rent of quarters at Longwood Hotel, Simla. 2365-67. 
Question re re-o::ganisation of the Royal. Indian ·Marine. 2796. · · 
Question re rentJl't of the Alliance Bank Inquiry Committee. 2360. 
Question re representatives of India at the Imperial Conferences and the 

meetings of th:J League of Nations. 2359-60. 
Question re sinking of a pilgrim ship. 2363. 

SARKAR, MR. BE'~tANTA KUMAR~ . 
· . Question re liti..,.~.tion between the E. I. Railway and one........._, 2876-77. 

, SASTRI,' RAo BABADUR C. V. VISV .ANA TEA-
Oath o£ Office. 223L 

SAYAJIGANJ-. 
Question re trar1smission of messages from Baroda to- via Ahmedabad. 

2811 . 

. SCHOLAR(S)-
Question re pel"ldssion to- to have access to certain Government of India 

records. 2876 . 
. SCHOLARSHIP (B)-

Question regrant of a State-to an Indian graduate lately employed as an 
apprentice in the Jamalpur Workshop of the East Indian Railway. 2873. 

SCHOLARSHIP ( S), TECHNICAL-
Que~>tion re rule:s governing the award of- for study abroad. 2387. 

SCHOOL(S)- . " ·•·"! 
Question re annual stipends granted by the E. B. Railway, to the children of 

European, Anglo-Indian and Indisn employees attending hil! -. 2874 .. 
Question re expenditure ori railway-. 2873. · 
Question t'e utilization of the Fines Fund on the B. N. Railway for provid

ing outfit allo':Vances for children of employees attending hill ·-, 2875. 
SEAMEN- . 

Question re extension of the benefit of the Workmen's Compensation A~t to
Indian-. ~855. 

Question re recommendations of the -'s Recruitment Committee. 2760-61. 
Question re rerorts relating to the recruitment of--. 2761-63. 

SEAMEN, INDIAN- . 
Quesf:ion re inclusion of-in the Workmen's Compensation Act 19?3 

2771-72. . l ..... 

SEAMEN'S. RECRUI'rMENT BUREAU-
Question re constlh1tion of advi~ory <>ommittees along with the establishment 

of the- at Calcutta. 2771. 
Question r~- at Calcutta. 2771. 
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SEAliEN'S RECRUITMENT COMMIT'fEE
Question re recommendations of the-. 2760-61. 
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Question re representations r.:'garding the reeomm.:'ndations of the-. 27n. 

SECRETARY OF STATE-
Question re control of the- over provincial Governments' land revenue 

legwation. ;:!754. 
Question re exetdse of the-'s powers of superintendence, direction and con

trol of the civil and military government of India, etc. 2253-54. 
Question re pre-rio us sanction of the- to the introduction of legislation ill 

the Assemb!y and in provincial Legislative Councils. 2393. · 
Question re subjects in regard to wbich recourse is had to previous consultation 

with the- for India instead o.E obtaining his previous sanction. 2391-92. 

SEI.GEANT(S)-
Question re discharge of chowkidars and- by the E. I. Railway. 2742-43. 

SEPVICE(S)-
QIJ.('stion re contributions to i.nktitutions training candidatoo for the Indian 

Civil and Military-. 2548-49. 

SHADOWING-
Question re dleged - of Members of the Legislative Assembly by the po~ 

2772. 

SID FI, THE HoNOURABLE Da. 1fuN Sm. :MUH.A.M:M.AD
titecl Industry (J!rotection) Bill-

. ......... 

Discussion on Mr. D. P. Sinha's proposal that Members interested in the 
Tata C1' mpauy should not be allowed to tl' ke any part in the debate. 
2474-75. 

SIUREHOLDER(S)-
Question re list of· Directors and- of the Tata Iron and Steel Co., ete. 

2640. • 

8HED(S)-
Que~tion re eredion of- for third elass passengers ~o S,mepur and Samas

tipur railway stations on the Bengal and North-Western Railway. 2364. 
Question re erection of- on the platforms at Kob.i station. 2537-38. 

SHIFT SYSTEM-
Question re introduction of the- in mines and prohibition of the employ· 

ment of women underground. 2736. 
SHIP-

S~e under "Pilgrim Ship"· 
SHOLAPUi-

Question re reduction of the number of sets. of R. M. S. sorters working 
between Bombily and-. 2810. 

SHOOTING-' I 

Question re- of Indians in' British Guiana. 2775. 

SICKNES&--
Question re -among the staff of the Lalmonirhat district of the E. B. 

Railway. 284.Q. 

smrrv A, MR. R. K.- · 
Questions re all\'ged assault by •oldiers on -at the Karachi railway atatioD. 

2424, 2426, 2544, 2645. 
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SIDING(S)-
Question re raibvay- at Feny River Ghat. :2231-52. 

3IGNALLER(S)-
Question re grievances of the- of the Lnlmonirhnt distriet of the Eastern 

Bengal Railway. 2848. 

SINDH-
Question re letter in the "Daily Gazette", Sindh, re Disenfranchised 

Europeans of-". 2240-41. 

~INGH, l!R. GAYA PRASAD- 1 
Question re aboli:ion of Boards of Revenue. 2374. 
Question re alleged assault by soldiers on l\lr. R. K. Sidhva at Karachi Can

tonment station. 2645. 
Question (Supplementary) re alleged attempt by the authorities of a certain 

railway to preJudice the success of the State management of the line. 
2809-10. 

Question re alleged canvassing of :Members of Parliament by the Honourable 
Sir Malcolm Hailey. 2384-85. 

Question re alleged malpractices of labour recruiters. 2783-84. 
. Question re boycott of foreign made cloth. 2781. 

Question re case of Panna Lal Gopi, late assistant station master, Karbighwan, 
E. I. Railway. 2420-21. 

Question re chauge in· the W aziristan policy. 2383. 
Question re complaints against the Howrah railway staff. 2374. 
Question re eon tract- with the Dengal and North Weste!·n Railway. 2385-86. 
Question re corresr ondcnce relnting to the Khilafat De [egation. 2382-83. 
Question re deiention of telegraph mesS~:']es relating to the release of 

Mahatma Gan:lhi. 2385. 
Question re dismissal of Mr. N. Subba Rao, telegraphi.:;t of Bezwada. 2407-

11 . 
. Question re emigration agents employed by the Emigration Depot at Benares. 

2782-83. 
Question re emigration age;nts· in Mauritius. 2783. 
Question re Emigration Depot at Benares. 2781-82. 
Question re employment of the Indian Army outside India. 2866. 
Question (Supplementary) re erection of sheds for third class passengers at 

important railway stations on the Bengal and ~North Western Railway. 
2365. 

Question re expenditure on the lighting and buoying of the Persian Gulf. 
2383. . 

Question re floods in Bihar. 2426-28. 
Question re floods in Bihar and Orissa. 2383-84. , 
Question re impending legislation prejudicially affecting the politieal right• 

of Indians in Mauritius. 2783. · 
Question re Indian People's ·Famine Trust Fund. 2777-80. 
Question re inquiry into the working of the reforms. 2644-45. 
Question re inspection remarks of visitors to the Emigration Depot, Benares. 

2783. 
Question re insufficiently !iereened latrines at stations on the East I~dian and 

the Bengal and North-Western Railways. 2375. 
Question re Judges appointed to examine the cases of State Prisoners in 

Bengal. 2407. • 
Question (Supplementary) re law relating to the intereeption of the e!'lrre•

pondenee of private individual.a. :l771. 
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SINGH, Ma. GAYA PRASAD-co~ttd. 
Quastion ,, levy of toll at the bridge over thfl Gu!!.duk between Hajipur and 

Sonepur. 23ti6. 
Question re number of labourers recruited by the Emigration Depot, Benares. 

2783. • 
Question re overrrowding and unpunctuality of traina on the Howrah-Machada 

section of the Bengal Nagpur Railway. 2374. 
Ques~ion re percen~e of votes polled at the general elections for the Legis· 

lahve Assembly 1n 1920 and 1923, respectively. 2373-74. 
Q11estion re proscription of Lala Lajpat Rai's book 11 Yoll.llg India." 2428. 
Question re proscription of Mr. H. lr!. Hyndman's book "The Awakening of 

Asia." 2428. 
Question re recruitment for the Indian Medical Service. 2866-67. 
Question re refusal of passports to members of .the Khilafat Delegation to 

e!"rtain Muslim countries. 2375-82. 
Question (Supplementary) re Resolution relating to the release of Maulana 

Hasrat Mohani 2245. 
Question ~Supplementary) 11e skadowing of Members of the Legislative 

Assembly. 2774. 
Question (Supplementary) re !!hooting of Indians in British Guiana. 2775. 
Question (Supplementary) re State vs. Company management of Rail

ways. ~416. 
Que~tion re strength of parties in the Legislative Assembly. 2776. 
Question ..re subscriptions by civil and military offioors to the Dye1• Fund. 

2~65-66. 
Question re vernacular noti1ieation published by the Emigration Commissioner, 

Bt-nares. 2782. 
Resolution re Lee Commission's Report. 2848. ~.~ 

SINHA, M&. DEV AKI PRASAD-
Expressions of condolence at the deaths of l\Iaulvi Miyan Asjadullah and Sir 

.Ashutosh Mukharji. 2235. 
L~P Commission's Report. 2659. 
!Iotion for Adjournment to consider the Lee Commission's Report. 2395. 
Queetion re alleged canvassing cf Members of Parliament by the Honourable 

Sit Malcolm Hailey. 2651-52. 
Question re assaults on Indian railway passengers by, Europeans. 2654. 
Question re. changes in statutory rates relating to the Central Legislature. 

2653. 
Qut>stion re Committee appointed by the British Cabinet to consider Indian 

&!.airs. 2543. 
Question re Colllll1ittee on constitutional reforms. 2542-43. 
Question (Supplementary) re consultation with the Workers' Organisations 

in Indie. regarding subjects to be discussed by the International Labour 
C(lnferences. 2735-2736. 

Question re cost of free supply of Blue-books and Administration Reports 
re1ating to Central subjects to :Members of the Indian Legislature. 2654. 

Que!tiou. (Supplementary) re discontinuance of the sale of Government of 
India publications at the provincial Govts.' Book Depots. 2438. 

Question re dismissal of Mr. Subba Rao, telegraphist. 2540-42. . 
Question (Supplementary) re dismissal of lr!r. Subba Rao, telegraph1st, 

Bezwada. 2634. · 
Question (Supplementary) r~ expenditure 011 the Forest Research Institute, 

Debra Dun. 2631, 
Queliition (Supplementary) , floods m Bihar. :1425. 
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SINHA, MR. DEVKAI PRASAD-co11td. 

Question (Supplementary) re granting of promotion to Income-tax officers. 
2858. 

Question (Supplementary) t·e India's r!'presentative at the Advil!ory Com· 
mission of the League of Nations dealing with the opium traffic. 2624. 

Question (Supplementary) re inquiry into the working of the Government of 
Illdia Act, 1919. 2639. 

Question re jail reform. 2538-39. 
Question (Supplementary) re labour representa;.ion on the Central and Local 
. Legislatures. 27 40. 
Question (Supplementary) re levy of a polt-tax in Kt>nya. 25~5. 
l.lnestion ( Supplementury) re levy of taxation by executive actitiU, 2758. 
(~uestion re naturalisation of Indians in the United States of Amerita. 

2o52-53, 2141. 
Question (Supp~ementary) re nc,minated ofiillial :Member::-~ of the Central 

Legislature. 2632. 
Question re passenger trains between Sone East ~ank and Daltonganj on 

the East Indian Railway. 2855-56. · · 
Question re prohibition of the employment of '':omen and children in mines, 
, etc. 2856-57. , 

1 
• 

Question (Suplementary) re prohibition of the wearing of khaddar by 
Government servants, etc. 2426. 

Question (Suplemcntary) re racial discretion between employees on 
State Railways. 2738. ' · 

Question re reforms inquiry 1·egarding relatil'ns between Governors a~1d 
Ministers in the provinces, etc. 2856. 

Question (Supplementary) re rent of quarters at Longwood Hotel, Simla. 
2::!65-2366, 2367. . . 

Question (Supplementary) re Resolution relating to the release of Maulana 
Hasrat Mohani. 2245. 

Question re sale of Goverument of India Blue-books at the headquarters 
of provincial Governments. 2654-55 · 

Question (Supplementary) 're tenders for locomotives. 2637-2638. 
-Question {Supplementary) re working hours of traffic and transport staff 

en Indian railways. 2549. ..;;. -
Sti'el Industry (Protection) Bill-· 
Motion to circulak 2~52-55, 2456, 2457, 24581 -2466. 
Proposal that :Members interested in the Tata Company should not be 

allowed to take any part in the debate. 24i0, 2485. 
Proposal that the Honourable the President do now leave the Chair. 2470. 
Consideration of-

Clause 2. 2500, 2501. 
Clause 3. 2573, 2588-90, 2592, 2598. 
Clause 6. 2677, 2678. 
Schedule. 2683, 2684-851 2686-87. 
Preamble. 2724. 

biRi.J:'~riV .. -
Question re proposed construction of railways between Raipur and Viziana-

gram and- and Rajahmundry. 2404. . · 

SITA RAM, LALA-
Question re assessment to income-tax of -. 2256-57. 
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SLAUGRTF.li; HOU~E(S), MILIT.A.RY-
Qufstion te !otal tumber of bovine cattle slau:~·ht.~red in -. 2657. 

SOLDIER(S)-

Question re alleged assault by British - on Mr. R. K. Sidhva of Katael:i. 
2424, 2426, 2544,' 2645. 

Question re alleged assault by -on a Farsi passenger at the Karachi Canton
ment Railway station. 2533-34. 

Question re alleged i~l-treatment of an Indian ·railway passenger by -. 
2529. . ' ' 

Question re disinterment and cremation of the bodies of Hi~du and Sikh 
- killed in the Great War. 2425. 

SOMAR CHAND AND SONS, MESSRS.-

Question re alleged profiteering by -, food \'endors on the E; B. Railway. 
2851-52. ' ' ' 

SONE EAST BANK- · 
Question re passenger trains between - and Dnltonganj on the E. I. Rail-

way. 2855-56. · 

SONEPUR-
Question re erection of sheds for third class passengers at - and Samasti

pur railway stations on the Bengal and North Western Railway. 2364. 
Ste under 11 Gunduk." 

SORTER(S)-
Question re reduction 'of the number of sets of R. M. S. - working between 

Bombay and Sholapur. 2810. 

SOUTH AFRICAN(S)-
Question re number of Americans and - in India and amount of property 

held by them in this country, ·etc. 2774. 

SOUTH AFRICAN COAL
See under 11 Coal.'1 

SOUTH INDIAN RAILWAY
Question re - strike. 2909. 
Question re third class passenger fares on the -. 2733. 

SOUTHERN COMl\IAND AND POONA DISTRICT-
Question re production of medical certificates by the establishment of the 

office of the Controller of Military, Accounts, -, etc. 2643-44 

STAFF-
Questiml re working hours of traffic and transport - on Indian railways. 

2549. 

STAFF COUNCILS- . 
Question re improvement of the constitution of - on the G. I. P. Railway. 

2882. 
Question , - on the G. I. P. Hailway. 2878. 

STAFF SELECTION BOARD-
Question re - 's examination. 2807. 
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STANDING FINANCE COMMITTEE-
Meetings of the - and of ihe CommiUee on tbt separa~ou of Rl\ilway 

Finances. 2763. 

STATE MANAGEMENT-
Question re alleged attempt by the authorities of a certain Ra.ilway to pre· 

judice the success of the - of the line. 280Q-l0. 

S'l'ATE PRISONER(S)-
Question re Judges appointed to examine the case& of - in Bengal. 2407. 

STATE RAILWAY(S)-
Question re conversion of the G. I. P. and B., B. & C. I. Railways into 

--.-. 2750. 
Question re enhanced powers of agents of - and Dhectors of Company· 

managed Railways in regard to establishments. 2388. 
Question re local traffic 11ervice on - and on the E. I. Railway. 2884-SG. 
Question re payment of relieving allowances to relieving hands on -. 

2848. 
Question re racial discrimination between employees on -. 2738. 

. Question re vacancies in the Provincial En~Pneerini' Service on -. 2853. 
See under "Railway(s)." 

STATE RAILWAY HOSPITALS
See under "Hospital(s)." 

STATE SCHOLARSHIP
See under "Scholarship." 

STATEMENT(S) (LAID ON THE TABLE)
- re licenses for fire-arms. 2276 .. 
- re position of members of the dollliciled community in the British and 

Indian Army. 2276. · 

STATION HOSPITAL(S)-
Question re percentage of Indian Medical Officers in India -. 2557. 

STATION MASTER(S)-
Question re allegations against the - of Kasur. 2527-29. 
Question recharge allowance of European and. Allglo-Indian -. 25315. 
Question re European and Anglo-Indian - and Assistant -- on the 

Eastern Bengal Railway. 2850-51. 
Question re position of stfltion superintendents vis-a-vis -. 2364. 
Question re salaries of Indian - and Assistant - on the Eastern Bengal 

Railway. 2850. -

STATION STAFF-
Question re quarten of the - on thi E. B. Railway. 2642. 

STATION SUPERINTENDENT ( S )-
. Question re position of - tii-a-~is itatiou maliten. 2364. 

STATIONERY-
Question re powers of Loaal Oovirnmint& to purchaliit locally manufactured 

- and stores~ 2271. . · 

STATISTICs-
Question re compilation of - relating to the condition of labour employed 

o• Indian railway•. 2S53. 
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STATUTORY RULES-
Questlion re amendments of the Indian Legislative Rules or other ---. 

2759-.60. 
See under "Rule(s)." 

STEAMSIDP COMPANIEs-
Question re domicile af - engaged in the export trade in iron steel and coal 

from India. 2364. ' 

STEEL-
Question re consumption of - in India. 2803. 
Question re foreib'll iron and -· purchased by Government Departments. 
' 2749. • 
Question re iron and ·- of Indian and foreign origin purchased by 

State and guaranteed Railways, etc. 2748. 
Question re price of iron, -,- and other products purchased by Government 

from the Tata Iron and - Company and from other firms. 2247-48. 

STEEL INDUSTRY-
Question re forei~:,'ll competition with the Indian -. 2530. 

STEEL INDUSTRY (PROTECTION) BILL- . 
Question re liability of Indian States to pay the protective duties imposed by 

the -. 2847-48. 
See under "Bill(s)." 

STEEL PRODUCTS-
Question re annual requirements of Government and annual output of the 

Tata Iron and Steel C,ompany of certain classes of -. 2529-30. 

STIPEND(S)-
Question re annual -1- granted by the E. B. Railway to the children of 

European, Anglo-Indian and Indian employees attending hill schools. · 2874. 
Question re monthly - of Sultan Mariam Begvm. 2791. . 

STORE(S)-
Question re contract for Government -. 2746-47. 
Question re expenditure on - for the Currency Department. 2859. 
Question re powers of Local Governments to purchase locally manufactured 

stationery and -. 2271. 
Question re purchase of railway -. 2747-48. 

STORES PURCHASE RULEs
Question re new -. 2411-12. 

STRIKE(S)-
Question re South Indian Railway. 2909. 

STL'DENT(S)- . 
Qu(IStion re admi~sion of European, Anglo-Indian and Indian - to the 

Ruilwav Tecl·nical Institute, United Provinces. 2250. 
Question ·,e lndi'an technolo:,ri.cal - abroad. 2274-75. 

Sl'BBA RAO, Ma.- • , 
Question re dismissal of -, a telegraphist. 22G5, 2407-11, 2425, 2540-42, 

2G32-34. 

!lrB-DIVISIO~AL OFFICER (S)-
Question re stn•ngth of (!nrrison. enbrineers and - (Military and Ci·;il). 

2268. 
Ll03L! 
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SUBEDAR(S)-
Question re jamadars, - and subedar majors in the fighting units and 

also in the Indian Medical Department of the Indian Army. 2546-48. 

SUBEDAR MAJOR(S)-
Question re jamadars, subedars and - in the· fighting units and also in 

the Indian Medical Department of the Indian Army. 2546-48. 

SUBORDINATE ACCOUNTS SERVICE
Question re probation~rs in the -.. 2907. 

SUBORDINATE STAFF-
Question re feav~ of ~ower - in the tr~ffic and transport department of 

the G. I. P. Hallway. 2552. · 

SUBRATI-
Question re case of -. 2793 .. 

SUBSCRIPTION(S)-
Question re -'- by civil and military officers to the Dyer Fund. 2865-66. 

"SUJA ", S. 8.-
Question re purchase of return tickets by pilgrims for Mecca by the -. 

. 2362. ' 

SULPIIUR-
Question re manufacture of -, sulphuric acid, etc., in India. 2796. 
Question re removal of the duty on -. 2526. 
Resolution re removal of the import duty on -. 2765-69. 

SULPHURIC ACID-
Question re manufa~ture ot sulphur, -. -, etc., in India. 2796. 

SUPERINTENDENT OF POST OFFICEs-
. Question re number of bead postmasters and - charge-sheeted in the Punjab 

in 1921-22 and 1923-24. 2406. 

SUPERIOR STAFF- I 

Question re training facilities for - employed by State· and Company
managed .Railways. 2525-26. 

SUPERSES_SION(S).-
Quest~n re - in the office of the Post Master General, Punjab. 2558. 

SUPPLY AND TRANSPORT DEPARTMENT- -- _, 
Question re sale of surplus stocks of whisky by the -, Lahore. 2797-98. 

SURAT-
.:-- Question re alleged over-assessment to ineome .. tax of a merch~nt of - by 

the Income-tax Officer of that place. 2857-58. 

SURPLUS STOCKs-
Question re sale of - of whisky by the Supply and Transport Department, 

Lahore. 2797-98. 

SURVEY DEPARTMENT, MADRAS-
Question re difference in terms of service of employees of the -.and II 

class officers of the Survey of India. 2264-65. 

SURVEY OF INDIA-
Question re difference in terms of service of employees of the Madras Survey 

Department and II class officers of the -. 2264-65. ' 
Question re European officers in the -. 2625-26, 
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SWEDISH MATCH COMPANY-
Question re establishment of mateh factories in India by the-. -. 2426. 

SY AliACHARAN; MB.-
Question re latrines on the Bent :1 and North Western Railway stations. 

2236. 
Question re letters of the Bombay Humanitarian League, dated respectively, 

the 30th January and lOth· March, 1924. 2236. 

SYKES, MB. E. F.
Oath of Office. 2231. 

TADEPALLIGUDEM-
Question re proposed remodelling of the Nidadavolu and - stations on the 

M. and S. lL Railwi!Y. 2404-05. . 

TAMBAR.AM-
Qqestion re double line railway project from -· to Madras. 2133. 

TAJ\G.L~IKA- , 
Question re percentage of Indian Settlers in Uganda and-. 2360. 

TARGET- . 
Question re dangers attendant on the location of the new - for the use of the 

Ghorpadi cavalry. 2437-38. · · 

TARIFF BOARD-
Question re annual programme of the -. 2403. 

. Question re communications from the Indian Merchants Chamber regarding 
the -'s report. 2414. 

TARAKESSAR-
Question re extension of the- branch of the E. 'I. Rail"«y from -to the 

Damodar embankment. 2877. 

TATA IRON AND STEEL COMPANY, ,THE-
Question re annual requirements of Government and annual output of - of 

eertain cla~es of steel products. 2529-30. 
Question re list of Directors and shareholders of -, eW. 2G40. 
Question re price of iron, steel and other products purchased by Government 

from- and from other firms. 2247-48 .. 
Question re -. 2355-56. 

TAX(ES)-· 
Qw-stion re recovery of municipal and other - from certain clasr.~>s of Gov . 

. ernment servants occupying free quarters. 2810. 

T 

TAXATION-
Questions '" Committee on Indian-.. 2756-57, 2759. 
Question re levy of-by executive action. 2757-58. 

TAXATION COMMITTEE
See under "Com.mittee(s)." 

TAXES ON INCOME- . , 
Question re share of too Provincial Governments in the revenue from -. 

2240. 
TECIINOLOGICAL STUDENTS, INDIAN

Question re Indian- abroad. 2274-75. 
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TECHNOLOGICAL STUDIES-
Question re. provision of facilities for- in India. 2273-74. 

TELEGRAM(S)-
Question re cost of - recommending the Cantonment Superintendent, 

Hyderabad, Sind, for the post of Executive Office~. 28G:l. 

TELEGRAPH FORMS AND ENVELOPES-
Question re earnings from advertisements on-. 2272. 

TELEGRAPHIST ( S )-
Question re contracts of -. 2898-2903. 

TENANCY(IES)-
Question re rule of primogeniture obtaining in the ease of - held hy rav~lry 

grantees in the Lower Jhelum Canal Colony. 2803-04. 

TENDER ( S )- . 
Question re - for locomotives. 2634-38. 

TENTAGE ALLOWANCE
See under "Allowance(s)." · 

TERMINAL STATION- . 
· Question re acquisition of land by the B., B. & C. I. Railway for extension of 

their -. - in Bombay. 2746. ' 

TERRITORIAL FORCE, INDIA..~- . 
Question re appointment of an Indian Christian to the Committee on the 

expansion of the -. 2655. 

THEFTS- . 
. Question re lia~ility of pointsmen on tl1e B. & N. W. Railway in cases of 
, running train -. 2880. 

THIRD CLASS PASSENGER(S)- _ 
Question re erection of sheds for- at Sonepur and Samastipur railway 

stations on the Bngal and North-Western Railway. 23G4. 
Question re facilities for-' traffic on railways in the United States of America. 

2419-20, I 

Question re grievances of-. 2412. 
Question re grievances of - on the local Howrah to Burdwan service on tlhe 

East Indian Railway. 2877-78. 
Question re- fares on the South Indian Railway. 2733. 

i'ICKET(S)- -
Question re platform -. 2790. 
Question re purchase of return -by pilgrims for Mecca by the S. S. 

" Suja "· 2362. 

TICKET COLLECTORS-
Question re c>xcess fare earnings of- on the Eastern Bengal Railway. 2879. 
Question re submission of statements of earnings beyond their lawful salaries 
by- of the North-\V:~stern Railway, Karachi District. 2424-25. 

TICKET EXAMINER(S)-
Question re harassment of Members of the Legislative Assembly by -· - at 

railway stations. 2773-74. 

TIME SCALE-· 
Question re additional expenditure incurred by the introduction of the - in 

the Military Accounts Department. 2372-73. ~ 
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TOLL-
Qu~tion re levy of - at the bridge over the Gunduk betwee11. Hajipur and 

Sonepur. 2386. 

TOTTENHAM, Ma. A. R. L.
Oath of Office. 2231. 

TOUR(S)-
Question re - of inspection of the Postmaster General, Punjab Postal 

Cirele. 2892-93. . 

TOUR PROGRAMMES-
Question re circulatipn of- of high officials to post offices. 2861. 

TOWNSEND, Ma. C. A. H.
Oath of Office. 2231. 

TRAFFIC INSPECTORS-
Question re- on the North-Western Railway. 2263-64. 

TRAFFIC STAFF-
Question re uniforms for the - of the 0. & R. Railway. 2787. 

TRAIN(S)-' 
Question re complaints regarding the timings of 'certain down local

between Howrah and Burdwan on the East Indian Railway. 2878. 
Question re ove~crowding of -. 236l 
Question re passenger - between Sone East Bank and :Oaltonganj on the 

East Indian Railway. 2855-56. 

TRAINING FACILITIES-
Question re - for superior staff employed by State and Company-managed 

railways. 2525-26. 

TRAVELLING ALLOWANCE(S}-
Question re- of the Postmaster General, Punjab Postal Circle, during 

1020-211 1921-22, 1922-23 and 1923-24. 2893-94. _ 
Question re. ---.. of the Postmasters General in India during 1922-23 and 

1923-24. 2888. 

TROOPS, INDIAN-
Question re appointment of Indians as sub-divisional officers in CantontlWlts 

oecupied by- -. 2268-69. 
Question re provision of canteens for -. 2889. 

TUCKER, M&.-
Question re alleged assault by - upon an Indian clerk. 2793-94. 

u 

UGANDA-
Question re percentage of Indian settler& in - and Tanganyika. 2360. 

lTJAOAR SINGH BEDI, BABA-

Steel Industry (Protection) Bill- · 
Motion to circulate. 2452, 2458, 2459-60, 2464, 2467. 

tNIFORM(S)-
Question re- for the traffic ~taft' of the 0. and R. Railway. 2787. 

Ll03LA 
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UNION(S)-
Question re names of Railwaymcn's - or Associations rrcognised by the 

authorities of the Indian Railways. 2880-81. · ·. 
Question re otftcial recognition of Railway - or Associations. 2880. 
Question re resolution8 of the Wadi Bunder branch (Bombay) of the G. I. P. 

Railway Staff-. 2883. 
Question re rival on the 0. an(l R. Railway. 2785-86. 

·UNIT(S)-
. Question re stoppage of conveyance allowanee of clerks and accountants 

attached to - and formations. 2906-07. 

UNITED PROVINCES-
Question re admission of European, Anglo-Indian and Indian students to the 

Railway Technical Institute, -· . 2250. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA-
Question re facilities for third class passenger traffic on railways in the -. 

2419-20. 

UNIVERSITY OFFICERS' TRAINING CORPs-
Question re admission of Indinn stud'ents to the -. 2388-89. 

UPPER SUBORDINATE .APPOINTl\IENTB
See under "Appointments." 

v 

. VACANCY(IES)-
9uestion re advertising of - on. the Eastern Bengal Railway. 2850. 

VENDOR(S)-
Question re alleged profiteering by Messrs. Somar Chand and Sons, food -

on the E. B. Railway. 2851-52. 
Question re card passes issued to - on the E. B. Railway. 2851. 
Question re licence fees of food - on the E. B. Railway. 2851. 

VENKATAPATIRAJU, MR. B.-
- Question '(Supplementary) 'N' faeilities for third class passenger traffic on 

railways in the U. S. of America. 2420.' 
Resolution re Lee Commi~sion's Report. 2844. 

VERNACULAR-
' Question re issue of orders in the - by Railway authorities. 2849. 

VETERINARY ASSISTANT(S)- _ 
Question re pay of - of the Army Remount Department and of the Army 

Veterinary Corps. 2254-56. " 

VICTORIA TERMINUs-
Question re provision of Hindu and Muhammadan refreshment rooms at -, 

Bombay. 2852. · 

VISHINDAS, MR. HARCHANDRAI-
Question re alleged assault by soldiers on Mr. R. K. Sidhva at the Kar~chi 

Railway station. 2424, 2426. . . 
Question re closing of goods and' parcel offices on Indian holidays. 2802. 
Question re disinterment and (!remation of the bodies of Hindu and Sikh 

soldiers killed in the Great War. 2425. 
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VISHINDAS, Ma. HARCHANDRAI-contd. 
Quet~ti~n re dist~ctions in rates of pay drawn by Anglo-Indians, Christians, 

Pars1s and Ind,anl! on the N.-W. Railway. 2801-02. . 
Que:;tion re ~xemption from payment of excise duty on motor spirits granted 

to the Indmn Products Company and the Hartikool Oil Co. 2430. 
Question re grant of passports to the proposeJ' members of the Khilafat 

Delegation to Turkey, etc. 2430-31. 
Que~tion re guards and drivers on the N.-W. Railway. 2533. 
Quel)tion re high price of petrol in India. 2435-36. 
Que~tion re house-rent allowance for reli.eving goods clerks. 2802. 
~uestion re promotion of various classes of employees on the N.-W. Railway. 

2802. . -
<:nestion re proposed construction of an overbridge at the Clifton railwa,: 

crossing at Karachi. 2429. · . ' 
Question re Reforms Inquiry Committee. 2799. 
Question re submission of statetnent 6f earnings beyond their lawful salaries 

by ticket collectors of the N.-W. Railway, Karachi District. 2424-25. 
Question re uncovered platforms .at Karachi Cantonment station. 2429. 
Question re uncovered platformR at Kotri Junction on the N.-W. Railway. 

2429. 
Stm•l Indut!try (Protection) Bill-

Di~cussion re admissibility or otherwise of certain amendmentij before the 
- was referred to Select Committee. 2300. 

VIZIANAGRAM-
Qut•t~tion re proposed construction of railways between Raipur and and 

Sironcha and Rajahmundry. 2004. ' 

VOTES-
Question re percentage of -- polled at the general elections for the Legisla

tive Assembly in 1920 and 19231 respectively. 2373-74. 

w 

WADI BUNDER-
Question re resolutions of the -- Branch (Bombay) of the Great Indian 

Peninsula Railway Staff Union. :2883. 
Question re working hour::~ of tlle Htaff of the Great Indian Peninsula Rail-

way at -. 2550-51. 

WAGE(S)-
Question re delay in payment ci£ monthly - to employees in organised 

factories. 2737. 
Quel)tion re regulation of the payment of-. within a fixed period after they 

are due. 2737-38. 

WAGO~(S)- . . . , 
Quel.ltion re encouragement of th(• manufacture of - ancl locomotives m 

India. 26:18-39. 
Question re--supply for coal. 2~. 

WAITING ROOll(S)- . 
Question re construc!ion of- at Kovut and Kavali railway stations. 2?53. 
Question re Indian ladies' - at the l\Ioradaba~ railway station. 2628. 
Question til -!or Indians at :Manmad Ju~ctlon. 2405-06, 
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WAJIHUDDIN, HAJI- • , 
Question re complimentary passes i~sued to Indians and Europeans on thr, 

East Indian Railway. 2357. 
Question re elimination of Hindustani Mussalmans from Indian infantry 

regiments. 2789-90. 
Question (Supplementary) re grant of the franchi:;e in Cantonment~. 2G51. 
Question re Local.Advisory Councils on railway~. 2357. 
Question re loss of luggage of Indian pilgrims to the Hedjaz by fire on the 

S.S. "Frangestan ". 2358. 
Question re ·opening of the port of Calcutta to pilgrim traffic. 2790-01. 
Question re pilgrims to the Hedjaz · 2357-58. 
Question re platform tickets. 2'190. 
Question re reduction of railway fares. 2356-57. 
Question re treatment of plague patients in Cantonm~nts. 2789. 

WAtTAIR-
Question re renewal of the :ailway track between - and Calcutta. 2903. 

WANA, POLITICAL AGENT FOR-
See under "Political Agent for Wana." 

WAR-
Question re calculation of period of re-employment in the Military Accounts 

Department during the - for pension or gratuity. 2443. 
Question re compensation paid to the families of Indian soldiers, sailors and 

labourers who died on active service during the-. 2370-71. 
Question re disinterment and cremation of the bodies of Hindu and Sikh sol

diers killed in the Great -. 2425 . 
. Question re issue of opium during the - to Indian personnel on active 

service. 2889-90. 

WATCH AND WARD .STAFF-
Question re introduction of - on Railways. 2786-87. 

WAZIRISTAN POLICY-
Question re change in the -. 2383. 

WAZIRISTAN, RESIDENT lN-.-
See under "Resident in Waziristan." 

WEALTH, AVERAGE-
Question re - of the population of India. 2853. 

WHIPPING-
Question re abolition of - for certain criminal offences. 2854-55. 

WHISKY-
Question re sale of surplus stocks of - by the Supply and Transporl 

Department, Lahore. 2797-98. · · • 
WILLSON, MR. W. S. J.- . 

Congratulations to Mr. President. ~he Honourable Sir Alexander ll!uddiman 
and the Honourable Sir Bhupe~dra Nath 1\Iitra. 2235. 

Expressions of condolence at the deaths of Mr. Satish Chandra Gh·~~h, ,Maulvi 
Miyan Asjadullah and Sir Ashutosh Mukharji. 2234-35. · 

Question (Supplementary) '' effect of the enhanced duty on motor cars. 
265~ . . 

Question re facilities for the coal trade. ·2865. 
Question re ineome-tu on the tentage allowance of military officers. 2806, 
Question re indistinct postmarking of letters. 2253. 
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WILLSO~, Ma. w. 8, J,"'-f'IIHitl, 

Quest~on ( Supp!vml•ul nry) '' l,m ul AdviMory Committees for railways. 2441. 
• Queshon r6 notlrCI nt lnNIII ur clc•"trudion of mails. 2651. 

Quest~on " valitlily uf t'rrtuin clrtHIICB of instruments executed under the 
Indian Stamp A1•t. 2·m·33. 

Steel Industry (l'rulc•rLion) Bill
Motion to considor, 2304·08. 
Discussion on Mr. D. P. Siuhu'M proposal that Members interested in the' 

Tata Company ~uuuld not ht~ allowed to take· any part in the debate 
2475-76. . 

Consid~ration of-
Clause 2. 2510-11, 2518. 
Schedule. 2690, 2693-94, 2695-96. 
Clause 3. 2602-05, 2611. 

WIRELESS SERVICE, RANGOON
Question re failure of the-. 2413-14. 

WOMEN-
Question re introduction of the shift system· in mines and prohibition of the 

employment of - underground. 2736. 
Question re prohibition of the employment of -- and children in mines, 

etc. 2856-57. · 
WORKING HOURS-

Question re limitation of the - of employees on Indian railways. 2552-53. 
Question re - of certain classes of employees on the Great Indian Pen

insula. Railway. 2552. 
Question re - of the staff of the Great Indian Peninsula Railway employ&d 

at Wadi Bunder. 2550-51. 
• Question re - of subordinates employed in railway goods sheds. 2550. 

Question re- of traffic and transport staff on Indian railways. 2549. 
WORKMEN'S BREACH OF CONTRACT ACT, 1859-

Question re repeal of section 492 of the Indian Penal Code and of the -. 
2736. 

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION ACT, 1923-
Question re extension of the ben<'fit of the - to Indian seamen. 2855. 
Question re inclusion of Indian seamen in the -· . 2771-72. 

WORKSHOP(S}-
Question re chargemen and journeymen in the 0. and R. Railway - at 

Lucknow. 2248-49. 
Question re European, Anglo-Indian and Indian apprentices in the 0. and 

R. Railway - at Lucknow. 2249-50. 
Question re grant of a State ~cLolarship to an Indian graduate lately em

ployed as an appentice in the Jamalpur- of the East Indian Railway. 
2873. 

WOVEN GOODs-
Question re decrease in the excise duty ou -. 2795-96. 
Question re decrease in the output of yarn and - numufacttired by Indian 

mills. 2795. 
y 

Y AKUB, lliutvx MUHAMMAD-
Question re abolition of racial discrimination on Stat!.! Hailways. 2794. 
Question re alle!!ed assault by 1\Ir. Tucker upon an Indian clerk. 2793-94. 
Question re ap~ointmcnt of )Julwmm:.t ::ms to the Indian Civil Service and 

the Imperial Police Service. 2tl; J· 76. 
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Y AKUB, MAUL VI MUH.AMMAD-contd. 
Queiltion re case of Subrati. 2793. 
Question re clearance of materials belonging to the 0. and R. Railway so~ 
. auction to contractors. 2795. "' · 

Question re construction of a platform on the Kathghar railw;y stab 
2628. . ·i 

Question re"<Deputy Director of Establishments, Railways. 2793. · , 
Question re difference in term:s of sel'vice of employees of the Madrati Sur 

De.:E)lol'tment and II class officers of the Survey of India. 2264-65. 
Quesr'ron re dismissal of Mr. S. V. Naidu, late Station Master of Baraba: 

2627. 
Queition re dual appointments on the 0. and H. Railway. 27B5. 
Question re Europoon officers in the Survey of India. 2625-26. 
Question re fees of Mr. Rm;~ Alston, barrister for the prosecution, in 

Cawnpore conspiracy cat:~e. 2627. 
Question re Indian chargemen and foremen on the 0. and R. Railway. 27:J41 
Question re Indian ladies' waiting room at the l\foradabad railway staq~ 

2628. ' . ' 
Question re Indians iu superior appointments 011 the railways. :2794. 
Question re monthly stipend of Sultan Mariam Begum. 2791. 
Question re permission to scholars to have aeces::; to certain Government(! 

India recQrds.. 2876. 
Ques~on re Postal Insurance Fund. 2625. 
Question re Reforms Committee. 2804-0t.. 
Question re Reforms Inquiry Committee. 2870. 
Question re repair of motor cars of railway officials. 2741. 
Question re reserved saloons for officialt:~. 2791-93. . . ·f 
Question (Supplementary) re Resolution relating to the reltJase of Ma'ul~ 

Hasrat Mohanj-. 2244,. 2245. ' 
Q!Estion re retrtfuchments" on India railways. 2794. ·1 

Question (Supplementary) re rival unions on the 0. and R. Railway. 2786j 
Question (SUpplementary) re seizure by the police of certain manuscrij 

belonging to Maulana Abul Kalam Azad. 24pl. 1 
; 

Question re unprotected passenger shed at the Moradahad railway statU 
'2628. . 

Steel Industry (Protection) Bill-
Discussion· on Mr. D. P. Sinha'~ proposal that Members interested in ~. 

Tata Company sbou~ not be allowed to take any part in the deb~ 
2481-82. 

YARN-
Question re decrease in the export of Indian -. 2795. . 
Question re decrease in the output of - and woven goodt> maLufactut 

by InidiM mills. 2795. 
4' YOUNG INDIA"-

• Question re proscription of Lala Lajput Rai's book -. 2428. 

z 
jANZIBAR GOVERNMENT-

Question re allegations against Asiatic clerks and Indian money-lenders in ·b 
report of the Commission on Agriculture appointed by the in 19l( 
2414-15. 
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