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[Secretary]

passed by the Lok Sabha at
its sitting held on -the 12th
December, 1955, and trans-
mitted to the Rajya Sabha
for its Tecommendations and
to state that this House has
no recommendations to make
to the Lok Sabha in regard
to the said Bill.”

MOTION RE REPORT OF STATES
REORGANISATION COMMISSION

Mr. Speaker: The House will now
proceed with the further considera-
tion of the following motion:

“That the Report of the States
Reorganisation Commission be
taken into consideration”.

This debate has gone on for four
days and we have five days before
us.

An Hon, Member: Four and a half
days. ‘

Mr. Speaker: No; I think on the
last day there will be no Private
Members’ business. That was the
suggestion made by the Business Ad-
visory Committee, and therefore, 1
said five days including today. In
spite of my very keen and best
desire to give every Member a
chance to speak, looking to the
length of speeches of hon. Mem-
bers and perhaps a nervousness
on my part that it may not be
possible to enforce a strict limit on
speeches—unless Members themselves
co-operate—it may not be possible to
glve a chance to every one to whom
the Chair would like to give a chance.
I am trying to conduct the debate on
the lines which I had indicated pre-
viously, and it is my desire to see that
every State, as at present organised,
gets a chance of representing its views.
Wherever a State is affected most, it
should be given more time and Mem-
bers representing some States which
are not affected practically may be
expected to be charitable enough to
forego any spceches here, but even
they should get a chance to speak on
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the general aspects. I am not denying
that. But I think we must now place
a time-limit, and I shall do so only if
the House supports me in that matter.

Some Hon. Members: No.

Mr. Speaker: There seem to be
some discentients on the left side

_here.

Shri C. K. Nair (Outer Delhf): Ex-
cept for Delhi which is most affected.

.Shri Debeswar Sarmah (Golaghat-
Jorhat) rose—

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member will
be called. 1 am going to give a chance
to him. Assam is in my picture.

Shri Debeswar Sarmah: I was going
to submit that the time-limit should
be clamped down only after the first
round is given to every State.

Shri Thanu Pillai (Tirunelveli):
Hon. Members who have been speak-
ing for particular States had been
given one and a half hours each. But
there is an opinign against the linguis-
tic division and none of them have
been given a chance. If some of ug
are gived an opportunity to speak for
an hour, and if some of us now are
to restrict the speeches to 15 minutes,
we cannot place our case properly or
some cases would not have been plac-
ed at all. I would, therefore, submit
that there should not be a time-limit

" for such Members.

I understand these
difficulties and indeed anticipated such
difficulties. There is nothing new in
these .points which the hon. Member
has brought to my notice.

Shri T. N. Singh (Banaras Distt.—
East): You have distributed the occa-
sion for speeches, in the past, accord-
ing to the States. One State after an-
other has been given the opportunity
and it has been discussed. It so hap-
pens that some States were unfortu-
nately placed later on in your list and
now they will suffer from the clamp-
ing down of a time-limit, 1 do not
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know whether this aspect struck you.
1 do not want to interrupt at all, but
1 hope you will kindly consider this
aspect of the problem.

Mr. Speaker: The probability that
Uttar Pradesh will not get time in
proportion to its area and population
is quite clear to my mind. But I do
not myself feel so much for it or
about it because 1 see that the States
Reorganisation Commission’s Report
has not touched the existing Uttar
Pradesh at all. In the scheme of re-
vrganisation, as I have been able to
point, Uttar Pradesh continues as it
is. I can, however, understand the
anxiety of some Members to express
their views generally on the scheme
of reorganisation, but that is a
different point. I want, fheretore, to
give first chance to all those Mem-
bers representing all those States
which are affected by the scheme of
redistribution, so that in- bringing
legislation and making their proposals,
the Government may have a chance of
taking all aspects into consideration.
Of course, if somebody feels that the
minority report on Uttar Pradesh is
going to be accepted, if that is the
nervousness, perhaps there is some
occasion for a speech on that point.
But whatever it may be, I was merely
saying it a little lightly and not very
seriously......

Shri T. N. Singh: Your observation
is rather unfair.

Mr. Speaker:
There are two or three ways which
1 want to suggest (Interruption). Let
there be no interference. We are tak-
ing unnecessary time and it is not
going to lead to any result practically.
1 was going to suggest two or three
things. The hon. Members will be
patient and then adjust themselves to
my appeal. My first suggestion to the
hon. Members is that I do not like to
place a time-limit myself but that I
shall leave it to hon. Members speak-
ing, taking into consideration that
there are other Members who have
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perhaps equally if not more important
paints, to place before the House. Un-
fortunately, my appeals have not yet
borne much fruit. I do not propose to
exercise authority as much as possible.
It it comes to that 1 may have to do
it but very unwillingly. So, one of
the first things that I suggested was
a iime-lim.t, The other thing is, be-
cause we are sitting today up to 6-30,
the sitting may be extended up to
7-0 p.M. and we might discuss the Re-
port for half an hour more. The third
thing which I have in mind is this.
In view of the absence of our friend
Shri Kamath, I may make bold to say
that, if the Hquse so agrees, the ques-
tion-hour may be dispensed with.

Several Hon. Members: Yes.

Mr. Speaker: By that. I think we
could gain four hours, especially look-
ing to the number of questions that
have been disposed of.

Some Hon, Members: No.

The Minister of Natural Resources
(Shri K. D. Malaviya): Uttar Pradesh
may be taken off the list.

Mr. Speaker: If the House is unwil-
ling, 1 shall not do that.

Shri M. S. Gurupadaswamy

(Mysore) rose—

Mr. Speaker: Let me hear those who
said “No.”

Shri M. 8. Gurupadaswamy: [ am
not saying “No.” I am saying “Yes.”

Pandit Thaknr Das Bhargava (Gur-
gaon): All those questions which are
starred will be treated as unstarred
and there will be written replies to
them. All the unanswered questions
will .be included with the reples. So,
nothing will be lost. Those Members
who are willing to speak will also get
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[Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava)

some chance. So, nothing will _be lost
it you choose to do away with the
qgestion hour.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty (Basir-
hat); 1 think we have allotted a suffi-
ciently large number of hours for the
S.R.C. Report, and think it is a very
bad precedent to give up the Ques-
tion Hour.

Mr. Speaker: In view of the oppo-
sition, I would not like to do that. So,
the Question Hour centinues; the
speakers may be crowded out.

Shri Bogawat (Ahmednagar South):
There are many Members who are
willing to forego the Questicn Hour.

Mr. Speaker: It is not a question of
majority against minority in this case.
Unless the House is unanimous on
that point, I would not do it.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava: There
can be a compromise; on two days the
Questior: Hour may be dropped.

Shri Kasliwal (Kotah-Jhalawar):
May 1 suggest that if we sit on Satur-
day also, we will have six hours mcre?

Mr. Speaker: 1 do not propose to
change in that manner. I have been
insisting that there must be some
definiteness in our planning. I have
announced a number of times that the
session will end on the 23rd evening.
If we sit on the 24th, there is no reason
why we should not sit on the 25th
also; it may go on till the Members
feel that they have nothing to speak
about. That is not a happy position.
The third thing 1 want to suggest is
that we sit up to 7 .M. today and on
alternate days we may resolve to sit
till 6-30 p.M. On the other alternate
days, we may sit up to 7 .M. That
will give some relief from continuous
strain.

Shri Kanavade Patll (Ahmednagar
North): I suggest that we can com-
mence the session at 10 o’cJock in the
morning.
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Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member:®
seems to ignore the fact that we have
to look to the convenience not only of
Members, but of the staff also who
have to work. The last suggestion 1
have to make is, to my mind in a
sense most important and we have
Been following that practice so far as
cut motions on Railways are concern-
ed. I suggest that hon. Membgers may
give a short statement of the particu
lar views which they want the Gov:
ernment to take into consideration i
respect of particular points in the Re-
port not exceeding say, about two
printed pages. They might place them
on the Table irrespective of the fact
whether they get chances to speak or
not and they might be taken as part
of the proceedings. That will give
every Member an advantage of having
his say to the Government but, the
time-limit for that will be definitely
6 P.M. on the 23rd evening and not
beyond that. It is not as if Members
may go on sending their views later
on. These are some of the things
which I wanted to suggest. So far as
the time-limit for speeches is concern-
ed, I suggest a time-limit of 15
minutes, which should in no case ex:
ceed 20 minutes, barring, of cotrse.
States which have not been touche!
at present.

Shri C. D. Pande (Naini Tal Distt.
cum Almora Distt.—South-West cum
Bareilly Distt.—North): There iy a
view that those States which are not
touched have nothing to say. That-
is not correct, because we are also
interested in the whole of India, what
is ' being done in Bombay, Maharash-
tra, Gujarat and other Staies.

Mr. Speaker: 1 quite apreciate that
point. When 1 say that they have
nothing to say, I never mean to sug-
gest that they are .not interested in
the whole of India. Everyone of us,
including the Chair, is intereete¢ in
the whole of India and to see that
India rises as a nation. But, the point
is, if separate shoes are going, to be
prepared for separate people, we
should consult the man for whom ths
shoe is made. It is for him to say
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where it pinches.and not for an out-
sider, an outsider in the sense that he
is outside the State. It is from ‘that
point of view that I wanted to sive
further chances to these people. What-
ever that might be, that point is pre-
sent in my mind, but the exigencfes, 1
think, are a little different. I an
following the progress of the discus-
sions from day to day and tryins ‘o
make a summary of it. Up till now
we have given chances for representa-
tion to about 17 units—J do not ssy
States—including Manipur and Tri-
pura. Our capital town had also some
attention paid to it and I find from
the list that about 9 puits have still
to say something. They may be small
or big—Coorg, Rajasthan, M.P.,
Assam, Ajmer, Bhopal, Bilaspur—I
don’t know whether I can take it as
a separate unit—Kutch and Vindhya
Pradesh. I have not read them in the
order in which I am going to tuke
them, but I am just mentionir.g ‘Lem.
I propose to continue the round with
Madhya Bharat, Vindhya Pradesh,
Orissa, Kerala, Mysore and then others
—I need not mention the whole lst.
The idea is, if we finish off this first
round by tomorrow evening by the
latest—if we can finish earlier, it
would be better—then, in the serond
round, we can take the problems of
States like Bombay, Punjab. Iydec-
abad etc., so that we can have (hiee
full days for the discussion of a!' the
points. Before I call upon .....

Shri Meghnad Saha (Calcutta—
North-West): Bengal is a big State.

Mr. Speaker: Bengal is a big State;
but so far as I see, it is to some ex-
tent a horder dispute and nothing
more than that. We have to see ihese

disputes in the background of the
entire re-organisation. That ig the

point,
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Shrimati Subhadra Joshi (Karnal)

rose—

Mr. Speaker: I do not want any dis-
cussion. I am not going to say any.
thing about Delhi now.

Shrimati Subhadra Joshi: That is
not my point. I want to ask whether
in deciding how much time should be
given to each State, only the effect of
the S.R.C. recommendation on that
particular State is taken into consi-
deration or whether the fact that there
have been riots, troubles, shootings
and killing of people in that State will
also be considered?

Mr. Speaker: I do not think the
outside situation will be changed in
the least by the time I give for the
discussion to a particular State. In
any case, all discussion is going to end
on the 23rd evening, and things will
settle themselves.

Shri Jaipal Singh (Ranchi West-
Reserved-Sch. Tribes): May I say a
word, Sir? 1 do want to fall in line
with the pattern that you have sug-
gested. I humbly suggest that there
is one matter, which is, I think, of the
greatest importance, in regard to this
report which cuts across all the
points that you have raised and that is
the tribal point of view which is out-
side what I may call the idea of
quotas. :
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Mr. Speaker: I may tell the hon.
Member that that point of view is
prominently in my mind, though I did
not mention it just now. I am going
to call Tribal Members including the
hon. Member to urge that point. His
name is in my list. My difficulty is,
many times the vocal people get more
time and others who are sitting in the
back benches are not getting proper
time.

Pandit D. N. Tiwary: (Saran South):
1 want to make a submission.

Mr. Speaker: No submissions; If
he goes on arguing......

Pandit D. N. Tiwary: I want to sub-
mit that the 23rd may be set apart for
the back-benchers only.

Mr. Speaker: Anticipating the diffi-
culty in conducting the debate, I had
made a suggestion that hon. Members
might form groups of the sarme views
and give me representative names.
They have given me names. It is now
claimed that they are not representa-
tive, and “they did not represent us,
and we want to say something dif-
ferent from what they have said.”
That is natural. They did net anti-
cipate what the leader was going to
say. That is a different matter.

Shri U. M. Trivedi (Chittor): One
minute, Sir.

Mr. Speaker: No minutes. I am not
going to hear any one. I am not bound
even to say on what considerations I
am going to call the Members. The
hon. Member will resume his seat. No
discussions now. :

Shri Veeraswamy (Mayuram-Re-
served—Sch. Castes): I want to make
a submission .....

Mr. Speaker: I am on the question
of time-limit. There should be a time-
Umit of 15 minutes not exceeding 20
minutes. Perhaps if there be one or
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two more, we might have some ex-
tension. I cannot be hard and fast.
I feel more strong in enforcing a time-
limit with the backing of the House.
We will proceed now......

Shri Veeraswamy: On a point of
information...,..

Mr. Speaker: I am not going to
reply to any question. The hon. Mem-
ber will resume his seat. The House
will now proceed with the further dis-
cussion of the S.R.C. Report. Shri
Dasaratha Deb was on his legs. He
will please flnish in 10 or 15 minutes
at the most.

Shri Dasaratha -Deb (Tripura East): .
Day before yesterday, I dealt with
certain points against the merger of
Tripura in Assam. As it has appear-
ed in some of the papers, there is

some misunderstanding. 1 did not
say that if Tripura is merged
in  Assam, the Bengal people

will increase in Assam and Tribals
will be oppressed. That is why
the Tripura people are opposed to
it. I did .not say like that. There
is a misunderstanding. I only wanted
to say this. In one place, the S.R.C.
itself has suggested one dangerous
thing, which I should point out here.
The S.R.C. has suggested that if a
Bengali administered area is created
inside Assam, then, the interests of
the Bengali people would be safeguard-
eid. I say this is a dangerous, proposi-
tion. '

[PANDIT THAKUR Das BHARGAVA in the
Chair)]

I pointed out that to create a Bengali
division inside Assam is something
unrealistic and that it will stabilise the
longstanding bitterness between
Bengalis and Assamese. The unity of
the entire State would be endangered
and the working of the national Plan
would be obstructed. I am really
surprised how the Commission could

come out with such a dangerous pro-
position.

Even the Chief Minister of Assam
has expressed several times, has made
press gstatements and also expressed
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in the Assam Assembly that they are
not willing to take Tripura. They
may take the burden of Tripura only
if adequate financial aid is guaranteed
by the Centre. These are some of
the indications how Tripura will fare
if it is merged in Assam.

Another question raised by the
S.R.C report is the successful working
out of the national Plan. The Com-
mission has said that one of the im-
portant considerations to be borne in
mind in the reorganisation of States
was successful working out of the Na-
tional Plan. I may say with all respect,
to the Government of Assam that Assam
herself suffers from shortage of raw
n.aterials and industrial equipment
and also technical personnel. Assam
herself has not fared well in the work-
ing out of the First Five Year Plan.
With all modesty, I may say that per-
haps Tripura has done better than
Assam. As far uas I can see, the de-
velopment plans of Tripura and Assam
are neither inter-dependent, rior com-
plementary nor contributing to each
other. Therefore, there is no danger
of our national Plan being jeopardised
it Tripura is kept separate. On the
other hand, the national Plan is sure
to face a deadlock if Tripura is merg-
ed in Assam.

The people of Tripura are keenly
aware of their new state-status. The
Msplaced persons of East Pakistan
hrve settled themselves in Tripura
and started contributing their mite in
the building of Tripura’s economy.
However haltingly and slowly it may
be, Tripura is now on the path of ad-
vance. Any merger with Assam will
upset this programme. That is why I
again appeal to the House and the
Members of the Treasury Benches to
apply their mind to this objective.
Please keep Tripura separate and give
them scope to develop their esconomy,
to develop their own culture and pro-
ceed with their own work.

Next, T would take up economic
security and financial viability. On
these arguments, the SR.C. tried to
refute the possihility of Tripura being
kept separately. It was argued, being
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a small State with 2 meagre income,
Tripura cannot develop as a financial-
ly viable State. I agree with this.
But, I do not agree that in the long
run Tripura can never be developed
as a financially viable State. If youu
take a long-term view of Tripura’'s
economic resources, the prospect is not
glpomy. It is not dark. It is bright.
I do not think that in the reorganisa-
tion ef States this question of financia:
viability should be taken up. It
should not be posed as a problem oz
a particular State, this State or tha,
in isolation. The question of financial
viability should be taken up as a
national problem. We have to develop
our economy unitedly and every State
must have co-operation, and the Cen-
tral Government also should encour-
age all the States to help each other
and supply all the requirements so that
the States can develop themselves as
financially viable States. I think that
should be the correct approach to
build up an independent national eco-
nomy. No State, however big or re-
sourceful it may be, can without as-
sistance from the Centre and with-
out co-operating with the other States,
develop its economy effectively and
become a financially viable State.
Even the States Reorganisation Com-
mission have admitted that neither
the proposed State of Karnataka nor
the proposed State of Kerala will be
financially viable at present. In fact,
there are very few States in India to-
day that can do without flnancial aid
from the Centre. So, the question of
financial viability has no bearing on
State re-organisation and linguistic
priaciples - should be the basxs of a
State reorganisation.

If, however, the long-term aspect is
taken into account, it will be found
that Tripura has good prospects. It
has got a total exent of land to the
tune of 26 lakhs of acres, out of which
only 4 lakhs of acres have so far been
brought under cultivation; the rest is
yet to be reclaimed. Further, Tripura
has got good mineral resources, parti-
cularly oil and coal. There is also
the Damborroo water falls there, rrom
which, according to expert optnion,
60,000 kw. of electricity can be produc-

/
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ed, which will be sufficient to meet the
entire demand of the State.

Tripura. also produces such im-
portant raw materials as jute, cotton,
bamboo, sugarcane and so on. It has
got also vast forest resources, besides
tea plantations. If these are properly
developed, and good communication
facilities are provided, medium-size in-
dustries can easily be set up there.
But the whole responsibility lies with
the Centre, because without any as-
sistance from the Centre, Tripura

alone cannot develop all these indus--

tries.

In view of all this, I would again
request the House and the Cabinet not
to merge Tripura with Assam, but to
keep it separate, so that it will ke able
to develop its economy well. jIf Tri-
pura is merged with Assam, tWén the
first calamity will be that the educa-
tion of the Tripura people will suffer.
At present, the children of the Tripura
people are receiving education through
the medium of Bengali up to the post-
graduate stage. But if it is merged in
Assam, this will be denied to them.
For, even the States Reorganisation
Commission have suggested that the
media of instruction will be the mino-
rity regional languages only up to the
primary standard, but after that, the
State language will be imposed on
such language minorities. That would
create a great difficulty for the Tripura
people] I would suggest that the
childreff should be given instruction in
their schools in their minority langu-
ages at least up to the secondary stage,
and not up to the primary stage only.

!

! The second calamity will be that the
m-feellng which is prevailing at
present between the Assamese and the
Bangali people inside Assam will start
growing. Thirdly, there will be con-
stant troubles on the language iuu"'eé
The language controversy will be
dangerous thing. You know very well

what an ameunt of trouble there was’

in East Pakistan on this language
issue, | It has been suggested that by
mergitg Tripura with Assam, the
Bengali population will be increased
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to some extent, and thus there will be
sufficient safeguards. But I would like
to point out that this sort of a balanc-
ing policy will be a dangerous one,
because thereby you would be fur-
the fight between
the Bengalis and the Assamesg,_!we are

ot prepared to accept this proposi-

tion.

There are number of displaced per-
sons who have been settled in Tripura.
Those persons are trying to settle
theniselves there with the help of
Government. But if Tripura is merged
with Assam, their rehabilitation would
suffer most. Further, disunity will be
fostered between the people ‘ho are
living in Assam at present and the
people who are living in Tripura, and
this will result in a constant unrest in
that area, which will be to the detri-
ment of national progress and develop-
ment,

I would request the House and the
Cabinet not to put us into such
troubles. We d¢ not want to be
thrown into ‘such an unhappy atmos-
phere and foul weather. That is why
I would urge that you should not
merge Tripura with Assam but keep
it separate and give it full-fledged res-
ponsible government.

I now come to the question of the
tribal people of Assam. There has
been a constant demand by the tribal
people that more power should be given
to the district councils which are
there at present in what are called
the autonomous regions. I feel that
that demand is quite correct and quite
justified. At present, the district coun-
cils enjoy very little power, and what

.little power they have is not sufficient

to enable them to develop their com-
munity, because practically they have
got no financial powers. Their finan-
cial powers are so restricted that they
cannot exercise them to any consider-
able extent in the interest of the tribal
people. I request this House to see
that more powers are given to the
district councils, so that they will have
complete control over finance, and
they will be able to develon the edu-
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cational standards of the tribal people
and also institute other welfare works.
In this connection, I would like to

point out that the tribal people are
to some extent suspicious of the Gov-
ernment of Assam. I do not know how
far their suspicions are justified, but
1 hdve come to know that some por-
tion of the money which was: sanction-
ed by the Centre for the welfare of
the tribals in Assam was attempted to
be spent by the Assam Government
for the plain people. Somehow or
other the matter came to the notice of
the Central Government, and I think
it was perhaps due to intervention by
the Centre that that attempt was
stopped, and the money was not spent
for plain people. If such a thing goes
on, then how could you expect the
tribal people to repose their con-
fidence in the Assam Government? It
is very necessary, therefore, that the
district councils in: the hill areag of
Assam should be given more powers
to develop their economy.

As regards the status of a Territory,
1 have to say a few words. We do
not want any Territory status. We
have had enough sad experience of
it. Being Part C States, Manipur and
Tripura practically come under the
category of Territories. We have got
enough bitter experience of the rule
of the Chief Commissioner and his

advisers over our States. Even in this .

House, on several occasions, we have
come to know of severa] instances
where there has been molestation
and raping of women. Even now, one
case is pending before this House, and
the inquiries are going on. The
advisers that.are nominated from the
‘ves’ .men have to obey what the
Chief Commissioner says. This corrupt
official, bureaucratic administration
makes it impossible to advance in

building up of the national economy
and culture.

It has been suggested in one place
in the Report that if Manipur wants
to have representation in the legisla-
ture, then.it must be prepared to join
Assam; but if it wants to remain
separate, it can have only a Territory
status. But I would like to say here
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that neither the Mani\pur people nor

the Tripura people want to go into

Assam under any conditions. We

want to live as separate States.

In conclusion, I appeal to the House.
to take note of the feeling of the
people of Tripura from all sections
and see that a democratic set-up of
government is introduced in our State.
I once again appeal to the House to
consider our case and keep our State
as a separate State.
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umT ) o T gitew ot § ot gww
a7 i whe grer o1 wer §) s et
ww &t Amn ot | o W depr @ w
@ v a7 P it s w ol gt
ghen, gwwm avale’® sworgw W
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Prore &t dw gw gEE? w=te ol
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g Pw g s wr aihsgaer Pt Pamfor
Porar 2 At @ st e A Peior
P aft gw www gw ® W w |
T AT WA gR AT g wie
® vt W o) 9y eEE g ¥ ug
o< arew; & veen Pww oawr F £F?
ar My ser wm wt ow ¥ P o
= gudt adweor W o e tad
a7 yrread 2 offteme Pwar 1 ol A dE
% wreft ey 2 s v P P
Preft w w i wrR @ oyem Al
Y e ot P degte & Eme
* qyary P e & wreen wtaw d
Tt ¥ IEET ATy AL W G, @ 4
qof fegamer & ol v # o @ £
# dar 3 whe ow guw aeht Pag gt
oty o o Tw AT & qEEew R oW
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deiutretter srditrdw #1 e @ oo
g = mrrewr R & arie @y W @ty
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It is the Gate way of India.
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g | e g ® g A O | At
wyter ag gt wrhee oft P g s e
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w0 Te dmberat # arr g ot & dber
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atgn) Prale o oft ag «ff =1 a1 & P
79 g 1 aghw atw &) Prod’ & @@
et e Mmgzm e At g &

‘It is an exaggerated fear’

Tt o ¢ P o ey

ahe arw &1 ol ot e & P Paw gow
® yrar & W O™ & " oar & gt
# ¥ w1 e A W P o T
¥ % gateo gw aewE R ore wAT
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T FAQET AL ) 370 Ho Mo Ao Ho
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e & o amq @it ® orwer W At
sten Wit | amrwr ARiRE Amig aty
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I twat W e @ o ATt aa TR
) aw w9 # a¢ wwy wg Pw
oy wt o T Wity @ wEwTe W
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amre} aweer & Pee ot 7 3w &% Tt
% ft Peq Swahht g g ® At W
zadft @ mdn o @it & e oW
AT A W AT H wwEr e vy
% AW & O O L1 THS TR av
F mug vmre @ faw om0

T o owww it Py oow ot we oW
e ¥, wa wew F Pwemar oo
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q¢ wea i qF wew w1 aw P Per
W AL AT TF AU @ W TE oW
& mr @ A @ A gt Per an o
g1 83 o A @t ww g Atew aw |
qg AT JAT ® gV 7 omen &4 WY
) aEd F Ew A §, v 0 A
7t gor W gan & 1| WKW @ Aar st o
TATE AT ACE W W AAd BT T T,
s, g Pw 9 W wEw peen 6
¥ ow wgr mew da A gwd o
B W Im wFw ¥ o Parems wiw §
2 at g g P& Swe w amew w oo
= At o Age wtew ¥, Pt wr ow
me ¢ A Tue w8 oy # o
€1 g T wew @ ot g o AW
HERT 3 AT 96 FAR A7 Wi wT wAvAr Qv
o &)1 98 W v w2 e, Per
Fwor @ w2 # ot ¥ wg wEW a
® oy & €, a9t = o Pw o o W
e e, 2 oft gw o s oAe g
Atwr gt wfadewr A @ F fwr ¥ Pw
fanf ®1 g% ster o v T A W
% qrw dwr ¥, T garer &) oy onr & Pw
Tt @ wgd aes? aeitw ¥ ot ww dy
ghit | Pagnf & 0w & ok ot T owy W
el W R EIT A 8§
Wﬁgﬁmﬂtﬁ!ﬁﬂfflm
v e P avg @ e Ae e e
# 3w whrdewr A (@ w @ w5 I
frar ot # e @ worn © Pw o
T W W % w7 & ey ores? ave
ey gt

‘This, however, does not mean
that units should be so unwieldly
as to be without any intrinsic of
life of their own or.to defeat the
very purpose for which larger
units are suggested.’

W WOR #T Sy o wr § P,
arr e a7t ¥ wyw o yre wiw
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[ o o garaie)
a0 ¢ o 7 o owdw §) o gwE
AW g G TR ATEN AT & WA
e ot qar s Pw gt wET wT O i
urrs A warar v ogr &1 9 W am |
ute? T3 w TF g ¢ ont omefte ww wen
srar 21

Mr. Chairman: I have given the
hon. Member full 20 minues. I rang
the bell when he had taken 15 minutes

only just to give a hint that after
5 minutes 1 will be ringing the bell

. Motion re:

again,

Shri V. G. Deshpande: Only three
minutes, Sir.

Mr. Chairman: At the same time, I
must say, if the hon, Member wishes
to talk about all the points he may
not take 20 minutes but he may take
20 days.

Shri V. G. Deshpande: At least 1
may be given half” an hour when
others have been given one hour.

Mr. Chairman: There is no ques-
tion. All the hon. Members have
heard wpat the hon. Speaker said
today. All the States that have not
been given an opportunity will claim
the same: all the hon. Members who
have not spoken would also like to
have this concession and some of the
States would have to be scored out
altogether. I may, all the same, say
that all I can give him i another five
minutes. He may take five minutes
more.

1 pM.

Shri V. G. Deshpande: I may please
be given 30 minutes. I. have just
started my first round....

Mr. Chairman: Ordinarily the time
given is fifteen minutes and in spe-
cial cases twenty minutes. However,
1 am allowing the hon. Member 25
minutes,

Shri V. G. Deshpande: But the
Speaker has stated that thirty minutes
may be given......

Mr Chairman: I quite see the com-
plaint of the hon. Member and I
. agree with him that whenever a
discussion starts, those who speak
first take much more time and for

!
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the rest less time is  allowed. But
this is the practice obtaining here.
I am sorry I cannot help it. He
may finish within five minutes.

aft o WMo gymiv: arr afe g@ w3
® T & §® @ awwr wew g b
o dlo & AT F q¥WE, TE W AqE

WeTe T 9§ W= ¥AT4T AT L & | TR AT
WY AT ST 7% B g ®A @ § T8
IraT I TH A A A @ A g, T Atz w
et gt ol w @ grewe &} agiead
* gieft ) g e A 9w ur P g
T @ g7 wEd @ o ot fw oo
7 e A g o & Pw oafy wp
TH ¥ @ A oo wWiT sOd TT @
agm ot g 3 err @d W A
wET) fwd age gw eer A, wer
w wFw gw e g, grene’ @ -
foad oo qar A W A ww AR
wetmr ) afy delt @ e & o g P
MR a4y aemEr ar T &, 9 w4t e
a1 g & a8 AR e & AR aman afe
I zw Proid @t ot @ omuwt qam
@M Iv o aw mg wgar # ww am
forwt Premm P gt o Prf
% PasPerr orht ot af wae? # e Pt
FT TR ¥ W | AFHTOT T WA A
at Wi R R gw AT & o oarew
78 @i A ) aiar AfTaer ¥ oW e
aty s g # ot ol ax W ot
gt e Faw e alk T wfar
HITM W1 %R T AR W Ay & av
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2t © gEw ot gre W ok 98 O W
P aw rar gwen & P maEm

At o wowtan A e € P

“On the whole there has been
a remarkable conseasus of opinion
in favour of the formation of a
large State comprising the Hindi
speaking areas of Central India.”

vz wr o § Pw @b oW ogw oa@
g Il Ius oy o dwn | wg wHEw
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am e i gew g F # ol i
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@R ® oTEs, g -wEETw g @ e,
FO W gEw 0w § oy &1 oW aw
AT agt Y Paurrmn #} s W ged
ol mer d @ B e AR R e
e 3T w1y # g oA rw e
% taem ot % Paere & gl A
& ol 0% oF W W dw TEET T
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T are & v & @ dft awnr o o
AT | W qww B Paww # gl war
o gwh faet ot & a8 ww wew @ Paw
Tt T ¥ 97 o wew & @ Paw
#-m‘l’mdﬂhﬂﬂﬁwfl
for oz weet & P¥ q@ ot amAEter wiv ¥
rud wedittad? ane ghratewarr gift
L Ta8 W age & wobeat dur gt wwh
Pow g oy ot w Pw am ot ok
* grwen ot T ¥ wwat @ gt o
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M AET ) AR, o fo it T www
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JTeT
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Shri Joachim Alva (Kanara): On a
point of information from you, may
I ask whether the hon. Member who
spoke last is entitled to speak for
double the time because he was elect-
ed from two seats?
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Mr, Chairman: I have not been
able to catch the point of the hcn.
Member. 1Is it about the apportion-
ment of the time to the hon. Member?
As the hon. Member himself has
seen, I asked him not to speak after
he spoke for 20 minutes. Even if
under these circumstances he thinks
procedure adopted by me was un-
satisfactory, I do not now how the
hon. Member will himself feel when
he begins to talk and I request him
to finish.

it mivw wrw (FF) - ondt |8 P
M Fyoie A A T WRT T wEE
o Prerd ot wv Taatg fwan & ) Sl
warar ¥ P agd 37 I =R Tl ®
frez dan Porr o' @ 1 Sl aw R
war Ps g qg.om AgF Tw antem
g urw % Paerw w1 wor few A aR
& | mmtr R, @ Ty W ow www @
Powg & @i # Perfa @ R smerd
ez At ¥ 1 I ag Wew ghn etye
P Paw o Pewtew wwe
€T I THY W WWE 9y qun @ Pahdt
T % dm I Pee wgmon @ wgew
¢ ot wt e ame @ wgr o hex
g Am ol F alh Taw wr oamr oft
e i ¥, & g wme € Pre Pt
I wnfr 7 o oF T e
& Pear wr | gaw @ & Pow www amghr
i & T W I awe g @ e
3 & dnitew dy Pewr v gER g
T wEW F W www, e ok taeeg

W P maw uww ® g
w o ¥ ow framn
am‘?!&amhﬁv{o-ﬂov?hmdmré
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2 ¢ | omte gy, I TR A
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Iv Tewtrnt & amm oo o &
RS monifrdrr s 2 g F
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27 gms P Po @ Paety & g
Pty & e

wew ga Pen cae et § waite s ol
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¥ fodt g & a8 avq wew & Ay
T g A% 1 o WY AT LR o, A I
AT T& g g
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s aww €, dfew g P F o
" A w1 a Ty W oWy af et
(&

st wo wwo Pyt : ow aiRiegrit
q w are ot ¥

B mbww e J° TmErm g e
AT red ot ot awft .. wgE W
e Prdm | E WY AR w wwWiw
T, ot awer

st go Two Pt : #° 7 v wmEw
€ fv o o s @t Wit i
Bt wit

st e e oge g ameor gt
aw, #° P wiw m ) A s
e & gt oo g aw agd
e Tt ¥, gw Poe @ wor aww wt
& T ¥

#* qp wyn wmrw & Pw regit vt wm
guifady 3 aw & qget g Pawtent

w1 @ P ol gl miatew v

2 grer ft T ® g T € ) Tnterruprion)

Mr. Chairman: Order, order. May
I just request the hon, Members who
want to interrupt not to interrupt in
this way? The point that the hon.
Member is making and the thread of
his argument is broken and he cannot
put forward his point with the
vehemence he desires to place it
with,

Shri U. M. Trivedi: I am sorry,

Mr, Chairman: I would therefore
request him to kindly interrupt only
when it is absolutely necessary and
then interrupt only through me.

An Hon. Member: We are also
tosing time.

st mbwrwr e : T "R cwitada,
e W gEitade, TwT iatare
wie' zrate w7 wenat 4 g Peerbort

vi vy Pegr ar )

ve fray @ et Prembeto g
€ ol gurd @yt @t wigr &1 swady o 8,
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TR @ aiw W e www @ Taww @ oy
# A & 1 a8 e awon o | AR H oy
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@ 3 A ey gY@ @ P alh Iw
® oy & umeor Peg ol R TR TE @
Paety o o, dfer 2 g ft o, Pt iy
aw g tewn | o wir'E wEt @
T W T @ o F o e e arew
Pty o | 3w @ o W @w @ gt
ageat 4w wgwr w1 e e ) @
P sft Prdet o oA @ & ) g Wi
& P g uwe # W@ F I @w wwn
FEW & | I T ST U6 qTE AT W0
s FamaRg T W ® g A
aid |

Shri U M. Trivedi: I am sorry to
interrupt.

Mr. Chairman: Order, order. My
difficulty is this. I am not perfectly
sure if Shri Trivedi will get time to
speak. Especially when the Hon.
Member refers to an individual and
his views and the views of his party,
he must be prepared to hear such
interruptions in reply.

Shri Radhelal Vyas: He can put

me a question when I finish and I
shall be prepared to answer it,

Mr. Chairman: If you are not
giving way, then do not refer to him
particularly.

Shri Radhelal Vyas: I do not refer
to him; I only referred to the Jan
Sangh Policy. )

Mr. Chairman: He should be al-
lowed either to interrupt or he should
not refer to him.

Rt e wrer : gt @UT  @TE Ao
ey @ oy F o alt e e @
IR & A wTEr AT WY @ gy 7 ey
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Poamt & faeadt 2 @ wome Peran S
¥ sty wp @ woiqd qe & forr o ¢
w oieberte sar fowr wwd At et
| yeten @g ol o wg Al
¢ e # wwagw e A ¥ ww
afgat @ foug’ a8t of a=ft, o fgwn
wiw waer ¢ 1 gw et & agi piv @
T A AT ag @wdt | Pave @A
wE7 & qET GEM T W GAEEA
o 76T ¢ | gaten SuE ddwuwe agt
g w1 T R e W @ ok HiE
abrd ¢ T8 ot s agT *} TR AT

vy war &

® miww wrw : anft @ P oated g
e prdae @
v wulew @ w P w1 Wy few
war ur, R wW @ w20 Pae at et
wifge

wty wgyw : gfifee @ ¢ B
e oA wordt ¥ Py e ot e &
avft wrr gt e Wy

o miwwr wrw : F T
w7 w der ewm

aft. 3 Prr 3 sit fo B0 amo o o
o a # Paw Poar | @b adnft v @
Y e o gwr W ww § ol
s e et Ry v @ Pyegam
eee v oo | gEd g wed
¢ T o e oF vy aver wow
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am | gt sw ¢ s oA g o
aeq uw, Teew wdw ot winer @ taw
T @ ¥ anfvw The &, fr wt grer ot
ghe & ol i #t Tie & wgr awr
wm ) det Pefr o menme Wt s
THa g Ew Fww | tead i and
e & SEr qw s Oy wwe &
g oft ot Prem ¢ | I @ g@ e
d Pt w omyed A g | WY WY
o 3w amed ¥t 4w wt dwe o
79 W Ay w3 w1 ghe & g ¢
att gt wuf wvd & | dbww 4° gmem
g Mo ot i =t @iw ams @ @
Profr Py & 1 der ot Prm # T
P, wlomr ot v w1 -
ww & Pawen ¢ @ fpw o tie @
ghaw ¢ alt & wnrm g Pw gud g
= Pew &t g

% o & @atTete wditady @
w d wp w ) A P A
w Px ax o wgE wgr wgw @ awm
T AT wFW & @ 2w Il @
A @ Fvg st T R aawgw o
AT @ 0,000 qIreter § wawgr &1 Wl
T It A @ e o
witg sy &1 gg of Wiy sy v o
1 aw o mamdy frgwm @ wwd
@ wew ¥ oTr ggt o wew anF g
@ &) T Ayl o gmmane R et g
# oy & amewn &t g ¥ o
Iud @ Panf Pwer ot ot wemmE o
M am iy wwr feen e o
¢ o 1 Preg adwr ol o & ) wtow
a gegamw v ¥ aear oft sl
& gi? @ aummre @ At o vy awhs
7T gt ot dar mawdw v ot Pewr-
fror #t mf ¥ Swd & o wown Pw
wint wt siy Prewr ghft) ah o ot
T yra aes? wey @ wor o ¢

it wrrer (gheivmTe): artarer Wit gt
gt
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o wiww e ;g @t ame gk
ate ot ) e # s Sww
Pty et arelt et &) e artorer -
arft =t Perter # T ¢ ot owR awarh
gt &t anm ¥ e ol Tt o
g Fwr onf ot mbas grw A ot wlere
® g Pwar & '

av & wB A qmiv F o= Pawr-
Prat & a’ & =g e €1 dw W
e e grer w1 The & oy awat W
qarisw P mar &) geit o & gww
AEW W7 FAAT WG WEA HWH & AD
¢ & Suw @ ww €)1 gt weg @
& g € P dw @ e F oft o
Tt ot wewE W e
W1 o g @ dfiw # o dar wew g
v wf fr @ ol o @ Tw wEw @
v ghyw, g, f ot afyew @w
e ww # A F oA § oo 3 et
si¢ st wr g g @ few o et wt
T uT gEten 2 @R € fw o

AT TYT T AQ W Y TG AT TET T OF
g st wepte w1 Prwrw gt ) A
R g o srefwer, auwertawn, v
ate @ amum @ |t & amiy ) e
AR qg o At & v g g A

witeT 4 35 # warw g Wt e gt
& Ponfae w9t Paetear &) omt
A I afyw wir P et we
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al: @ sr ok et @ g Pre amet
of gw @ daw W giw g f oA
a7t wB FWT WRR U WINT FT A0 GAC
et aren ¢ 1 &l dar Pw 6@ Py A -y

dfedt wr PR dar @ AR F e
dary ft g% ster @ wwr AR g
wrign) day ot damw wt Pen Py arw
uien Pewmew wewr @t o Swd Ew
Premt %1 Pawrter Y 5 # |t e
o o Garer et WEw W Paee o Pewd
¥ 1 oft Pemree s @ w5 aren o
#i A agt B Pewbe wr onge Pwen
¢ alt & g g M oaw ot T
w a7 @ aEn anft Pewew ww Wt
I @ T witEn 1 g @ W A wn
wew € o gw w@ # a e wnelic
® @it w5t geeT ff I | ameras o)
# wnmn € P awg weih il b
wew it mF wimgr Wt PAer | oow
wfehr wewr womar o wwn &1 yaten
amen & P ag arest § g iy Pemmee
wew & anft aeer TEr am

aw # qorw @ ai # f v g
g . €1
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Mr. Chairman: I may inform the
hon_ Member that he has already taken
more than 20 minutes. He only want.
ed he should be given 20 minutes. I
rang the Bell five minutes before to
warn him.

&t miww wrw ;W ow P A W
gm

P wewr @t Pw ow qgt s ¥
ouet awT AT TET A WIEQ | T
wgw w1 wbweg Pedtam aameee o
T @ow gon ¥ Suvr arest. @t AT
Tuwt wor wewr #F Parer Pgwr s wbee-
q Tevww W feen € ) e
& frer ¥ & getatrefer writtade
w} the @ ff aemr ghm) gt wy @
T 3 WG BT TEET W Wew
& gwam 1 oy g g ¢ ) It A
e W @t Prer R weawgw &
Prer gor wign) ¢ Pax pw g @
InE~ g ITH ity gy TR wih-
T wr fgewr ¥ dter 9y @t v,
T, gAqw s agetat o1 § g Ao
® ftm oF wer T ¢ I gabee
qongyw & Pweran arnm et @ A
e wp Yewn awenw wt ¢ dAr
aifeq! g& awe @ o g a7 O Peew
Tad o & qar gar gt g wigw
g% ft g% Prem = =% o ) ret wen
& en & o & ft wiw & Ieter wor
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Mr. Chairman: Order, order. It
appears that the hon. Member wants
to cover the whole of India. He must
finish now.
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Peww shew wet &1 g7 @ ot P
WE T O A T ¢ aen et
aty oy wgr am Pw & wt Bl T v
a F geel ale areabnf ¥ dar fw
Iw yweed w1 Pomdw gar wr oot gy
Prareet st et gor wr o & Proradt
@t @t g foaeh ey oF o
I Perr et wiee wri o o o e
¥ Px g st v e sam whew o oy
w gt § ot 7w cod & vy Poregw
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ot uig T ogd 22 e W ogw
we g | qgT wg AW @it w1 e
wt dar wgwrar mar, g aman @, P

¥ weew P st A AR A St
P agi & P st &, 9wy 9 wint

# g &%) st & Pe o @ WY

it e @ wwor g wih g o
vt ¢t g wlew g an ga 1 T

e A N Dy YUY W
e ol o oY o 7 T | af
ot o W wmaFR ww Pe
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¥ go0 TrURET ® THIWT B FAQ Q¥
Ay u P gwr gwd 4§ e F
ST & AU I D IV CHETAT LA
7T gt gaien e 4 dw oW
g Praremt & at ¢ Wiy A @A AW
¢, 7w wrw oft chedt @ dut gu

" Pt #1 wo dto Al o ATTE @

sifora T=mg” 3" ot dfer g @ ot
@ fag goar % a7z st Poma o @
teq gwd Prorw @ Pa #i frem wm
T &) wduitrs e & ff gw wwwt
wa APY PR IEE A ¢ ot &1 @ wgi
@ ¢ gt e ¥, gt o A @ g
d* v Prem @ 3 A @ g P
frams T #, ot @@ wWe e Bt
It o &, a7t %1 a=er F7 aver A @y g0
wea & P59 @ aw & Pw geew oy
AR AIHGY AATAT NG, Y AN F | A
wEw & e Prwre } wphew anmeem
o]

et o% Py Preewdw @1 wwew €

gomer g dtar @ @ gan ¥, wateo
78 v ¢ Prar arv wibgn ol W@

e %t ag e Pt & ot 9w @ P
ghm o't a8 A gt i Pow @ o Emr
TTH I gad W weniw T gon w =
uler ot ey wgrd & arle wet & P A
&e & o @b oand oy & o awst
Pren & ot g wrer gt W AW ol
ST A an W W awh e
o7 areqd a8 € v o d @] R oarsh
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et wt W wd ardn ot Fred wint £ o ewaetr Pawwr onf @y o
T A= AT g | O g & At Wiy P g% ywEe? & veud ataat W
W oy d Ty W A oo ¢ ween s aw §, gt dh et ot
P ag oot § Pgar o o e Ted @ @i @t Everr @1 sl Wt quiee

® o T wiv § ot gwer s R
wir |m g € it T TAwt ag W@
gt It ot TR AR € Al T W -
gt ¥ Pe e gt de e @
areht & yatae oo awenw o € g,

T WAMAMW ugew: 3R O @9 e
e & .

st widterer sl : Tw g, g AR
ot dant )1 dar P o g @ oo &
Porar & Po aw svawear womar v o €
o o W W e ow give # an
g #F gy & o W e € Tw
anft 7w yfwae #t ag gww @t fwaw
ww & ywee qen gETT 9 Ae-
yrrw o AT AT FATHT T AT Wy
wEq &1 y=twae wer gaver o, of agt
T TR B g wEteat o wae §
ath maww @ gwateat ot -
ww ® gRwetedt o axw €, w ot
qive ot a1 o & o Prerew wgEht @
av, Tewew § A gRwEet €
Tawt ft et weawgw F Predt @
Ty I woitE aiegtes oie & ol
dagrtes e & ag 7t T wgar @ i
fefras & ot 5o® ot o fadt ¥ a@
(o @ f feed & 9t fo wgraht wweht-
T W FHT oy § TAW W WE JUC
foen fen o o arfes arerrar & ot amr #
q® TaE ar a1 tcws Pawwt Pw ogAw
uri Pefewr ghrgreent 4 o = ¥ P
T T T At qreaw F g o et
a1 ¥z EveTer €1 @Eny R el
® e Tew FrEw WA @ P 9y oy
wrr wt Pv & gw Toed ot awi ow P
atr e gk & ol v o ol P
gvae # o F @y o ¥ Px vat

st fo wo twars?t (Parer T=mr « Paew
mawdet-atrew 7 Paar

AR gmr & qg v f areh, dar P
A Prx faoie f o e, P gy Pl
Preniforat w1 sien &, gud iy d@nfe
adf &1 gawr qg W Yewww mww
arw gl & amr @@ gy uifas amrAred @
Fn ot wr Pwfor Tt gt wwm) ¥
Prte’ of at gw & wgd Gt ¥ g qg Pw
e wp P wm ome & )
aren Pegrr ax ¥ P g W grer
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[sft widhorar st
o= wr P @t ot avew o ghvar g
ww g iy & fudt € af @ st
ot frole® § ow & of gafr §, awofa
Tt &1 gt = f Prwwbe A
ATT qHG BT THE, ALAAT HT THTA
¢ fv g gorgfes st § &9 93

it sihare wrefte ;T @ o o
wew o gaee § 7 A qge ot ot P
Px qxt @ wtww Pamra @ Pen ot dar
g1 TEr Al I W gwH wtasy &
gaft geor T g swh & o & o
P o &t gae w7 @ wor @@ Al
g & aw vt & wur Prer w oo g
7 av Theqt & o & ot w ow-
wor gt arw o arest ¥ wET Wk W1 A
wt ot ¥ @ wp whv e w3 AW
&) ag wr avr ¢ O gewt owd
e & fremar o o ) & w6t
R et & ewter A ) A s
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g gt b @ Pere e qraens

S ol gEw W W a9 e
e
g et 8 ' #° 3w guise Avawew

T @O WA K

¥ wfawm gy ¢ ol o smar @ pEE
oEe W g | A @ ot @
w7 & ot Pgeger @ P g ¥,
o brerdepte w @t ofoomw ¥ gt
e A T g g Jud ¢ o gw ot
aw w FHE weR W A, Iw o
TF e e & Pwogw wimg ot
FERgTIATE Wt wer wet an o ¥, v Aw
o o gw @t v ok 3w @ R P
A sgree Tafar aih wEETTAR Wt e
e wieghes o= & O @ T & @
A amawde oy @
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faw & =@

F g @ e g wow R
Flwey ot f omuR wATn ghn o g
T TR gy §1 gwwm W

|1 HEr :

gt @ w owwt B el st @
w &t Ak b # TEwr oW osiw
v e ¥ :

“lI consider it essential for the
successful working of a federation
that the units should be fairly
evenly balanced. Too great a
«disparity is likely to create not
«only suspicion and resentment but
generate forces likely to under-
mine the federal structure itself
and thereby be a danger to the
unity of the country. This is
clearly recggnised everywhere.”

“One of the commonest argu-
ments advanced before us by
leaders in Uttar Pradesh was
that the existence of a large
powerful and well-organised state
in the Gangetic Valley wus a
guarantee for India’s unity; that
such a state would be able to
correct the disruptive tendencies
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of other states, and to ensure the
ordered progress of India. The
same idea has been put to us in
many other forms such as
that Uttar Pradesh is the
“backbone of India”, the centre
from which all other states derive
their ideas. and their culture, etc.
It is not necessary to examine
these claims seriously, for nothing
is more certain to undermine our
grcwing sense of unity than th.s
claim of suzerainty or paramountcy
by one state over others.”
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d amw qo flo wt g ¥ A ¢ e www
wgw o Pmfor v @ &, owd wwd

we @ OF gt g W A= e o g
® Pag gfrees ¥ ol yew Ao @
ars gt e € o 9 9y Emewr
mar ®t §, W awg @ o gowt of -t
T

it wwwr mrw (e el —afae—
s ferer sferay: amoer oy forem & f
= B st gii efgd

@ dto gt wrelt : A wwm g B
e ot o wt, W Tt ol gt
o P qp ow gaet Wt T 7w
T | e g P d o ofe d
gry el A nf e Pe o 0w o
d gouf & | @ qy R o ewrm o B
rr e s o Pw oo pd At
T ot & Wt o o fadt ) A qy ot
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Tt wrw fw 0w v gd W @
e 7t | o G o fm R € P owiw-
T @ fir ggwt @ 0 wew A
Proie & v wgr & | W wgE ww
¢ it afy 2 et Prem @ v &
at o W wger e E IEE WA ®
foe #¢ o awg TE = o@w oL
Mr. Chairman: The hon. Member has
already taken 12 minutes.

st o ¥io et : A onft Tw W
ams Pae &t Pae &1

Mr. Chairman: He has devoted 12
minutes to one point. After all, if he
has to make many points, he has to
make up his mind now.

st wfto w0 amedt: 20 fame ot fifadt

Mr. Chairman: I do not want to cur-
tail his time or I am not asking him to
close now. I am only saying that he
will find at the end of 15 minutes or
20 minutes, the time allotied, that he
has made out one or two points. I
would request him to go to other points
if he has got any.

it fo o et : aw #* smEr W
3 e Mo wgw @ W F wE s
o €1 # g andt # o P e
ww w awm oaw wgw §F Paed @
e # & i 1 rew amrr sl §
# wgm g P g Tow wyd 1 g
w A v o chewr 4 opd ww
gt § o guw chewhr gy § Py fee
ww ! adare # anft g o # v o
g &, 78 av = A R ghw 1 Py
wer w1 ardmelt @ g0, ov whaww wTEt,
3 qg a7 Peawr Ps P wewr o
T d s dF e 3| rEe v A
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[sh fto wto qmeit]
wg g f oy wqwt o agEw
AT St wA s s A &I
NG BT NG AW O TG AGE B A
Pawrg & o & § whar A g & et
o g ¥ Px Pamw wgw # antum
ghew waak & 1 ® omuwt Taee W
fror wew W e @

Prret & P w7 ol & wgHE o
P wear @y Prald wExr

T
o9 wer P g wwtew w T
¥ wud v o & T Paeg wew
detee & (@ A W Tw

m%rh’dvruhnﬁwmaﬁ
o qar Ag Pwerelt onfefw worfer ay = &,
s qg w R werfe @ g €

g arm g fragat o, R
oty b siforat’ & aroat @ Pewfor gan &
TR ow gty ¥ ) qengiy ag o B
@ soh ot el v o 4 i
® e & @ g=tagher o 1 sl @

W wew & 3 gud uig e 9 o oo

d sivft @ wex ol it wy I & il
ogT T A’ w ompe ur o dE M
I Jred & o aanat wr i g § A
Tl a7 N wole @ W ° wiF W
ot foer &1 gw o Tt W} @ wefe
& ag wgw fif ot # o Ewt T
oty ale wiwte ot 1 gw fem
I TF wwEw € 9% [Riw I
e ot P o aew Wt oty o
wgren @ awd @ P et et @t siforat
& Py farar amoy ot ‘e st @ T
¥ 3% g @ g dheor Preen wrtee
Prwrd Pw a qiw gw o & amt wwwr
‘g Aot @ ot @ W o A ot ot

solt @ wow ¥ Twt B @ IR aRTEw.
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tawft Wiz P g o o g Wi &
@ ot 3 el @ gEe F o ' Aw
et & gt gwer o At witgd Pw
a8 i st g @ W, T o s
an v wrigg ale oy &% g @ A 4
gertr & v g P @ o @

Faw W it depte @ amam w § A,
Parelt g arest amam © At W P
FrEsa &

2 P. M

I g AR ghan iR T AN
ate wqt gw R &2 o ‘g sl @
awal wt wdet ol et www @t wgrm
f o1 7t &, dbew P wEr ot PRt



3193 Motion re:

ot fet g T F fa @
grm & P& o ow Paw Pew @
e, Prw P wt wwrt ot Pew
ey @ srer & 1 et @ € g ot
ettt et A & T

L

Mr. Chairman: I say again cail the
attention of the hon. Member to the
fact that he has made so far only two
more points. And I think he has got
about ten points more to make. It is
not that I want to interfere with the
speech of the hon, Member. But I
would only ask the hon. Member that it
he wants to make any other points, he
should make them now so that he will
be able to finish very soon. He has
already taken about 18 minutes. I can
give the hon, Member two more
minutes. But I would request him to
go on to the other points. He need
not give too much details, but he
may just mention the points. I think
that would be satisfactory. Other-
wise, the hon. Member must remain
content with having made only three
points.

st fto w0 xwel: aw & auwr @
TE @ 31 G ATHHT ST GG L
P P e o} S w=n oww &
| W 32 AT W J ge atew g
Tu & f oy gw gan & 1 dtew
% D qar wen § P sty awde At
¥ | g, T v At @ owgv g €
afg Ter # mfr g ot anft, @ g
Zrr Paarr @ waw F wewr wvd wnw
wr Pralsfer gt w3t gt of ez o e
! 7 s 1w, retuwteat & wb=r-
AT T @ ATSieT Wt AT wIgen | A
@t anr #* qp off g e € P w
&} urrrat wt gwrr oo www ¥
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# g frem wger 4 ww fv e
A W &g § Ay Ao wRw o e
agr & | FW Wy w1 gEedai st '
o T P ot awar whoewd € @
dag wt vt g g

sft wieftwrer srendte : qg TR €

Mr. Chairman: Order, order. It i
not proper to use the words gy E‘H’l

It is unparliamentary for the hon
Member to say that another hon
Member has deceived the Hwouuse.

Rt widfterer el : wElRw, 4@ W=
atew Pag et ey

st fo g0 et : W T FIT AW
ag & T aen w} yeeT ® I o oW
e T wEw &1 srdarelt @yt

Member
has taken about twenty minutes al-
ready. He must conclude now.

Shri Debeswar Sarmah (Golaghat—
Jorhat): I join with those inside this
House and outside, who have offered
their unstinted praise of the States
Reorganisation Commission’s Report.
Three eminent public men of great
distinction and unquestioned integrity
were appointed to constitute the Com-
mission, and undoubtedly an exceed-
ingly difficult and arduous task was
enjoined upon them.

Kumari Annie Mascarene (Trivan-
drum): Unfortunately, they did not
agree with the public opinion.

Shri Debeswar Sarmah:. Unfortu-
nately it is a subject in which un-
animity is impossible, particularly so
because it is impossible to adjust the
present political leadership. If it were
divorced from the question of politi-
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[Shri Debeswar Sarmah]

cal leadership, then perhaps it would
have been easier. Even then when
certain States are going to lose their
separate identity, it is quite under-
standable that the people there would
launch a struggle to keep their iden-
tity intact irrespective of the conse-
quences on the picture of India as a
whole. These gentlemen on the Com-
mission tried their level best to have
in view the over-all picture of India
as a whole, and on that basis they
have submitted their reorganisation
recommendations.

May I know how much time you
will be pleased to allow me?

Mr, Chairman: As the hon. Member
knows, only 15 minutes are allowed
ordinarily, but in rare cases, 20
minutes can be allowed. I shall
certainly allow the hon. Member 20
minutes.

Shri Debeswar Sarmah: But I under-
stand that the hon. Speaker was
pleased toc make an exception in the
case of States which have not taken
part so far.

Mr. Chairman: What I am saying is
in accordance with the wishes and
orders of the Speaker. These are his
instructions to me.

Pandit M. B. Bhargava (Ajmer—-
South): The hon. Speaker had made
it clear that this time restriction will
not apply to those States whose re-
presentatives have had no chance to
speak so far. You may kindly refer
to the proceedings on that point.

Mr. Chairman:. Those proceedings
took place in my presence. Further,
the hon. Speaker has given me instruc-
tions also when he vacated the Chair.
I am only stating what he has told
me.

Shri Debeswar Sarmah: All right.
I would not take the time of the
House on the history of the States
Reorganisation Commission and the
background behind it. But hon. Mem-
bers would recollect that the agitation
for linguistic provinces emanated
during the Constituent Assembly days.
Then, the Dar Commission was
appointed. But the Dar Commission
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3aid that the time for the formation
of linguistic provinces was not propi-
tious. The report of the Dar Commis-
ston was submitted on the eve of the
Jaipur Congress, and the Jaipur Con-
gress appointed the J.V.P. Com-
mittee to review the entire position,
keeping in view the Congress's posi-
tion before Independence and also
after Independence, because before
Independence, the linguistic question
was in the forefront of everybody, but
the position changed after Independ-
ence.

We find some very significant sen-
tences in the report of the J.V.P.
Committee. They have stated:

“While language is a binding
force, it is also a separating one.”
One cannot be tired of repeating

this,
Further, at page 15 of their report
they say:

“We feel that the condmons
that have emerged in India since
the achievement of Independence
are such as to make us view the
problem of linguistic provinces in
a new light. The first considera-
tion must be the unity, security
and economic prosperity of India,
and every separatist and disrup-
tive tendency should be rigorously
discouraged.”

When I was sitting and attentively
listening to certain speeches of our
leading members here, my mind
travelled back to a thousand years of
Indian history. India was never
behind other people or nations in the
realm of thought or in the fleld of
growers. Why, then, did we lose our
independence? Did we learn nothing
from one thousand years of our
slavery, humiliation and misery? 1
submit we must have wisdom not to
commit the errors that we did in the
past as a result of which we lost our
independence. We must have the wit
to learn and to act up to the require-
ments of the present set.up.

. The States Reorganisation Com-
mittee not only made their recom-
mendations for formation of pro-
vinces, but in chapter IV and the last
one on Unity of India, they have made
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very commendable suggestions, and
every thinking Indian will pay con-
sidered attention to those suggestisns.
They have recommended certain safe-
guards for linguistic minorities. They
have also recommended joint Public
Service Commissions for different
States. But I should submit thst
joint Public Service Commissions for
two or more States are not the panacea,
Some other machidtery has to be
evolved for efficlency and purity of
administraiion. Appointment of joint
Public Service Commissions is not
enough. I should also commend for
the earnest consideration of our
Government, the other recommenda-
tions regarding the integration of
Anances and services. We are happy
to learn that the Government accept
most of those recommendations. Here
one point needs careful consideration.
It is as regards Governors scrutinis-
ing and acting for the Centre on the
question of whether the policy of the
Central Government has been follow-
ed in the States or not, I submit this
is a recommendation which cannot be
accepted. It would be undemocratic
to allow Governors—!o put it in ordi-
nary or undiplomatic language—to act
as spies for the Centre in the States
and to interfere with the State Gov-
ernments. It is undemocratic and
Governors who are appointed should
not be allowed to iaterfere with the
democrat’c set-up.

Dr. Jalsoorya (Medak): Can they
not even inquire as to what is hap-
pening?

Shri Debeswar Sarmah: My hon.
friend has asked: should they not
inquire? The whole picture will be
before their eyes. But what I mean
to say is that they must not be allow-
ed to interfere with the working of
the Cabinets. If I may, perhaps, be
allowed to elaborate on the matter
in certain States the Governors are
the figure heads of the States and
they just perform ceremonial func.
tions and such other things. But in
certain other States, they have defl-
nite powers, as for example, in the
case of a State like Assam. Perhaps
we are not entitled ro criticise the
heads of States, particularly behind
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their backs. But I would submit
that there Is differen-e of opinion as

"to the wisdom shown in exercising

such powers by the Governor in the
North Eastern zone,

[SuRr; BARMAN in the Chair.]

So I would submit that this recom-
mendation cannot be accepted.

Shri Lokenath Mishra (Puri): He is
not satisfled with his Governor?

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh (Shahbad—
South): He is talking of principles,

Shri Debeswar Sarmah: I am talk-
ing of principles, of democratic lines.
It is not a question of ‘persons and
personalities; it is a question of demo-
cracy. In a democratic set-up, the
Governors should be constitutional
Heads of States and no executive or
supervisory powers should be given
to them.

Shri Meghnad Saha (Caloutta-
North-West): He should be a inere
rubber-stamp.

An Hon. Member: If even that.

Shri Debeswar Sarmah: There are
some other paragraphs in the Report
dealing with the necessity for cquita-
ble regional development of the-
States. Paragraph 12 of the Summary
says:

“The Governmert c¢f . India
should consider the question of
fcrmulating an industrial location
policy for the whule of India, in
order to ensure th2 oqritable dis-
tribution of development expendi-
ture”.

Too much emphasis cannot be laid’
upon this, because if there is no equi-
table and proper development of all
the regions, the apprehensions which
my hon. friend, who spoke before me,
expressed, might materialise, that is
to say there will be danger to Federal
Structure of Government. Otherwise:
there is no harm in having big States
like Bihar, UP, Maihya Pradesh or
Bombay. But if there is disparity of
development, there is danger of dis-
integration of Federal union. Far
example, I should not mind if there
are air-conditioned trains running
between big towns, but people would
certainly mind if the leaking of the
roofs in trains in the eastern 7one is
not stopped. One does not mind if the:
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waiting rcoms of the Airlines Cc “po-
ration in big cities, where people from
other countries come, are air-condi-
tioned, but one would certainly mind
if, as in my part of the country, in
the Airlines Corporation offices there
is no roof to hide one's head under,
“Too much attention has been given
to certain areas and a little atten-
tion has been given to certain other
areas, particularly those North Eastern
frontier areas, Whereas defence is a
Central obligation and responsibility
the first duty would be of the State
to withstand the first onslaught. The
areas there should be properly deve-
loped. In that area, comprising Tri-
pura, Manipur, Assam and North
Bengal, in that zone there is not even
.a medium-scale industry, not a paper
mill, not a cement factory, not a sugar
mill—nothing of the’ sort. What will
the people of that part be thinking?
They have no river valley projects.
Even when there is oil found there
in Assam there hag been an attempt
from different quarters to locate the
refinery away from Assam. Sir, is it
conceivable that the people of that
zone would be tolerating such a state
of affairs for any length of time. Now,
:80 long as our tall leaders, our all
Indian leaders, are there perhaps peo-
ple will be submitting to their advice,
but this cannot be stretched too long.
One should not strain the sentiments
-of the people of those areas too long
in that way.

Coming to the question of Assam—
the time at my disposal is very short
—I would at once say that the Gov-
ernmen{ and the Congress organisa-
tion of Assam have in their submission
before the States Reorganisation Com-
mission prayed only for the status
qQuo in respect of the boundaries of
the Siate in the frontier area. They
-did not want any territory from any
cther State, nor did they want that
their territorial boundaries should be
disturbed.

Now, what is Assam like? I have
no time to go into detail. Unfortunate-
ly most India did not hear of Assam

verhaps before Mahatma Gandhi
wrote that memorable article
‘Lovely Assam’ in 1921. Before that,
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few people knew anything of Assam,
and in one famous book the people
of Assam were described as people
taking dog's meat. After the non-
co-operation movement of Mahatma
Gandhi, some people took some inter-
est in that area, and when there
was terrible repression in that part
of the country after the non-coopera-
tion movement of 1921-22, the late
lamented Pandit Madan Mohan
Malaviya went to inquire of condi-
tions there. Thereafter, he made a
report. Let me state briefly that
Assam is a State of composite people,
Aryan—DMongolite and Dravidian,
since time immemorial. Assamese is
the preponderating language spoken
by the majority of the people, but
other languages are also spoken in
Assam; there is Hindi, Bengali, there
are the hundred and one tribal langu.
ages or more properly dialects. In
Assam, we have been living together—
the hill people and the plains people—
in harmony from times immemorial.
May I request you not to look at the
Clock, Sir?

In Assam we have been living in
harmony between different communi-
ties for ages. There were martial con-
nections between the people of the
plains and the hills and between the
royal families of the plains and the
hills. When the Britishers came they
put up inner lines and other outer
lines. The plains people were not allow-
ed to go to the hills and the hills
people were not allowed to m™ with
the plains people. I think it will be
news to the House if I tell it that
some people in the Naga Hills were
flogged because they took to putting
on half pants, during British days.

Hon. Members will remember that
during the Constituent Assembly time
a Minority Sub-Committee was ap-
pointed and its recommendstions
were largely accepted by the Consti-
tuent Assembly. You find in the Con-
stitution that there are Part A and B
areas in the Sixth Schedule. Nnrth
East Frontier Agency areas are in
Part B Tribal Areas. NEFA is
a part of Assam in the Consti-
tution but unfortunately NEFA
has been administered of late
by a separate cadre from the
Centre in such a way as if the
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snner line and outer line which existed
before independence of India is being
more strictly enforced in practice. 1
submit with all the humility and- em-
phasis at my command that it will
be reversing ‘he hands of the clock it
NEFA is going to be administered in
such a way as to isolate the plains
people because NEFA people cannot
jump over Assam and fraternise with
the people of Uttar Pradesh and else-
where. They must have relations with
their own kith and kin and other
people in the neighbouring plain
area may be pleased to consider this.
We are not asking that administration
of NEFA should be transferred to
Assam immediately. If the Govern-
ment thinks that in the best interests
of India it should be administered by
a separate cadre for some time let it
be done, but let the administration be
such as is conducive to the ultimate
object of integration with Assam

Coming to the Naga Hills, I would
say—and this is my personal opinion—
that the Nagas were tactlessly handled
to start with. They are a proud,
freedom-loving people. If they had
‘been properly handled at the initial
stage, all these things might not have
happened. At tha: time only a micro-
acopic minority talked of independence.
Again I say I talk from personal ex-
perience. I brought all these things
d the notice of the late lamented
Sardar Patel. A section of the people
of Garo Hills and the Khasi-Jaintia
Hills want a separate hill State but
another section there wants to be
with Assam with greater powers to
the District Council. In Cachar and
in Goalpara there are a few Bengali
lawyers and businessmen who want
that Goalpara should go to Bengal
and that Cachar should be Purba-
chal. The people of United Mikir and
North Cachar Hills do not want a sepa-
rate Hill State. The hon. Members
of this House may be pleased to note
that not a single unit of this
conglomeration of people agrees
with another, in regard to the Hill
State. The SRC has rightly recom-
raended that there should be no Pur-
bachal and that there can be no Hill
State.

495—L.S.D.
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I now come to Tripura and Mani-
pur. Our original proposal before the
SRC was, that Tripura and Manipur
should merge with Assam. Our posi-
tion was clear; the boundaries of pre-
sent Assam should not be disturbed.
As regards Tripura and Manipur, if
the people want to come to Assam, we
welcome them as brothers and we give
them all assurances of fair and equi-
table treatment. After very careful
consideration the S.R.C. recommenda-
tion is that Tripura should merge
and Manipur should stand over for
5 years. My submission is that Tri-
pura should be merged with Assam.
Let me briefly submit the reasons
therefor. Tripura is an area of
4032 sq. miles with a population
of 639,000 and with a revenue
of 28 lakhs and expenditure of
Rs. 131 lakhs. What can be the
object of the Government of India
in deciding that Tripura may stand
over? I understand that a whispering
campaign is going on that the people
of Assam do not want Tripura. Some
people in high position ask us: Are
you sure that you want Tripura? A
resolution was passed in the Executive
Committee of the Assam Pradesh
Congress Committee and I may inform
you that the Congress has the support
of the people of Assam, and we are
unanimous that we want Tripura, But,
when we said that the wishes of the
people should be considered, the em-
phasis was that it should be consider.
ed along with other factors. What
are the other factors? The other
factors are unity, security and the
prosperity of the .country as a whole.
As regards unity, if Tripura and Mani-
pur were separated from Assam would
it be conductive te unity or would it
be conducive for a separatist tend-
ency? Why should people ask for a
ASurbachal and a Hill State? The idea
of the people is that if they shout, if
they agitate about it, they will have it.
They are being encouraged. The
centrifugal and other tendencies are
encouraged thereby. If Tripura is
left over, how ean it prosper; will
it be strong or will it be weak? I want
every Member of this House to ques-
tion himself as to how these small
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States with small populations, insigni-
ficant revenue and a subsidy given
every year can prosper if they are
allowed to continue as separate units
at this juncture? Will it not thereby
create a perpetual headache for the
Government of India? Will there not
be a continuous agitation for a pur-
oachal, a Hill State and all sorts of
things? The Government of India will
never have peace.

At one time 1 was thinking that the
Report of the 9.R.C. should be shelved.
Now, having heard all these acrimoni-
ous and bitter controversies, I feel
that so long as the leaders who led
us to independence are alive, it will be
all right and so it is better that all
these controversial matters should be
finished here and now. Let leaders
like Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, Mau-
lana Abul Kalam Azad and Pandit
Govind Ballabh Pant who have led
us to independence, lead us also to
unity and prosperity. Therefore, 1
submit that with a view to form a
stable State in the frontier. sssan
earnestly desires that Tripura and
Manipur should be united with her.
It is not a question of merger; it |is
not a question of annexation; it is a
question ofunion. Leét us work together
and whatever contributory help is given
by the Centre, we 'shall distribute
pro rata and we shall have a good
State in the frontier. During the last
great war Britain and America took
7 or 8 months to rush reinforcements
to help Kohima when it was besieged
by the Japanese. 1 think there was
the Azad Hind Fauj also. They were
for India all the time. We have here
in this House persons who were under-
ground at that time and contacting
Subhas Chandra Bose. But it took nine
months for America and Britain to
rush their forces to that front so that
Kohima could be re-conquered.

Shri Sarangadhar Das (Dhenkanal-
West Cuttack): Has not the hon.
Member already cxceeded his time-
limit?

Mr. Chairman: I know he has
spoken for twenty-five minutes, but
he is speaking.........
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Shri Debeswar Sarmah: I am speak-
ing for the State of Assam. Do not
leave that frontier area dis-united
and weak. Remember that there is no
communication there and all sorts of
difficulties are cropping up. Remember
that the NEFA has become a hunt-
ing ground for all sorts of influences
from outside; remember that the
Nagas are asking for independence.
The inhabitants of the border area in
India those have more affinity with
those outside. So unite and develop this
area in order to have a good and
stable State. That is the only way to
solve the problem and not by yielding
to pressure. My friend from Tripura
stated that there is not a single man
who supports that Tripura should
come to Assam. I wag waiting to hear
next that he is the only patriotic man
from Tripura; fortunately he did not
say that (interruption). I do not know
whether he looks up to Delhi or to
Moscow for guidance; in fact, all the
friends here in this side have a doubt
whether the hon, Member looks to
Delhi or to Mouscow for guidance. l.et
him stand up and say.

Shri Meghnad Saha: It is Delhi

that is looking up to Moscow for
guidance, ’

Shri Debeswar Sarmah: Goalpara
has been claimed by Bengal on these
grounds: one is that Goalpara is
having a Bengali-speaking majority;
another is that Bengal has made tre-
mendous sacrifices and after the parti.
tion,' they want land for rehabilita.
tion. These are the two grounds on
which Goalpara should be annexed
to West Bengal, according to them.
We all have great respect for Bengal,
for the tremendous sacrifices which
Bengal made for the independence of
India. He will be a person of very
poor heart and mind indeed, if he
has not got respect and affection also
if I may say so, for a land which pro-
cuced Swaml Vivekananda and Auro-
bindo, Bankim Chand and Tshwar
Chandra. which produceq Desabhandu
and Netaji Subhas Chandra. Here is
this House I can name quite a number
of Members like Shri A. C. Guha and
Shri S. C, Samanta who have spert a
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score of years behind the prison bars
for India’s freedom,£ We have great
respect for these friends and I admire
them. But that does not mean that
Bihar .dig not sacrifice, that Assam
did not sacrifice, that Maharashtra
did not _ontribute towards liberation
of India. Everyone did play his part.
Can that be a ground that because
Bengal was partitioned and it has
refugees, Bihar should be maimed and
mutilated and Assam should be
strangled and crippled just to make
room for them? When they want
Goalpara they say that ‘they have
too many refugees in Bengal and,
therefore, they want Goalpara to
settle their men there. Have those,
who have advocated the annexation
of Goalpara with Bengal, thought
about the density of population in
Goalpara and how much Assam would
suffer if Goalpara is taken away from
it? Have they thought what Bihar will
do if Bihar is bereft of Jamshed-
pur and Dhanbad? These are the
things we want the leaders of Bengal
to think over. Indeed the great leader,
Dr. B. C. Roy, a far-sighter states-
nan, did consider these aspects. In
Goalpara, the density of population,
according to the last census, is 287 per
square mile. If you deduct the Gov-
ernment-reserved forests, it is 360 per
square mile; if you make allowances
for the private owner ramindari forests
in Goalpara, the dens’ty of population
comes to 461 per square mile. With
a density of 461 per square mile, what
are you going to do? If annexation of
Goalpara to Bengal is going to help
the Indian unity, prosperity without
crippling any State, let them have it
and there is no quarrel. -But let us
see whether Goalpara is going to help
Bengal and whether it will not entjre-
ly cripple Assam, Let us see the facts
and figures. If the forest area is de-
ducted. the density of Goalpara dist-
rict comes to 461 and in tke thanas
which are in the neighbourhood of
Bengal, the density is much greater.
Therefore. I submit that they cannot
colonise in Goalpara. The majority
in Goalpara are Assamese. Assam
has- the best forests and Jute in Goal-
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para, without which, she will be crip-
pled. The Muslim population are
happy in Bengal and Assam and they
have no complaint. But they are terri
bly afraid that if Goalpara is annexed
to Bengal and the Bengali refugees are
alloweq to settle in the border areas,
they will be squeezed; and they have
an instances before them, that is
Cooch-Behar. Assam could rightly
lay her claim to Cooch-Behar becuuse
it formed part of Kamrupa. Ii was
the Kings of Assam, Shri Shankar
Dev writing from Cooch-Behar who
spread literature and laid the founda
tion of modern Assam including
Cooch-Behar. The Prime Minister,
Shri .Jawaharial Nehru, made the
declaration in the Calcutta parade
ground speech that the desire c{ the
people of Cooch-Behar would be com-
sulted. Aner Bengal got Cooch-Behar
one knows very well how the local
people are being treated......

Shri Meghnad Saha: How are Bun-
galis in Goalpara treated? Thev arve
treated much worse.

Mr. Chairman: I would like him to
finish within five minutes.

Shri Debeswar Sarmah: Althcugh 1
have a lot more to say, I bow down
to your direction. One has only to
read what the Member from Darjeeling
Shri Nor Bahadur Gurung stated in the
Bengal Legislative Assembly the other
day. And then it may be noted that
the claim of Bengal for Goalpara is a
new thing and it has been inspired by
the appointment of the States Reorgani.
sation Commission. When the Dar
Commission was appointed, the late
leader Shri N. R. Sarkar sub-
memorandum before
the Constituent Assembly for the
fnclusion of Bengal's claim in
the terms of reference of that
Commission. and the claim over any
territory Assam was not taken up.
Sixteen Members of the Constituent
Assembly—I de not know if the
Chairman was also one of the signa.
tories—signed a memorandum and then
also the claim over Assam twas not
registered. When a resolution was
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passed i the Bengal Council on the 7th
August, 1952, it did not contain any
claim over Assam, The resolution
‘reads like this:

“The Assembly is of opinion that
in order to solve the problem of
the rehabilitation of refugees from
East Pakistan and the protection of
the Bengali culture and heritage,
State Government should request
Government of India to invoke the
President to recommend the intro-
duction of a Bill in Parliament (1)
to increase the area of West Ben-
gal and (2) to diminish the area of
other States, but not of any por-
tion of Assam.”

As late as that day, it was not
asked, and therefore this claim is
new and let me read what Dr, Bidhan
Chandra Roy, a far-sighted states-
man and the Chief Minister of West
Bengal, said in this connection. It is
at page 67 of the West Bengal Legis-
lative Council Debates on the S.R.C.
Report:

“such as the wunity of India,
national security and defence, cul-
tural and linguistic affinity, admini-
strative convenience, financial con-
siderations and economic pro-
gress both of the States and of the
nation as a whole...... "

I have not the time to read through
the whole of it but the gist of it is
that he did not want Goalpara be-
cause the communication was bad,
and administration would be difficult.
Although human beings are possessive
animals, in his language, it would be
uifficult to administer the area and the
communication was bad and therefore
they did not want Goalpara. The other
day our friend, Shri N. C. Chatterjee
said that a statement was made in a
press conference for including Goal-
para in West Bengal. I am not
reading from the text because I have
no time. Dr. B. C. Roy is a far-
seeing statesman of the first order;
he is managing West Bengal, a diffi-
cult State, with Calcutta in it. In
the Press conference he added »
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small proviso: “if the people want”.
If the people of Goalpara want to go,
I have no objection; let them go. But
the Goalpara people, according to the
information of the S.R.C., do not want
to go. If even ten per cent. of the
people want to go, then personally I
can say that they may go, but not
even five per cent. of the people want
to go.

Shri Meghnad Saha made a statement
in Calcutta that there are 18 million
acres of cultivable fallow land in
Assam. Wherefrom he got the figures
quoted by him, I do not know, I am
surprised at this, We have here an
illustration of eminent scientists dabb-
ing in politics. Anybody in this
country and even outside would be
proud of him. I have personal regards
for him. I want more and more sons
of India to become successful scientists
like him. Unfortunately, he plays
into the hands of propagandists. The
figures, he quoted arose out of a com-
plete misunderstanding of the position
in Assam...... perhaps from wrong
understanding or misinterpretation of
Assam Govt. Agricultural statistics.
Then Shr¥ Prakash Committee was
constituted to go with this matter.

Mr. Chairman: I have given the
hon, Member enough time.

Stri Debeswar Sarmah: I have
done,

Mr  Chairman: One sentence from
the hon. Member’s speech will be
omitted. He said something about
Dr. B. C. Roy's saying that he did not
want Goalpara. He said with refer-
ence to that something; he sald
‘possessory animals’ '

An Hon., Member: Possessive ani-
mals.

Mr. Chairman: It is not decent,
nor does it carry any sense there.

Shri Debeswar Sarmah: I did not
say that. It is here. May I read
it? 1 crave your indulgence tuv read
it. Dr. B. C. Roy has said:

“1 have stated elsewhere that
human beings rre possessive ani-
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mals. That is to say, they would
like to have or possess more and
more, but in a civilised society we
have to consider not merely what
we have but what do we do with
what we have.”

It is not my sentence; I have not

the audacity to utter such words.

Mr. Chairman: If it is there it{ is
quite all right. So far as I under-
stood it, I think the hon. Member
sajd so later on, However, I shall
look into that.

Shri Meghnad Saha (Calcutta-
North-West): May 1 say one word?
The figures 1 quoted were from the
publications of the Assam Govern.

Mr. Chairman: If the hon. Mem-
ber gets any chance to speak, you can
say so later on.

Shri Meghnad Saba: I quoted
Irom the statistics compiled by the
Assam Government and published in
1949.

Mr. Chairman; That is all right.
If there is anything, he can submit it
to the Table of the House to eontro-
vert what he has said. The Speaker
has already said that those Members
who will not have any chance to
speak or hon. Members who had no
chance to controvert the speech made
by another hon. Member may submit
their points in writing and that they
would go into the proceedings of the
House

Shri Biren Dutt (Tripura West):
May I ask Shri Sarmah......

Mr. Chairman: There is no question
of asking. 1 am calling Shri T¥wari.

Shri Biren Dutt: Shri Sarmah told
the House that only some people were
demanding this .....

Mr. Chairman: Order, order.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava (Gur-
gaon): When the Chair orders an hon.
Member to resume his seat, it is mot
speck on any matter in the clause by
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proper for him te go on continuing
his speech.
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T ¥  Trmrw R ¥
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[arqn amo o gwo faardt]:

g wif & o= W oAy IERA
g & | o gawl & Teen, W, A,
qw ate Perwgr Pemor wefwr & R @
¢ | zuteg 9w o o 1 @ W
srrrewm af ¢ 1 g A ot few
Preht & amraer At e &

afz ster g @ wew Peew wgwr oW

Pt wgwr & PR v &, ot dw @
wory ¥ Pr 9w @ o ww wt Provat
witrar renfe ®t--gw & PAmr Tew
W | T wey e wENr w1 e
o WY Al TH ® oivdr wo EAR T
e ot smem | ww S ¢ Pe s
woiwe's ot @ & 1 g Pon T @ cuw
s gromt’ gaR @er v P o
o e} e @ o gW S W
o % Pan dam &

Pert, At ot waen Pawit ® @Wo gWo
Q'a’oelﬁﬁo(-ﬁotﬁi’o@mﬂ‘ W’ﬁ
e wwe =2 g ¥ Pw o at P wdw
oW 7% ot & TOw 9w # ¥, A @

A m ¢ @ Poo & wiv ow o W
s e ¥-w: @ osftw g owdee o
o P & e I W &) o
s gadt § P g W oo i
fearr oo e @ W oE: W@ AW R
wlare s, At W w1 o gFEw el
7 ot gt F on o ¥ Pw @ owww @
o3 ageR rwtam & A7, wp i A
at wp Tew & o | o witoe P
s Ty Peaer et o ol @ W
e amen # 1 et g gt & P oW W

19 DECEMBER 1955

Report of S.R.C. 3212

gaeg dA oE | § 1 aw ag S oA
yiarer & JwEQ @I | AR w7 T
T wzw ¥ Pw yewr gwey fal @
# orlk aw 7@ TTEOR AT | T OTE OW

" fie Pewe w} ww g ghh, o wiee

Nt iwm 2 ety wm
qefiete, swg o, a7 wEw W gwd
att et = Wiy T o
Wy o wrew ey gw@ -
‘l’h"‘l’):ﬁﬁ.ﬁﬂil

mﬂlﬂﬁowoh‘lﬁ:ﬁ" !ﬁf

whwe 7wt € a7 wiz' aftw g1 wmw
g & taw’ q s awwn € P Preer
gt feteow ¥ qwar il
THAEE | I ST A FTLH B THO g@o
9o ¥ & | 99 83 F & ¢ Tataer & Ak
o wftey # | TW a8 2% THO T¥o g0
= rad &, Paad s wowae feteeer
F & ale « Fwae feteew & | adwae
% W QRO T®o QW0 F audAt Ay & #
g s o ot Parw ww W} T wEw
@ alv o I W go do F  Pawn Paar
T | {FFET F S QHO o GWo F &
9 TFo g®o gWo Wt gw 7w B & Pw ar
at Prer wear wraw v otk I € A
I # T, °W ST W go fo # g
fad & Pwen Tgar oo

R wiftere sefte : gPeEE ® AW A
a3t wg @ ¥ wg aTw ¥

W/TYN Ao WMo wwo Tewrht : zw Paww
= grewed giw Pabawn aww, ofew
JaETaTE Aww ok ATwwe Fw aww 2
o vEw gwt &, d¢ A ey ag
S & | IW oy grew ¥ Pw ogorw Towt m
# gt gt 4 7o smgawT W e
fe ¥ o R wmr & T2F o Pw B¢
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o s witiere STl Ve WWMR T
Ciramrd itz d ¢ v oy
7w vy & Paen Pean aw

Shri Sarangadhar Das: At the
outset I want to say that I am an
Indian and I resent all this fetish of
unity and security. Every Indian
wants unity and security. But it
is being made a fetish. The fact that
Andhra was created and this Commis-
sion was appointed shows that there
is no doubt it must go to the final
conclusion. So, there is no use talk-
ing against linguistic States now,

With regard to Singhbhum district
in which Seraikella and Kharsawan—
the two ex-States—have been merged,
the Commission says:

“The two States, however, have
formed part of the Singhbhum dis-
trict since May, 1948, and the his-
torical affinities of the two States
with the Porahat Raj in Singh-
bhum district, on the one hand,
and with the administration which
was in charge of the Chhota Nag-
pur division, on the other, are
held to justify the decision to in-
clude them in Bihar.”

This means that the Commission
conteds that the Porahat Raj was
not originally Oriya, May I just go
into the old history of it> In the very
old times the historians have written—
I may only mention their names:
Sterling Hamilton, Dr. Stochrs
and Rai Bahadur Sarat Bose—that
this Singhbhum area was a part of
Orissa. Ther, in the recent records
we find that on page 327 of Treaties,
Engagements and Sanads by Mr. C. U,
Aitchison. He says:

“The Singhbhum country was
never conquered by the Mah-
rattas, and was in the position of
an independent State when Raja
Ghansham Singh tendered his
allegiance to the British Govern-
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ment in 1819, The object of the
Raja in so doing was partly to be
recognised as owning the allegiance
of his kmsmen, the Raja of
Seraikelta and the Thakur of
Kharsawan...... ”

So, this proves conclusively that
the Raja of Porahat was not a non:
Oriya; he was an Qriya. In other
places the officers of this area in the
19th century have reported that the
Raja of Porahat had marital relations
with Sambalpur Raja and there was
correspondence gouing on between the
two. Al this proves conclusively, I
am constrained to say, that these
learned members of the Commission
have exhibited their utter ignorance
of historical records and have not
paid any attention to even the latest
records of the last half a century or
quarter of a century.

Then again, you will find in the
“Indian States under the Political
Department” that Seraikella and
Kharsawan were listed under Orissa
but they were in the Chhota Nagpur
Agency, which used to be called the
South-Western Political Agency, be-
cause of administrative convenience.
All along, as in the memoranda which
used to be published every year by
the Political Department, they had
been under Orissa and they were final-
ly transferred to the Orissa Agency in
1916 at the request of the two Rajas.

3 p.M.

Then again there was Mr. Gait who
had written a letter to the Govern-
ment of Bengal in 1805 that the States
of Seraikella and Kharsawan should
go to Orissa, Again in 1915, the two
Rajas requesteq the authorities and
sent a memorial to the Government of
India that they should be taken into
Orissa, and as a result of that, in
1916, they were taken over to the
Sambalpur Agency which had all
Orissa States under it. Then there
was an agreement and also there is an
order by the Government of Bihar and
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Orissa in which a Bihari gentleman
who was a member of the Council at
that time had agreed that those areas
should go to Orissa. Under these cir-
cumstances, I fail to see how the
Commission has dismissed the case on
the ground of its being of recent ori-
gin. I maintain that because of re-
cent origin, it is necessary to go deep
into it, as the records are right before
us, while what happened a century
or 500 years ago and whether Orissa
had extended from Conjeevaram in
the South to Hooghly in the north
are not known ang those records are
not to be found anywhere. They are
only researches for historians and
scholars. What I have mentioneg
cearlier are contained in official re-
cords and yet, the Commission
.deny the re-transfer of Seraikella and
Kharsawan to Orissa on the ground
that the Rajas had connections with
‘the Porahat Raja and therefore they
¢annot be transferred.

Then, on my knowing that these
two areas were in the Orissa States
Agency, I personally became involved
in this matter, Maay hon. Members
night know that I had started the
Orisse States Peoples’ Conference in
1938, when, in that movement, 26
States were included and Praja Man-
dals had been started in various
States. Along with my colleagues
trom Orissa there were Oriya Mem-
bers of the Congress from the Utkal
Congress Committee, Chakradarpur,
and we faced the bullets of the
Eastern States Agency police in Korai-
kala where I had gone to defy section
144 In those days there was no
Bihari gentleman to be seen anywhere.
Nobody came to help us. I had
written to the Chief Minister of Bihar
that those policemen should not be
allowed to come in, and that States
Union was not recognised by the Gov-
ernment of India at that time. I
wrote to him that the States Union
police should not be allowed to go
from the State to another across
British Indian territory.
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Wo #w guwr Tay : M o wiw W
at gw Wi v A

Shri Sarangadhar Das: I do not wang
to be interrupted by you, That is not
right. You may reply afterwards to
what I say.

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: You are
giving the story without mentioning
the name of the gentleman who was the
member of the Bihar Council and who
sald that those States should go to
Orissa. :

Shri Sarangadhar Das: If you want,
1 shall give that name, afterwards.

Mr. Chairman: Hon. Members
should be addressed the Chair and not
talk across the table.

Shri Sarangadhar Das: Here is what
Extract from file No. 107 of 1916 of
the Political Department of the Gov-
ernment of Bihar and Orissa says:

“I have long been of opinjon
that in the interest of the States
themselves, Seraikella and Khar-
swan should be placed under the
Political Agent of the Orissa States.
1 should like eventually to see
them put on the same footing as
the other States, but this will no
doubt come in time and we need
not consider it now ”

It is signed by E. V., Levinge on
13th May, 1916, by R. Singh on 18th
May, 1916 and by W. Maude on 21st
May, 19186.

When the Orissa States Peoples’
Conference movement was being car-
ried on, we fought against the rulers
to get rid of feudal rule and in those
days, the Bihari people were no-
where to be seen. Nothing was done
on the letter that I wrote to the Chief
Minister. In these circumstances,
when the States were merged into
Orissa, they just wake up on the last
dav and rlaim that the two States be-
long to Biher. All this history shows
that Bihar never had the charge of
these places. The States concerned
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were in Chhota Nagpur Agency be-
cause of administrative convenience,
and the Commissioner of Chhota Nag-
pur in those days was also acting in
the capacity of Agent to the Gover-
nor-General and not as Commissioner
of Singbhum Division. I believe that
our present Members have forgotten
this fact after Independence, namely,
the relations of these States with the
Province in which they were and
with the Governor-General, This
wmuch [ say about the justification for

transferring Seraikella and Kharsawan. °

“Though they had been merged into
Orissa, there was some trouble after-
wards and it was engineered by out-
siders. Outsiders went there and
created trouble and there was firing
in self-defence.

An Hon, Member: By whom?

Shri Sarangadhar Das: By the
police of the Government of Orissa.
Among those who engineered that
trouble, were some who are even now
here, At that time, Sardar Vallabh-
bha# Patel and the Prime Minister
realised that it was time for consoli-
dation and real integration of these
States with the Indian Union. Then,
the Hyderabad police action was im-
pending. Therefore they asked the
Chief Minister of Orissa to surrender
those areas for the time being.

Shri Jajware (Santal Parganas cum
Hazaribagh): For the time being or
for ever?

Shri Sarangadhar Das: For the
time being. The people of Orissa
‘made those  sacrifices in the larger
interests of the nation, and all the
time they were hoping that when
there was-a Boundary Commission,
they could represent their case. We
did represent our case, but it has
been brushed aside with a few words.
“This shows that these Jearned people
have shown their ignorance in not
going into the matter.

1 now come to Singhbhum Sadar.
“The whole of Singhbhum District at

one time belonged to Orissa, but I
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am concerned with the present situd-
tion, Of course, I would never say
that Dhalbhum sub-division, where
the Bengalis form the largest majo-
rity, should go to Orissa. It should
go to Bengal. I understand that West
Bengal has been demanding it also.
But, as far as Sadar sub-division of
Singhbhum and Seraikella and Khar-
swan are concerned, we find from
the Census Report that the majority
of the population are Hos. They
constitute about 56 per cent., of the
whole population, The Oriyas come
next with 17 per cent. Then come
the Bengalis, and then the Biharis
who speak Hindi. These Hos have
also submitted many memoranda to
the Commission and their case has
not been touched at all. From this
I come to the conciusion that the
S.R.C, was interested only in coming
to a decision whether the Oriyas
should have it, whether the Bengalis
should have it or whether the Biharis
should have it. The Hos are nowhere
in the picture. I would say that the
Hos and Oriyas ive near each other
in every village in Saraikella and
Sadar sub.divisions. Their combined
population is about 64 per cent and
the Hos have been wanting to go to
Orissa. No doubt they were under
the influence of the Jharkhand move-
ment for some time, but now they
are not. I have here one memoran-
dum from 9 persons—5 of them are
M.L.As.—which says:

“The Hos who are predominant-
ly in majority in Sadar and Sarai-
kella Kharswan together with the
Santals and other tribal people
favour inclusion of the Sadar
and Saraikella-Kharswan sub-
divisions in Orissa, If the States
Re-organisation Commission had
taken the trouble of examining
the present conditions, they would
have been satisfled that all the
tribal people as well as the Oriya
population are in fuvour of the
transfer of Singbhum particularly
the Sadar and Sarawkella sub divi-
sfon to Orissa.”
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In another place, they have said:

“There is no geographical con-
tiguify of Singhbhum district with
the rest of the districts of Chhota
Nagpur of Bihar on account of
ong and high ranges of hills
petween one district of Singhbhum
and those of Ranchi and Man-
bhum. In Singhbhum, especially
in Sadar and Saraikella-Kharswan,
th¢ Hos were predominant. They
have no sockal, linguistic or cul-
‘tural affinity with the Mundas
and Oraons of Ranchi and other
Adibasis of the rest of Chhota
Nagpur or Bihar.”

In another place, they have said:

“The Hos of Singhbhum have
all along been victims under the
influence of Christian converts
of Ranchi who wrongly represent
themselves as Adibasis and have
been duping the  non-Chiristian
Adibasis and creating separatist
tendencies in them on the plea
of a separate Jharkhand State.
The inclusion of Sadar and Sarai-
kella-Kharswan sub-divisions ' of
Singhbhum district in Orissa will
unite the Hos and Santals of these
areas with the Hos and Santals
of Orissa. This arrangement will
bring the Hos under one homoge-
neous administrative unit and
this unity of theirs under one
administration would create a con-
genial atmosphere and provide a
fair opportunity for their develop-
ment and would enable them to
satisfy their legitimate aspira-
tions.”

They have been migrating for the
last half a century from the North
to the South into the neighbouring
distrivts of Mayurbhanj, Keonjhar and
Sundargarh. In the memorandum I
referred to earlier it is said:

“The density of population in
Orissa per square mile is 244
whereas in Bihar the density is
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572, In Singhbhum the density is
331 per sq. mile while in the ad-
jolning Orissa districts of Mayur-
bhanj, Keonjhar and Sundargarh,
the density of population is 256,
183 and 146 respectively.”

So, the density of population is
less in Orissa than m Bihar and
also, there is land available for cul-
tivation. These are the reasons why
they migrate to Orissa and live

there. They migrate not only
to Orissa but also to the
villages in Sadar and Saraikella

sub-divisions of Singhbhum digtrict.
The Hos come and live with the
artisans, goallas, blacksmiths, car-
penters and potters. About 42 per
cent. of the Oriyan population in these
two sub-divisions speak Ho and 51
per cent. of the Hos speak Oriya.
There is affinity, not enly linguistic,
but also cultural, between the Oriyan
people and the Ho people. When the
demand is made by the Oriyas for the
Singhbhum  district as well as the
Government of Orissa and the people
of .Orissa that these sub-.divisions
should go to Orissa, I am surprised
that the Commission have not gone
into this matter at all, as far as the
Hos are concerned. They have just
tried to prove that the Raja of Saral-
kella and Kharswan having been con-
nected with the Raja of Porahat,
there is no use bringing these places
together. They have not gone into
Singhbhum district at all.

Mr, Chairman: The hon. .Member's
time is up. He has already taken 20
minutes,

Shri Sarangadhar Das:.As far as:
the people’'s wishes are concerned,
the question was not determined by
the Tribunal appointed by the Bom-
bay Government in 1948. But, in
1951.52, when the General Elections
were held, an Oriya gentleman stood
as a candidate on the issue that the
two sub-divisions should be trans-
ferred to Orissa and he won by an
absolute majority over four of his



3331 Motion re:

opponents, one of whom—a Congress
candidate—lost his deposit.

Mr. Chairman: The hon.
candidate—lost his deposit.

Shri Sarangadhar Das: These are
not details. I am stating that there
are 22 other Mankis and Mundas—
village headmen—belonging to the
Sadar and Saraikella sub-divisions
who have sent a memorandum to the
Government saying that they want to
go to Orissa. I do not wish to take
up as much time as some Congress
people have taken, but I want to
bring this matter to the notice of
the House and of my Bihari friends
also, namely, that they must look at
the problem objectively. I urge upon
the Government also to look inte this
matter. The Chairman of the Com-
mission retired saying that because
of his long connections with Bihar,
he would not like to sit in judgment
over that matter; and it was left
to thce other two—Mr, Kunzru and
Mr. Panikkar. The two remaining
members possibly took it into their
head that if they differed over this
matter, it would embarrass the Chair
man, and they might brush it aside.
That is why I claim that this matter
should be looked into by another
judicial Commission. If you do not
do it, then it will be decided not on
the streets of Saraikella, because in
Saraikella there is a threat. There is
& song here:

ez w1 aTEw

HYET TS HEe T W8T

qTAT FT AR

Member

I say that the Saraikella district
will not decide this matter on the
streets, but #t will be decided in the
General Electiens and we will give
you. the ruling party, the most crush.
ing defeat that you will find anywhere,

Shri Punnoose (Alleppey): 1 know
& man. Quite naturally, he wanted to
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marry. He began that desire at a
very early age in his life. He made
advances and made them a number of
times; but they were never returned.
He loved to marry so dearly and so
long that at last he developed a dis-
taste for marriage and decided not to
marry at all. I was myself in that
state this morning when I knew that 1
might be called to speak. I wanted to
speak. | wanted to speak very much. I
wanted to speuk much earlier. ] had
almost decided not to speak when I
got the chance. I thank you for
giving me this opportunity. I do not
want to deny this happy hour to so
many of my aspiring friends. I am
really thankful to the Speaker for
putting the time-limit at 15 minutes

so that the speech may be over very
soon.

One should begin from his own
home. Everybody has got his headache
and I have mine. I must begin from
Kerala, the newly born State or the
State that is being born.

Shri U M. Trivedl: Not karela.

Shri Punnoose: Acharya Kripalani
made a discovery the other day. Hc
said that the people are against
Kerala. I say that he has been badly
briefed by his iriend Shri Kelappan.
The people of Kerala had this picture
of Aikya Kerala, United Kerala be.
fore them for long years past. From
the very birth of this national move.
mnent, they cherished this desire to
be one. Today, that is coming to
fruition. Two friends of mine from
my State spoke here: Shri A. M.
Thomas and Shri Nesamony.
Shri A. M. Thomas said that certain
portions which are npow recommended
to be merged with Madras shall not
be merged. Shri Nesamony wanted
much more area from Travancore.
Cochin and the other parts of Malabar.
Shri A, M. Thomas employed for his
arguments the very principles enun.
ciated by the States Reorganisation
Commission. I think that was in-
directly a very severe criticism of the
position taken by the S.R.C. itself,
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ook at the principles evolved by
the S R.C. They are principles which
ran be employed by any one for his
own views. They have said, cost of
change, unity and security, common
language and culture, financial viabi.
lity, requirements of national deve.
iopment plans, etc. They posed one
against the other and evolved, so to
say, too many principles landing
themselves in no principle at all. The
S.R.C. has produced a hat which
would fit any head. Anybody can
argue against any merger or separ~
tion of this part with or from the
other State. Therefore, Shri A. M.
‘Thomas has argued that the areas in
the southern part of Travancore-
Cochin shall not be taken to Madras.
He argued at length. As a Malayalee,
he wanted to point out that this is
very much in the interests of Kerala
and his friends riow shout in our State
that those who support the idea of
integrating any part of Travancore-
Cochin to the Madras State are trai-
tors to the Malayalee people.

I very boldly own that responsi-
bility. These areas recommended by
the S.R.C, to be merged with the
Madras State from Travancore-Cochin
are areas to which the Tamil people
have a legitimate claim and they
shall be merged. I must take two
or three minutes to examine the argu-
ments advanced by Shri A. M.
Thomas. He said that the Western
Ghats are there extending from the
north to the south. I think Shri A.
M. Thomas has to re-study his geo-
graphy a little more carefully. The
Western Ghats are there no doubt.
But, they have let him down. When
they come to the south, these Western
Ghats, high mountains, become hills
and hillocks with the result that Tra-
vancore-Cochin and the Madras State
almost become "one. Natural boundary
is no barrier against giving these
areas to the Madras State.

Then, he said that the Travancore-
Cochin State, the future Kerala witl
be a weak link and it will-be thereforc
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dangerous to the unity and safety ot
India to keep that weak link there,
and taking away these areas would
weaken further the Kerala State.
But, he must remember, to and all
men of goodwill must remember that
keeping our Tamilian ~ brothers there
much against their desire will make
this weak link the weaker. The strength
of a chain is decided at the weakest
link. The history of the last few
years will show that the earlier these
are merged with the Madras State, it
will be better for the Kerala State it-
self. He said about cultural homoge-
Leity, etc. He said that the temples in
that part of Kerala are just like the
temples in Kerala. I am glad that Shri
A. M. Thomas has come. I do not
know how Shri A. M. Thomas could
have an accurate idea of the temples.
Neither he nor I could have gone
there; both of us are christians.

Shri A M. Thomas (Ernakulam)
Because of mass contact,

Shri Punnoose: That means that the
masses with whom he came into con-
tact told him about the similarity of
architecture, etc. But, anybody who
travels in Travancore-Cochin will,
when he crosses that part of the State.
begin to realise that he is in a new
area. There is a peculiarity about
the village life of Kerala. In Kerala,
you do not have the classical type of
villages. 1 am sure our hon. friends
on the other side know that. In Tamil
Nad and other places, we have a
cluster of houses, the type of villages
that we find elsewhere in India. In
Kerala, we have always a small com.
pound separated from one another.
You will find this marked and dis-
tinct difference when you go to the
southern parts of Travancore-Cochin.
Then, there is this hall mark of the
Malayalees, the Onam celebrations.
Onam is celebrated in other parts of
Travancore-Cochin; not so much in
the southern side. There, Deepavali,
a Tamil festival, is celebrated. More
than that, Kerala comes from the tree
kera, cocoanut trees. You will find
very few cocoanut trees in the south-
em parts of the State. There are™
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pulmyrah trees. In every way, there
2IT  JIBYJ, ‘SIOUIIIYIP PINIBW IIB
people who say that Malayalam was
actually born of Tamil.

Shri Veeraswamy (Mayuram—Re-
served—Sch. Castes): That is true.

Shri Punnoose: -There are vthers
who say that Malayalam and Tamil
were coming from the same source.
The point is that there is a clear
difference between these areas.

Shri A, M. Thomas wanted to tell
the Tamil people that they have got
the benefits of a High Court, better
facilities for education, etc. I think
they know these things better
than we. It is too late in the day
now to teach them that they have got
a High Court, etc. It is for them
to choose. He said that these areas
are surplus in rice and that we want
salt. I believe these areas are not
going tO become an independent
sovereign State and that there shall
not be a war of salt or war of rice.
These apprehensions are quite un.
founded. Mention was made of mine-
ral sands. I am happy that Madras is
gcing to have some mineral sands.
This is not going elsewhere. If you
want, there can be joint control over
the mineral sands by both the future
Madras State and the future Kerala.
All these are arguments which are
against the wishes of the people.

I have a very serious complaint
against the Congress Party in this
respect. I am not speaking with par-
tisan feelings. A Party has a respon.
sibility. It has not only the respon-
sibility of ruling it has also the res.
ponsibility of guiding the people in
critical situations. The very same
OCongress Party which passed resolu-
tions for linguistic provinces, now has
turned round and sown confusion
amongst the people. The Malayalee
Congress—of which I was a member—
met in 1946 at Nagercoil, a Tamil Nad
area, and passed a resolution saying,
we want Kerala, and when Kerala
will .be formed, the Tamil-speaking
srens will have the right to go to
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Madras. Now, they have thrown
those resolutions to the winds, and
they have created a situation where
the Tamil people and the Malayalee
people are driven one against the
other, a situation which does not
speak well of a great party.

My hon. friend Shri A. M. Thomas
referred to the shooting etc. 1 believe
he did not try to justify the shooting.
Those incidents form a shameful
chapter in the history of our people.
I want my Tam# Nad friends to re-
member that the vast majority of the
Malayalees did not like it. Not only
did we not like them, but we strongly
put forth our very forcetul voice
against such deeds. Further, w2 did
not even allow the Government that
did such things to continue in power.
I do not want my Tam# Nad brethren
to go with bitterness in their hearts.
We wish well of them. We want their
development, because we know that in
their development lies our develop.
ment as well,

To say so much does not mean that
there are no difficulties. There are
difficulties in regard t certain border
areas., That is quite natural. There
is dispute for instance, in regard to
Chittur, Shencotta, Kasaragod etc.
But they can be easily settled, pro-
vided we have got a principle, and
provided we have got a correct ap-
proach?

Now, what shall be that correct
approach? We have suggested that a
boundary commission may be ap-
pointed, and they may take into
consideration the relevant iactors
and then decide to which Sta‘e the
border areas should go. But we feel
that the question should be decided
on the basis of contiguity, similarity
of language etc. and also on the basis

.of village.

Shrit A, M. Thomas appears 1o have
laughed at the idea of the village
being taken as a unit. He asked, why
not have a family as the unit. My



3227 Motion re:

[Shri Punnoose]

bon. friend Shri A, M. Thomas knows
very well that the village is a neces-
sary entily in our Indian life, in the
life of any ancient community. That
is well known. A village is not mere-
ly a collection of houses or families
oxnly, but it is a unit of our common
life. with its own cultural, economic
and social ideas and patterns. Certain-
Jy, in modern times these villages are
being broken up.

Shri A, M. Themas: What  about
villages in Travancore-Cochin where
the division is only for revenue pur-
poses. anud where there are continuous
villages so to say. As the hon. Mem-
ber knows, the whole of Travancore-
Cochin is a continuous town or a
village as you may like to call it.

Shri Velaydhan (Quilon cum
Mavelikkara—Reserved—Sch. (Castes):
There are no villages in Travancore-
Cochin.

Shri Punnoose: 1 am thankful for
the information. I am aware of that.
1 am only speaking about those places
where there are villages. In these
areas then are villages for in.
stance, in Chittur, there are easily
about ten or elev2an villages where
Tamil is spoken, and where the Tamili-
ans are in a majority. What do we
lose by giving over these areas? It is
but proper that we should not keep a
section of our people in bitterness, dis-
gruntled and dissatisfied, for all this
will be against the best interests of the
country. I would therefore request the
Central Government to appoint a boun-
dary commission at the earliest possible
moment, to go into these questions.

But there ase certain areas the dis-
butes in respect of which canrot
strictly be called as border disputes.

rairst, there is Gudalur which is part-

of the Madras State as recommended
by the States Reorganisation Commis-
sion. The area is something like
3tV square miles. I have got reports
to the effect that this area is full of
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Malayalees, and further that it is in
continuation of the Malayalee or
Kerala territory.

It is alsc reported that till 1955 the
voters’ list in that area was prepared
in Malayalam, but very recently it
was prepared in Tamil. It was point-
ed out by my hon. friend Shri
Nesamony that in Devicolam and
Peermede taluks inside Travancore-
Uochin, very recently the Govern-
ment have decided not to 7ive tee
concessions to the Tamil Scheduled
Caste students there. These are
things which are so stupid to be done
by any Government. That the Mad-
ras Government and the Travancore-
Cochin Government should come in at
a critical time to distort the position
and to disfigure things is very dishon-
ourable of them, if they have behaved
like that.

So, the dispute in regard to Gudalur
and other areas will have tn be
looked into.

Shri N. Sreekantan Nair (Quilon
cum Mavelikkara): Why do you say
‘if they have done it'? He is part of
the Government, and his party is
supporting that Government, and
allowing it to continue.

Shri Punnoose: I am aware of that.
I do not want to be so strong as my
hon. friend Shri N. Sreekantan Nair.

These things can be gone into and
decided upon. Now, I come to Devi-
colam and Peermede. The dispute in
regard to these cannot strictly be
called a border dispute at &ll. The
area involved is 1,030 square miles.

The area of the whole of Travancore-
Cochin is about 9,000 square miles.
An area of 1.03v0 square miles, as com-
pared with an area of about 9,000
square miles cannot be called a horder
ares: it is something more than a
border areu. .
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My hon. friena Shnt Nesamony
argued very strongly on this point. [
do concede that there are arguments
for the Tamil people with regard to
these places. But they should also
understand how the Malayalees feel
sbout the matter. They feel that these
areas have go: certain peculiarities
which entitle them to be in Kerala.
Now, vhat are those peculiarities?

1 have already told you about the
village. That sort of a village does
not exist in Devicolam and Peermede
except on the fringes of the Madras
State, because vast portions of this
area are on the high ranges. They are
plantations, where the workers live in
their lines or bustees. There are nc
villages at all in this area. I have not
come across a single Malayalee who
says that these areas can be given over
to Madras. But so far as the southern
taluks are concerned, - as against
Shri A. M. Themas I can say that
nearly 60 to 70 per cent of the Malaya-
lees will stand in favour of their
being handed over to the Madras
State. I am sure about it (Shri A. M.
Thomas: Question).

There is one speciality or peculiari-
ty about Devicolam and Peermede
areas. The workers in these areas still
look upon Tirunelveli and Madurai
districts as their homeland, for they
have got their families there, and
they send a part of their wages every
month to them. They get also what
3¢ called vazhikaazu or travelling ai
lowance every year. and that system
is still continuing. The Malayalees
feel that if these areas are taken
away from the Kerala State, then
that would mean the ruin of the
Keralg State. We have got very few
big rivers in our place, but the biggest
of our rivers starts from this area.
There are people who say that we

have got plenty of rains every year.

That is a blessing. But it is a very
undependable blessing. When once we
lose these perennial springs, Kerala
will become arid land. We have not
got industrial development in our
place as in the other areas. We de-
pend mainly upoen the rains. There-
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fore, when the Malayalees are told
that these areas should be handed
over to Madras State, they feel rather
very sceptical about it; and they feel
nervous also about it. T want my
Tamil friends as well as the Central
Government to take these things
rether seriously.

The Communist Party has suggest-
ed that with regard to Devicolam and
Peermede. the water requirements as
well as the financial requirements of
the Kerala State shall have prece-
dence. Either you should decide on
this basis, or you should make it a
point to say that you do not care for
Kerala at all. If Kerala has to exist.
then these areas must, receive special
consideration.

Though there are disputes in regard
to these areas, yet I believe they can
be amicably settled. Protecting the
interests of the Tamil workers and
also protecting the interests of the
Kerala State, we can come to a settle-
ment orn. this matter. I would only
request my Congress friends not to
create a situation there in which
these things cannot be decicled in a
peaceful way.

1 wanted to speak about certain
cther matters, but since the time at
my disposal is short, I would confine
myself only to this, so far Kerala is
concerned.

From Kerala, I now come to Delhi
1 shall leave alone the other areas and
come to Delhi straight. .

Shri Veeraswamy: You have made a
jump.

Shri Punneose: The proposa! of the
States Reorganisaifon Commission
with regard to Delhi is rlearly re-
trograde. It is the most reactionary
proposal that could be put forward.
We suggested that certain areas,
certain Hindi-speaking areas of
Punjab, should be integrated with
Delhi and then we shall have a
democratic government here. Now, the
S.R.C. has thrown out that suggestion
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And what is their proposal? Their
proposal is that Delhi shall be under
a bureaucracy. They say that the
people of Delhi are having special
privileges because they are in the
capital. I would like to know what
those special privileges are. Is it
that ‘hey have opportunity to clap
and cheer when foreign visitors visit
this country? Is it that they have to
pay a high cost of living, costlier
than in many cities in India? The
people of Delhi have got more burdens
because they are in the Capital city.
That is no reason for denying them
the elementary rights of a democratic
government. If you are not prepared
to have Greater Delhi with Hindi-
speaking areas of Punjab merged in
it, there must be some sort of
democratic government in Delhi where-
by the people of Delhi can manage
things of their own.

Another argument put forward is
that an Assembly or something of that
sort will mean expenditure, as if our
officers will manage things without
expenditure. Expenditure there will
be. The only question is whether it
should be by a bureaucracy or by the
representalives of the people. In
Delhi, it is not a question of satisfy-
ing a few high officers. There are
workers, there are so many indus-
trial establishments and institutions,
and disputes will come up everyday.
If these things have to be settled in
a manner satisfactory to the various
parties, there must be a machinery
through which .the people can decide
these rhatters. Therefore, I would
very strongly urge that there should
be a democratic set-up in Delhi.
I would request the Central Govern-
ment to take a firm decision. Let
them have a guiding principle, the
principle of language, and then decide
things, whether it is in Kerala or in
Punjab or in Bombay or in Delhi, so
that we may begin to go into our
nation-building activities with the
greatest enthusiasm and strength,

Shri M. S. Gurupadaswamy (My-
sore): The demand for reorganisation

of States on a linguistic basis is
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not a frivolous demand, nor a
sectional demand, nor a communal

demand. This demand for redistribu-
tion of States on a rational basis is
older than I was born; it is not cenfin-
ed to one decade but to many decades.
It was blessed by Mahatma Gandhi
and the other distinguished sons of
Indian soil. But  unfortunately
‘oday, some of our Members describe
this demand as a hydra-headed
monster, a demon. But I must say
that it is not true. Shri S. K. Patil
the other day said that the unity of
India would be disturbed if there was
reorganisation of States on language
basis. He also said that secularism
would suffer and nationalism would
give place to regional tendencies.
May I ask him where he found all his
ideas? He said that in the ultimate
analysis, the demand for reorganisa-
tion was provoked by considerations
of power politics. Whil2 saying so,
he advocated a bi-lingual State of
Bombay. May I humbly ask him
what prompted him to come out with
the idea of a bi-lingual State for Bom- .
bay? Is it not the same power poli-
tics? Is he not the victim of this own
analysis? '

The demand for reorganisation, as
1 said. is not a sectional or narrow
demand. It was a national demand of
the people. Today it is made out by
some Members that it is an anti-
national or sectional demand. This
is very unfortunate. People who want
a bi-lingual State of Bombay are the
victims of the same tendencies, if I
may say so. I feel that there should
be some basis for reorganisation of
States. That basis must be a reason-
able basis. I believe people belong-
ing to various parties, impartial
observers, and thinkers have all agre-
ed that Ilenguage should be the
predominant basis for reorganisation,
subject to other considerations, and
those considerations being minor and
subordinate. So siwpported by this
overwhelming opinion I demand
categorically today that the reason-
able basis should be the basis of
language and nothing else. The
critics should remember that language
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_cannot be divorced from areas, langu-
age cannot be divorced from culture
and traditions, it cannot be divorced
from the people. Linguistic State is
not a State in a vacuum People will
be there and the areas will be there.
It is for those people who speak the
same language and dwell in the same
area that we want to have a State so
that there might be homogeneity,
better cultural and economic life and
better. administrative set-up.

Shri C. D. Pande (Naini Tal
Distt. cum Almora Distt.—South
West cum Bareilly Distt.—North):
On language alone?

Shri M. 8. Gurupadaswamy: On
language alone. Considering from
this point of view, I would say that
the creation of bi-lingual States or
multi-lingual States is contrary to
our accepted principle............

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava:
Suppose there are several lantuaxes
in one district?

Shri M. S. Gurupadaswamy: That
is why I say, subject to other consi-
derations. If it is unavoidable, other
considerations may enter. But broad-
ly speaking, language should be the
basis, and the only basis, for re-
organisation. If some people try to
say that unity, nationalism and
secularism would suffer if there is
reorganisation of States on the
language basis, I would ask them whe-
ther it has not suffered now; whe-
ther the present pattern has not
given rise to so many conflicts and
tensions within our society? Has it
not led to so many bickerings and
quarrels between people and people?
So I would beg of them not to carry
this argument too far.

Considered from this angle, I
would say that Bombay, that darling
child, should go to its loving mother,
Maharashtra. Some People want a
separate Bombay and want to make
a separate City State. This, is un-

ented. Today we are reorga-
nising the States on a uniform basis;

19 DECRMBER 1055

Report of S.R.C. 3234

we are going to have a uniform type
of States throughout India. We are
abolishing B and C class States. Why
should we introduce enother type of
States in the new set-up? 1 cannot
understand why they are anxious to
have a city State. We have heard of
the idea of City States in the classi-
cal age of Greece—City States of
Athens, Sparta and others. They
weré there because they were the
necessary outcome of those historical
circumstances prevalent at that timc.
Why do we want it now?

Shri A. M. Thomas: The Athenian
democracy was the ideal one.

Shri M. S. Gurupadaswamy: May
be. Then let there be City States
for all cities. I may go a step fur-
ther. If you are truly nationalist of
secularist, I would ask, why don't
you abolish all provinces? Why not
follow the example of China? You
may remember that there are no
States or provinces there. There are
only districts. If you want to be
more secular, why not follow that
example? Why do you want States at
all? We may dispense with all these
Governors and all the paraphernalia
of Ministries, state administrations
and so on. Let there be only dis-
tricts. Then I will agree.

Dr. Suresh Chandra (Aurangabad):
Every Member of Parliament will be
Prime Minister of a district.

Shri M. S. Gurupadaswamy: TUn-
fortunately, Shri S. K. Patil wasted
his eloquence on a losing cause. It
is a great pity that people who have
got so much of experience in politic-
al life, who know the realities, and
who know the future shape of things
still come and place hurdles in the
way of formation of States on the
language basis. It is really a great
pity. This bagis I said.........

Shri A M. Thomas: I hope you
have heard the speech of your leader
Acharya Kripalani.

Shri M. 8. Gurupadaswamy: [ am
expressing my individual opinion,
like Mr. Thomas.
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Mr. Chairman: There 1s no party
question today.

Shri M. 8. Gurupadaswamy: The
Reorganisation Commission has sub-
mitted its report; it is before the
country. But what happened after
the Report was submitted? A great
agitation was started in various parts
of the country. There was a fusore,
there was satyagraha and there was
even shooting. Who was the cause
for all this; May I ask? If the Con-
gress which is running the Govern-
ment today had shown better states-
manship in calling all the political
parties together and arrived at a
common formula, then, much of this
agitation and trouble would have been
avoided. Unfortunately, the Congress
High Command believed in their own
diplomacy. They appointed a high
committee; they met in a sort of
‘Summit’ Conference. Only four
people were there, drawn from only
one party. In Geneva, in the ‘Sum-
mit’ Conference there were 4 per-
sons but they were of different
parties. Here it was a ‘Summit’ Con-
ference consisting of 4 people belong-
ing to the same party. They con-
sidered themselves to be the supreme
arbiters of the destinies of India and
they never consulted any other party.
(Interruption). It was a party affair;
true. But, unfortunately, here, no
distinction was made between the
party and Government and . they
thought—many Congress people
thought—that the S.R.C. was their
own committee; the report was their
own, the responsibility for implement-
ing it was all theirs and it was nobody
else's responsibility. It is this men-
tality, this attitude which provoked
people to agitate. It was this attitude
which made a solution impossible.
It was this attitude which led to dis-
turbances here and there and also to
shooting. If all the political parties
had been called to a conference, if
there had been an agreed formula,
then, 1 am sure, there would have
been no trouble; or, at least there
would have been lesgs of trouble.
(Interruption). Unfortunately the
Congress deliberately enacted a
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drama of confusion in the country so
that there may emerge a dancing
star playing with the destiny of
India.

Dr. Suresh Chandra;: That is
jealousy.

Shri Syamanandan Sahaya
(Muzaffarpur Ceniral): Who is that?

Shri M. §. Gurupadaswamy: The
hon. Member may just imagine who
is that himself.

If the Congress leaders had
adopted a course of greater accom-
modation and toleration and if they
had adopted the democratic practice
of consultation and negotiation with
other parties, I am sure much of the
trouble would not have been there.

I must now come to my own State,
Karnataka.

An Hon. Member: Mysore.

Shri M. S. Gurupadaswamy: I
belong to the prospective Karnataka
and Mysore will be a part of Karna-
taka. The other day Shri Anantha-
sayanam Ayyangar waxed eloquent
about Bellary. He conceded that the
areas recommended by the S.R.C.
should go to Mysore provided My-
sore agrees or the Centre agrees to
give a corridor to that place where
the headworks of the Tungabhadra
project are located. Let us examine
whether it is good logic, whether it
is logic at all or whether it is illogi-
cal logic.

Justice Wanchoo submitted his re-
port on Andhra. He recommended
that the entire Bellary district should
go to Andhra temporarily till the
general issue of reorganisation is
taken up. But, there was trouble;
there was difference of opinion on
this point. Then, there was another
commission appointed and that com-
mission decided that a major portion
of Bellary should go to Mysore. The
only dispute was about Bellary town
and the taluk of Bellary. That was
the point which was under dispute.
The local legislatures of Mysore and
Madras debated this question. It was
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also debated in Parliament. The Prime
Mysore. My Andhra friends want to
that Bellary should irrevocably go to
Minister gave a categorical assurance
take this little portion of Bellary.
Bellary appears a very charming
young girl who is very tempting to
my Andhra friends, but, unfortu-
nately, this young girl belongs to
another man already.

An Hon, Member: Gifted.

Shri M. 8. Gurupadaswamy: Not
presented. It has been part and parcel
of Mpysore and it has been there
legally tied with Mysore. It has the
blessings of Parliament and the
Prime Minister. Now ig it wise to
reopen this issue; is it wise to have
a corridor in our country? We have
seen the demand for a corridor from
Jinnah between West and East
Pakistan. Should we have that cancer
again? Why is it not possible to
execute the works of the Tunga-
bhadra project if it remains in
Mysore? May I ask, what is our ex-
perience of Suleimanki? The waters
flow from Suleimanki in East Punjab
to Pakistan a sovereign State. It is
governed by an agreement. In the
same way, the entire administration
or the execution of the Tungabhadra
project is under the overall super-
vision of the Central Government
under a Central Act. The Board is
appointed by the Central Govern-
ment. The Chairman of that Board
has said recently that there is no
difficulty at all in executing the work.
Shri Ananthasayanam Ayyangar said
that the Mysore Government has
failed to appoint its Engineer for the
last 2 or 3 months. It is not true. I
have ascertained the fact. The Engi-
neer on behalf of the Government of
Mysore is there and working. It is
not a fact that there was a vacancy.
The administration jof the Tunga-
bhadra project is excellent and the
report of the Chairman who was
appointed by the Central Govern-
ment says that it is excellent, and
that there is no trouble. I want to
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know why my Andhra friends are
anxious to have it. May I remind
them that the waters that flow from
this project go mnot only to Andhra;
but also go to the Karnataka area?
The major portion of the water
facility goes to Karnataka because
in Raichur and other places the
waters of Tungabhadra will be
utilised. So, I beg of this House to
consider this issue impartially and
take a very wise decision on this
matter.

Regarding other areas, I may touch
upon them in a cursory way. Accord-
ing to the S.R.C. Report{ Kasargode
has been joined to Kerala. Of course,
Kerala has got a claim over Kasar-
gode. If we take the entire Kasar-
gode, then 70 per cent. of the people
speak Malayalam. But, if you take
the Chandragiri river as the natural
boundary, then the people who are
living up to Chandragiri in the north
speak only Kannada. Their wish is
to join Karnataka and that opinion
has to be respected. There is another
area called Thalavadi. It is a small
area adjacent to Mysore, having
about 70 villages. Ninety per cent, of
the people only speak Kannada and
nothing but Kannada and their life

is with Mysore—their transactions,
work and everything are with
Mysore.

4 PM.

Shrl Gadilingana Gowd (Kurnool):
What about Kolar, where the people

speak mainly Telugu?

Shri M. S. Gurupadaswamy: If
the people of Kolar want to go out
of Mysore, let them go, but we do
nol want to compel them to go out
against their wish.

Shri Gadilingana Gowd: Then the
language basis goes out.

Shri M, 8. Gurupadaswamy: But
the people of Kolar do not want to
go out of Mysore and we cannot com-
pel them to go out of Mysore if they
do not want to go.
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Dr. Suresh Chandra: Where is your
language test then?

Shri M. 8. Gurapadaswamy: I
justify language consideration, but
this should be subject to the will of
the people, and that is why I said
“subject to other considerations”.

About Nilgiris, our Tamil friends
will say that it is too much to ask
for it to be included in Karnataka.
But I may remind the Hoyse that
most of the people who stay and live
in Nilgiris speak Kannada and that
only in town areas they speak Tamil.
The majority of the people in Nil-
giris wish that they should go to
Karnataka. I think that the people
might not have been able to repre-
sent their case effectively with the
£entral Government or with the
Congress Party or with the Members
of this House, but that should not be
a reason why we should keep them
away from Karnataka. I may mention
other areas which should be included
in the prospective Karnataka—areas
like Hosur, Madakasira a few areas
in Bidar, Akalkot and Sholapur
People in these areas have been
agitating that they should go to
Karnataka and their claim should be
dispassionately considered and I feel
certain that all these areas should
legitimately form part and parcel of
the future Karnataka.

One word about agitation that .is
geing on in Mysore. This is an agi-
tation started by a very few people...

An Hon. Member: How many?

shri M. S. Gurupadaswamy: About
five per cent. and they want
that Mysore should be Rept for
Mysoreans. What {s the reason
behind? I find it is the same reason
as stated by Shri S. K. Patil—power
politics.

shri C. D. Pande: In that respect
he was right.

Shrif M. S. Gurupadaswamy: If
that be so, let power politics come
into play after the formation of
Karnataka. Very few people are
saying that the individuality of
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Mysore should not be disturbed as it
is having a fine government and a
fine administration, Whether it is
fine or whether it is bad, it is not for
me to say here, but I want to submit
to the House that the demand is by
a very few people who have got a
vested interest in that demand.

Shri Madiah Gowda (Bangalore
South): I challenge whether he is
prepared to stand on this question
from his own constituency?

Shri M. S. Gurupadaswamy: I
can contest and defeat him in his
constituency even. The people there
have been misled completely by the
actions of a few people and there
has been a calculated and cynical
propaganda in the name of the Raj-
pramukh that if Mysore goes to
Karnataka, the institution of Raj-
pramukh will be abolished. These
so-called loyal elements are deli-
berately and cynically exploiting his

‘name for their purpose. But the

Rajpramukh is a good man

Mr. Chairman: Do not drag him
here.

Shri M. S. Gurupadaswamy: I
only say that the Rajpramukh in
Mysore is a good man and a lovable
person, but unfortunately his name
has been exploited by these people
who are agitating against the forma-
tion of Karnataka. The institution
of Rajpramukhs may have to go and
unfortunately good people have to
go along with bad people when the
institution as such is going to be
brought to an end. I think the
agitation that is being carried on in
Mysore is very much misguided and
is unfortunate; it is not backed by
reason, nor by the people. I would
beg of the House not to pay heed to
this sectional, agitational and irra-
tional approach. I want that Kar-
nataka should ‘be formed immediate-
ly along with other States and the
other areas that I mentioned should
be added to Karnataka. If the
Report of the Commission is accept-
ed, as it is then 35 lakhs of Kannada
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people will be out of Karnataka.
Therefore, I want all those areas to
be added to the future Karnataka so
that all of them may lead their full
tifte. 1 appeal to the House that
these areas—Nilgiris, Thalawadi and
Hosur may be added to Karnataka
and that the boundaries may be
decided later on. That is a small
affair which can be entrusted later
to a boundary commission, but let
all these areas be added now to
Karnataka. My friend, Dr. Krishna-
swami is laughing because I am
claiming Hosur for Karnataka. But
I may tell him laugh cannot take the
place of opinion.

Dr. Jaisoorya: To the chorus of
voices praising the endeavours of
the States Reorganisation Commis-
sion I am afraid I cannot add my
voice. The reasons are as follows:
the Commission was given full free-
dom to consider any proposal relat-
ing to such reorganisation; they
were at liberty to reorganise the
whole country. Iwas expecting that
when they consider the whole ques-
tion of India, they would keep' in
the forefront two important prob-
lems, namely, how to further the
socialistic pattern of society, which
is our avowed aim and how to fur-
ther the Five Year Plan. I may not
agree with the concepts of the Gov-
ernment with regard to either their
socialistic outlook or the Five Year
Plan, which is a different matter;
but if we have accepted that, then I
should have thought that they
would have considered mnot so much
the historical aspect or that they
would have considered this general
war of conflicting tribal emotions,
but they would have kept
forefront the economic re-distribu-
tion of India which would favour
and consolidate the economic poli-
cies that we have set. It is possible
that this problem was far too great
for them. They might have been
taken by surprise by these terrible
conflicting tribal emotions and, on
account of the trees, they could not
see the forest. They should have
put it down having to make some-
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thing of a great problem. I am
sorry to say so because it is not for
today and tomorrow or for the next
five years; whatever we accept now,
for good or bad, will have repur-
cussions for several years.

Secondly, I have mnot been very
happy by the shabby way this
country and some people of this
country have treated the S.R.C.
Report before it came out. I was
surprised at the lack of decorum
before the Report came out; subs-
tantial portions of it were being re-
ported in the newspapers and specu-
lations were rife. I am also sur-
prised that responsible Ministers of
some States made statements on this
Report before it came.out. I have
been shocked. Is it the way for res-
ponsible Chief Ministers of States te

Babu Ramnarayan Singh: No.

Dr. Jaisoorya: Thirdly, I am not
happy with regard to this Report
because it has not adopted anywhere
any set principles -by which we
could be guided. It seems to me
that it came with certaln pre-con-
ceived ideas to adjust all these
things in order to be able to make a
report.

For instance I will give you a
simple contradiction. In regard to
some places, they have taken the
taluks for boundaries or distribu-
tion. In other places, they have
taken whole districts. This leads to
contradictory conclusions. Still
worse, I will give you one example
to show the extraordinary paradox,
the extra-ordinary double talk by
which in one case they say, as in the
case of Himachal -Pradesh, that
statutory guarantees have to be
given. for that State but in the case
of Telangana, they have said, what?
Listen to this—page 107:

“We have carefully gone into
the details of the arrangements
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[Dr. Jaisoorya]

which may be made on these
lines. It seems to us, however,
that neither guarantees on the
lines of the Sri Baug Pact nor
constituticnal devices, such as
“Scottish devolution” in the
United Kingdom, will prove
. workable or meet the require-
ments of Telangana during the
period of transition. Anything
short of supervision by the
Central Government over the
measures intended to meet the
special needs of Telangana will
be found ineffective, and we are
‘not disposed to suggest any such
"arrangement in regard to Telan-
gana.”

Why? This is the cue to the chiet
architect of Telangana who says:
“So, if some representatives of the
Government of Andhra come and
offer safeguards, I shall not be con-
vinced”” I am coming out with
very painful facts; I regret it; it
hurts me. As soon as the Commis-
sion came to the Hyderabad State,
the opening question was: “What do
you think of the two States theory?”
We said we did ot think anything
about it because it was three weeks
old. The protagonists of this theory
had not offered any grounds; we
heard it only three weeks ago. We
asked them: “You tell us what is
good about it, we are prepared to
accept it” I am sorry to hsve to
tell you that that same night one of
the members of the Commission
came to my house and for one hour
tried to induce me and persuade me
to accept the two States theory. (An
Hon. Member: Member of the S.R.C.?)
Yes. I said: “Perfectly right; give
me facts which are convincing and
reasonable; 1 am prepared to
accept.” I regret having to say so
and I am going to say it. I asked
them: “What are the arguments?
In anything we do, it is most
important that it should fit in with
the whole programme of India. I
sm prepared to accept any such
thing” For one hour this went on.
Now, we talk about the security of
India. A
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The security of India depends upon
the consciousness of the people
about their oneness; the security of
India depends upon the will of the
people to defend the country; the
security of India will depend upon
the success of your Five Year Plan
and on your socialistic pattern of
society. Unless it permeates down-
wards to the masses, none of your
Plans are going to succeed nor will
your socialistic pattern come inte
existence. The security or the
insecurity of India depends upon the
fissiparous tendencies and upon the
cumbrous, creaking, crawling clumsy
machinery known as our bureau-
cracy which has no sympathy for
our socialistic pattern of society.

These are the dangers of India.
You look at the history of India for
the past 1,000 years. The tragedy
of our country has been that, we
have had several empires; we have
seen them falling; whenever the
Centre became weak, the provinces
broke away, unlike China where the
Centre was practically non-existent
and non-existing but the Viceroys
were loyal to the Centre. That is
why I have said that we should have
thought in terms of a  stronger
Centre. We should have thought in
terms of a broader Centre. We
should have thought in terms of a
Centre which must have not only

powers but also the ability and
efficiency. .
I have lived in  centralistic

countries and I know their prob-
lems. You can never have central-
ism without high-grade efficiency.
We are lagging behind because of
our inefficiency; because of the in-
efficiency of our bureaucracy and the
lack of clear-cut principles, clear-
cut programmes which we can
place before the people here and
now. We must think in simpler and
more practical terms; we. must
think in such terms as to make the
people understand that within the
next few years, these are the
problems we are going to tackle.
This will help—the danger is not
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from the cry for a strong Maharash-
tra or a strong Andhra.

We were told that very big areas
were not wanted. The argument
put to me was: “We want compact
States. That is why there cannot be
a Visalandhra. @We want compact
States; well-managed S'!ates, That
is why we do not want a very big
cumbrous Bombay.” They said that.
I said: “All right. 1 accept. On
that same principle, would you mind
cutting up Uttar Pradesh?” One of
the members said: “Oh! Thank
you;” and I bowed and said “do
not mention it” . According to
expert military opinion, you should
mot have a very big State; you
should not have a small State
and certainly not a glorified muni-
cipality like the Delhi State. (An
Hon. Member: Exact size like
Vishal Andhra.) We have got
to see from the point of view of
viability, the possibilities of develop-
ment, etc. Why should we not have
big States, very big States? There
are dangers hypothetically. Sup-
posing the Centre becomes weak,
hypothetically, if one State is very
big, it can cut off communications.
That is why from the military point
of view it is not advisable. Leave
alone the question of administration.
The British sat 6000 miles away and,
with a handful of men, they ran the
administration of this country. If
you are capable of administration
you can do it. If you are incapable
you cannot run even a municipality.
Therefore, that is not an argument.
This is my concept of the general
principle.

The next question is this: We
have forgotten the psychological
approach to strategic areas. It s
not the size of the State that makes
the strategic area better; It is the
approach to the people of those
border or strategic areas which
makes them the guarantors of

security. That is what was done in .

China and, according to FitzGerald,
he said that the Chinese leaders had
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a supreme and complete knowledge
of the psychology of the people, My
own feeling is that we did not consi-
der the problems of strategic areas
in the psychological way. Had we
done that then this problem of Maha
Punjab or Punjabi Suba would not
have arisen. We are all the time still
thinking in the terms of old adminis-
trative codes. Similarly, if vou are
keeping the socialistic pattern of
society in front of your eyes remem-
ber one thing, that you should never
have a capital city surrounded by
inimical hinterland,

Now, if you are going to think in
terms of a socialistic pattern of
society in the next few years the
shape of Bombay's economy has to
change and I do not know whether
the economy of Dalal Street is going
to be of paramount consideration.
These are points on which we should
have thought; I may be alone in my
way of thinking.

1 am now coming to a specific ques-
tion with regard to whether we
should have Telangana on the one side
or Vishal Andhra on the other. The
first thing to be judged is the ques-
tion of financial viability. If you do
not have viability then it is going to
be a big problem. If you are going to
consider financial questions it cannot
be a matter of opinion or cooking up
accounts; it has got to be very clear.
Economic matters have their own laws
and we cannot play monkey-tricks
with them. Since only one Member
in a very plausible and slick way put
the case for Telangana and Shri
Mohiuddin merely repeated what he
said, I shall only take the arguments
of Shri Heda. He says:

“] am very glad that they have
started realising it and nobody
says that Telangana is going to be
a weak State.”

“The Commission also has
stated that so far as financial via-
bility of Telangana is concerncd
there need be no # pprehensions.”
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[Dr. Jaisoorya] .
What did the Commission actually
say? It is very simple. It says:
“Telangana, it has further been
urged, can be a stable and viable
unit considered by itself.”

The words are: “can be” and
“urged”. Now, we will go a little
further. I will have
friend Shri Heda who, like a very
good lawyer, has made a case that
could win hands down in a District
Munsiff’s Court but not in a Supreme
Court, and this is the Supreme Court.
When asked: “What is the basis of
your statement?” he said: “I have
given my own analysis.” When ask-
ed: “How do you get at your figures
for viability?” he said: “I have made
my own calculations from the Statis-
tical Bureau”. With regard to whether
it is viable or not, whether there will
be surplus or not, he said: “The
residuary Hyderabad is going to be
about Rs. 2 crores surplus.”

Now, the first thing that the Com-
mission should have done is to ask
the Finance Department of Hyderabad
as to what are the flgures.

Shri Heda (Nizamabad): They did.

Dr. Jaisoorya: I will just give the
figures from Hyderabad. I have tried
to get them from the Finance Depart-
ment and I have got the figures. 70
per cent. of the present expenditure
of the present composite Hyderabad
State will fall on Telangana if formed
as a separate State. - Expenditure on
headquarters alone will come to Rs. 11
crores. Out of this, on the city alone
the expenditure will be Rs. 45
crores. Education will cost Rs. 6°11
crores. Therefore, Telangana will
still have to meet 65 per cent, to 70
per cent. The large hospitals in
Hyderabad were built for the whole
present Hyderabad State. If Telan-
gana is formed 60 Civil Surgeons will
be surplus. Out of 12 colleges only
2 go out; so the cost of 10 colleges
will have to be met. Revenue from
excise is Rs. 6°7 crores and this will
cease in 1958. These were the figures
. pot. Let us therefore ask the Fin-
ance Minister of Hyderabad; it he
.does not know he ought to be re-
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moved from the job (Shri Heda: He
is pro-Vishal Andhra.) I am sure
the Finance Minister knows what he
is talking about. He says:

“Some figures have been shown.
It is posdible that they may
cause some misunderstanding. I
want to remove such misunder-
standing. It has been stated that
Telangana would have an income
of Rs. 19 crores and an expendi-
ture of 17 crores and thus it woula
have a surplus profit of two
crores. Everybody can show his
own figures. He can take certain
figures and omit certain others. 1
think that some figures have not
been shown. According to the
Revised Estimate of 1954 the
amounts of the tax Revenue and
the non-tax Revenue are 14
crores 17 lakhs and 4 crores 86
lakhs respectively. Thus the total
income is 19 crores 2 lakhs, On
the expenditure side 17 crores
have been shown to the estimated
Revenue. Thus the expenditure
on capital outlay has been omit-
ted. Moreover expenditure on
estimated Revenue amounting to
345 lakhs and 84 lakhs has also
been omitted. The total of both
would be 529 lakhs. Thus the:
total expenditure will be two
crores more than the total in-
come...... I can put forth one
more combination showing the
deficit of more than 4 crores ins-
tead of 2 crores. According to
this combination total income
would be 19 crores and total ex-
penditure would be 23 crores 10
lakhs...... What I mean to say
is that under any type of combi-
nation there is bound to be a de-
ficit of at least 95 lakhs.... But
the present standard of large
scale expenditure cannot be
maintained in small states with-
out deficit. We have to spend a
Jot for our headquarters. I do not
think that smaller states would
be able to bear this expense.”

Having said that, let us look at the
food situation. T will demolish his:
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thesis. Anyway, on the financial side,
his thesis has gone phut.

Take next the national income. The
national income of Andhra is Rs. 525
per head of undivided Hyderabad,
Rs. 450 and of Telangana, Rs. 265. In
respect of food production, out of
40,000 sq. miles, 14,000 sq. miles are
under cultivation in Telangana. The
total food production is 74 lakh tons.
The distribution for a population of
1 crore and 1 lakh, comes to two
ounces per day. The rice produced
in Hyderabad State is 2,80,000 tons.
In Andhra State, for a population of
2 crores, the food produced comes to
40 lakh tons, out of which about 28
/29 lakh tons are in rice. Thus,
Andhra has about .20 ounces of food
per head per day as against two
ounces in Telangana. Now, Marath-
wada is going and Kannada-speaking
area is also going out. If they are
removed from Hyderabad, most of
the oil mills in Telangana will have
to close down. (Shri Heda: Why?)
Half the cotton mills will also have to
close down since cotton comes from
Marathwada. The entire Hyderabad
State depends on Marathwada for
cotton, pulses, groundnut and jowar.
There is another beautiful argument.
How long can I speak, Sir?

Mr Chairman: He must finish now..

Dr. Jaisoorya: You can take it
from me that for Hyderabad, only
I alone am speaking.

Mr. Chairman: He should not take
more than five minutes.

Dr. Jalsoorya: I shall finish soon.
Shri Heda said that they have got
many factories. He conveniently
forgot to say that half of them have
gone to Birla’s hands. Then he said
that 95 per cent. of the people of

Telangana are for Telangana. Achha °

sahab. Mubarak. We can give only
one example. In one of the taiuks
there was an election on this very
issue. The issue was whether the
vote will be for Telangana or Vishal-
Andhra.

Shri Heda: Ne.
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Dr. Jaisoorya: I think it was Mr.
Yusufuddin. My information is that
my hon. friend went and became the
chief propagandist but lost. Secondly,
for a cause like this, do you have to
make so much noise? Do you have
to spend so much money, and make:
demonstrations everywhere? He him-
self said that the whole thesis is new.
But I say it is not new. As Shri
Mohiuddin said, it started seven or
eight years ago. In 19847, there was
not a Telangana movement but a
desire for Maha Telangana in which
they wanted to incorporate all the
Andhras. That has gone. It is now
the other way round, It is the reverse
process. Then, my hon. friend said’
that the movement was so peaceful.

An Hon, Member: It was appreciat-
ed by the Prime Minister.

Dr. Jaisoorya: Yes. But you know
what Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote was
saying. May be said he is an irres--
ponsible Minister. I do not know..
He said:

“Very recently in Hyderabad a
Vishal Andhra Convention was
held in which the protagonists of
separate residuary state tried to
cause disturbances. This is a
complete negation of democracy
in which every person has got a
right to express his ideas.”

Is stone-throwing a part of Gan-
dhian technique. In other words, all’
this talk of “I have got 100 per cent.
behind me” etc., has no meaning. My
hon. friend also referred to the:
Intelligence Department. The same
Unintelligent Intelligence department
people came and saw me one day
before I left and asked, “Where are
the counter demonstrations?” I re-
plied, “Where is the need for it?”
For a poor cause, you are boosting so
much and you are spending so much
money and she Kallals give the money

which it is being spent. And the
money does not go to the proper
qugrters. One of the biggest de-

faulters of these Kallals is sitting in
the Upper House. The point ig this:
with a deficit food production and ne
prospects are they going to put land
reforms into effect? No.
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Shri Heda: Yes.

Dr. Jaisoorya: The Home Ministry
should know better.

Shri Heda: We are more progres-
sive in land reforms.

Dr. Jaisoorya: But not your group.
So, I have demolished the economic
thesis, and the food thesis. I have
shown how this propaganda is also a
bunkum. The Home Ministry should
know. If they do not know, it will be
.a great pity.

There is a suggestion by the Com-
‘mission that after five years, if
Telangana votes with a two-thirds
'majorily for joining Andhra, it can do
so and join. Mr. Senjeeva Reddi said,
why not now? and added “If you
do not want to come now, you go. We
do not care”. As I said, these small
States are going to be a head-ache,
certainly in South India. So, if you
concede Telangana, you have got to
concede Vidarbha and also Mysore.
“You cannot have it both ways, I am
very dissatisfled with the whole
Report. The whole thing seems to
be somewhat forced. Think over the
consequences. Think over the future.
What is it you want in India? What

happens?

T o gwo wyvw (hwemwqn ¢ At
e wrAAtg g Pabren wmw A dw
P ¥, 9w @ Paww & ww A e Ak
g smr et ¥ 1wy &
wreot & gw 3 ug awv ¥ Pw omyeoiaw
itew mitry T o 4 o wemy @
ugt m wepe Pewr ¥, 9w W oA wgw
# dfert = omftafe wwr & ) @ty W
warty & Pogrnt F Premw wed € o
guTT g weey gt s @ P R o W
ot che & rad R T Ao T oEET
®7 & ¢ ot ofg 5w w9 # Y e
o o 9w W R (@ s o g amt
o
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wg Pramimgteer Pear aar # ) & Pagrr
¥

(i) “Preservation and strengthening
of the unity and security of India.”

(ii) “Linguistic and cultural homo-
geneity;

(iii) “Financial, economic and ad-
ministrative considerations: and

(iv) “Successful working of the

National Plan.”
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w frald & da ot mor o F gw T
frarmar & :

“The latest Congress stand or
the subjects announced at the
Hyderabad Session in January,
1953, and reiterated in the Working
Committee resolution adopted in
May, 1953, and further reaffirmed
at Kalyani in January, 1934.....".

[PT. THAKURDAS BHARGAVA in the Chair)

0 gt @ =i we ®1 e
| d° I o ¥ Pw gomw w1 R
re eE fadt w gt o g g
¥ Px anfer g = Lo | oy T
1 AT A | I RGT @ ot X gEWr
YL AT WY T AT OT qg gt g |
e T A TEs ot & @iy dw Tt
et Al enfar &t a8 W=y oo ) gan Wt
avd ag gy ahr o & oft guwt ot
t% ¥ ) 4 @ wgm Pw @ g whew
dir gigwm wint w1 o & SR awd
Prai® & @wr so m dw wr A am
araters warar ¥ -

“The objective, therefore, of
community of language between
the people and the government is
not only wholly unexceptionable,
but also highly commendable. The
essential point to remember, how-
ever, is that if we pursue it as an
abstract proposition and not as a
practical administrative issue, we
are apt to lose a sense of perspec-
tive and proportion.”

a fag=r T d wr e g At
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“(a) “States” forming primary
constituent units of the Indian
Union having a constitutional rela-
tionship with the Centre on a
federal basis. These units should
cover virtually the entire country.

(b) “Territories” which, for vital
strategic or other considerations,
cannot be joined to any of the
States and are, therefore, cen-
trally-administered.”

7ot Pegrr B AR © oW aeh TmEw
# aght gt frald ® |wr s o7
PH’GT#:

“In paragraph 285 of this report
it has been recommended that
wherever the vital, strategic and
other considerations are involved,
the areas have to be administered
by the Centre. 1 believe that
Himachal Pradesh is one of such
areas and, therefore, I would
strongly recommend its being
ticated as a centrally-administer-
ed territory.”

T et W dad ® wg # T e
P Py wre & wy war war & Pw g
qgg dam o Pramar I

e AT wven aforeem | @wr s}
& dar ¢ o Poraw & :

“There is or can be very little
in common between the still no-
madic inhabitants of the Garhwal
and Kumaon Himalayas or of the
hilly area of Bundelkhand on the
one hand and the inhabitants of

the fertile Gangetic Valley on the
other.”
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7z wd % P dum € P g et @
tet ...

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Fazal Ali has
expressed his opinion on Himachal
Pradesh; has he given a separate note
for this?

Sardar A. S. Saigal: He has given
separate note for this,

Mr. Chairman: The hon. Member
knows that Mr. Fazal Ali gave a note
in respect of Himachal Pradesh. The
conditions are the same in the hilly
States in U.P., but why did he not give
a separate note for the hilly States of
U.P. also? The hon, Member’s argu-
ment in regard to Mr. Panikkar ap-
plies also in regard to Mr. Fazl Ali.

Sardar A. S. Saigal: Of the two
Members of the Commission, Mr. Fazal
Ali and Mr. Panikkar, Mr. Fazal Ali
gave a note of dissent on this point,
but Shri Panikkar gave similar view
on the hilly states of UP. So he is
also having the same opinion and two
members having of the same view.
One Member. ...

Shri K. G, Deshmukh (Amravati
West): On a point of order, the hon.
Member is coming from the Madhya
Pradesh, but he is talking of Punjab.

Sardar A. 8. Saigal: I have every
right to do it because my forefathers
came ‘from the Punjab, I have got the
right to defend.

Mr. Chairman: The hon. Member
can speak for the whole of India.
Though the expectation is that the
Members coming from a certain State
will speak about their own State and
they are not expected to know much
about the other States, he is perfectly
relevant in speaking about any State.

Shri K. G. Deshmukh: ' He is talk-
ing in the name of the Madhya Pra-
desh not in the name of Punjab.

WTYN G0 TWo WYaTW : A" A9 qg ad
s Pe at Protd g aeet dwr @ ol
wnm‘@“ﬂtq‘?.nmﬁm
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“This House, after considering
the States Reorganisation Com-

mission’s reoprt, hereby resolves
that

(1) (a) a new State of Madhya
Pradesh comprising 14 Hindi
speaking districts (Mahakoshal),
Vindhya Pradesh, Madhya Bharat
and Bhopal be formed;...

Mr. Chairman: The hon, Member
bas already taken 17 minutes.

Sardar A. S. Saigal: ] have taken
only 15 minutes.

Mr. Chairman: I have got the time
here. It was noted by the previous
Chairman. I would just ask him to
conclude as soon as possible.

Sardar A. 8. Saigal:
your orders. Further.

I will obey

“(b) with regard to the location
of the capital the question bc¢ re-
ferred to a committee of experts
with terms of reference to examine
all alternatives and to recommend
the place best suited for the pur-
pose; and further;

(2) A new State of Maharashtra
gomprising the Marathi speaking
areas of the Bombay State (exclud-
ing  Greater Bombay), the
Marathawada districts of Hydera-
bad, and the Marathi speaking
areas of Madhya Pradesh be
formed;

“The claim which has been ad-
vanced on behalf of Maha Vidhar-
bha to Bastar, it is interesting to
note is also based on the argument
that Halbi is a dialect of Marathi.
Eminent linguists like Grierson and
Sten Konow have, however, diff-
ered on this point; and Vidarbhas’
claim cannot therefore be consi-
dered..”
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Shri Lokenath Mishra: Mr, Chair-
man, Sir, I am very thankful to you
that at least at the fag end of the day
I have got a chance of speaking.

Dr. Suresh Chandra: Why fag end?
We are sitting till 7 p.M.

Shri Lokenath Mishra: Whatever it
is, I first of all want to disabuse the
mind of this House that whenever I
would be speaking something about a
particular State—for or against it—it
will not be out of any desire of terri-
torial accretion nor do I stand with a
begging bowl or a conquering sword.
I come from Orissa, a State which is
hardly known to many of you. For
what I know, my State of Orissa is not
a big State. And yet, it is as old as
the Vedas and even older and in spite
of vicissitudes of time, we have resist-
ed ell attacks on us and now we are
here a partner in free India.

Al]l along, these days, we have been
tied to the apron strings of others and
we have been exploited immensely.
And, now India is free, all exploitation
is over and we breathe freedom for
which this is the mighty temple, the
supreme tribunal of the nation. There-
fore, when I submit anything about
my State, and in that connection touch
upon the State of Bihar or the State
of Madhya Pradesh, my first ambitiom
is the glory of Mother India. I know
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[Shri Lokenath Mishra]
it in the heart of my hearts that I am
an Indian first and an Indian last.
But, when you say you are a Bihari,
I say I am an Oriya; when you say
You are a Bengali, I say I am an Oriya.
Otherwise, I am an Indian.

Therefore, it pains me to hear that
when we are talking of this reorgani-
sation of States we are talking as if we
are greedy of territories. Where is
the territory? Mother India is one.
India has been partitioned. Its or-
ganic unity has been shattered and I
am sure in spite of what the politi-
cians might do, India’s unity is indi-
visible as truth isg indivisible and light
is, and nobody can divide truth.
So, nobody can divide India’s soul in
spite of the partition of India. I stand
here alone to say that until and un-
less India is again united, no peace in
the world is achievable. Truth will
not be forgotten and, therefore I pray
and I ask you to pray with me for the
dawning again of that day when India
will be united, not by the sword but
by persuasion of events. That will
be the day when the unity of India
will come. Till then what should we
do?

We know that we are marching with
our Five Year Plang and the Second
Five Year Plan is coming. We know
we are going to have a rightful place
in the world, as Mr. Bulganin sa{d.
we must be at least a great power in
the world if not the first. That is an
achievement which must be to our
credit, to the credit of the entire Indian
people,

In this context, we are going to re-
organise the States. But, I should say
with all respect to the members of
the Commission that it is a dismal
document which has made confusion
worse confounded. What have they
done? They have thought of many
things, high principles and all these
have been watered down to the Bay
of Bengal. Read this Report, Can
you find, any ideal, any standard with
which we can go to the people and
say here is a principle on which we
are going to divide and redistribute
India? Please tell me a single prin-
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ciple which has been followed. Nota
They have been lost in the jungle and
that is perhaps deliberately. This is
my charge. They say that the mem-
bers of the Commission are brilliant
people. They are brilliant, no doubt.
But, what is the result?

Shri Syamnandan Sahaya: Of their
brilliance.

Shri Lokenath Mishra: The proof of
the pudding is in the eating. Here is
a pudding which ig obnoxious to
everybody in India. I have nothing
to say against them personally. The
point is this; the way they have tried
to reorganise India is really neither
fish nor flesh....

Shri Syamnandan Sabaya: Nor
good red herring.

Shri Lekenath Mishra: Therefore,
my point is that if India has got to be
redistributed, it must be on a definite,
intelligible principle and that principle
is one and not more than one. We
need not care for the unity of India.
The unity of India is in the hands of
Mother India, We need not bother
about that unity. We the politicians
cannot give India unity. The soul of
India is there, the unity is there and
it must assert itself in spite of us. You
talk of the security of India.

Dr. Suresh Chandra: Where is
Mother India?

Shri Lokenath Mishra: Defence of
India and the security of India must
be in the minds and hearts of the
people of India. We are going to
have a socialistic pattern of society.
That is the only secular security for
India. I we cannot have a socialistle
pattern of society, if we cannot
notionalise the industries, and make
the natural resources the possession of
all, we cannot have safety. All this
camouflage, all this hide and seek, and
political manoeuvers by all this, we
can have at best a mechanical safety
which will be shattered by the very
first blow of danger. Therefore, it
you want security of India, you must
secure for the people economic secu-
rity. What is that? That must be
viability for the states. It is certainly
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a fact that we cannot administer India
without administrative divisions. We
must have States; India must be
divided. @ What is the principle on
which it has to be divided? I can
see no other principle than language.
People talk of culture of different
States. What are those? May I
ask, will any Member of this House
tell me what is that culture? Is it
in Dance, Drama and Music?

Dr. Suresh Chandra: Agriculture.

Shri Lokenath’ Mishra: What is
Oriya culture, what is Bengali culture,
what is8 U.P. culture? The only cul-
ture of India a friend says, is agricul-
ture. I should say he knows nothing
other than agriculture as really the
culture. Culture is industry. Indus-
try may now find its place in the
machines. But there are various
kinds of industry and the industry
which is India's own is in the human
machine, the industry of the mind and
the soul. Please remember that in
spite of all the vicissitudes India is
not dead and she cannot be treated as
dead. She must revive. Therefore,
my point is this. You need not care
for the culture of India. It is safe in
the hands of the people of India. Do
not care for unity and other things,
The only thing that divides us really
and naturally is language. Whenever
I look at a person and say he is a
Tamilian only when he speaks his
language, otherwise, he is only an
Indian. If he is a Bengali, unless he
speaks in his language, I cannot say
he is a Bengali. We are Indians; only
when we talk our languages we say
we are different. And there is noth-
ing unnatural about it; that has come
in process of time. You cannot take
us back and say that we should have
only one language; and we should
strive for it. As a matter of faét, as
a axatter of reality, we must aceept
the languages and the languages are
there in the Constitution. Look at the
map of India, and it clearly indicates
what are the language states. Flrst
eomes Assam, then Bengal; then comes
Orissa; then comes Madras; then
Xerala; then Karnataka; thm Bom-
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bay; these are the coastal areas All
these have a language of their own.
First of all we should know what are
the languages and how to organise the
States according to the language.
When all the lgnguages are taken
over, what is left is Hindi, and for

. Hindi you have U.P., Bihar, Rajasthan

and Madhya Pradesh; they are all
Hindi you have U.P., Bihar, Rajasthan
I think it should bave been done and
these Hindi areas should have been
divided in a manner as to be viable
units, The most reasonable redistri-
bution of the States is viability; the
foundation of viability is economics.
We should have such States as would
not be bigger ones like U.P. or smaller
ones like Orissa. Please see the
reasonableness of my demand. Look
at the Council of States. If it repre-
sents the States, every State, big or
small, should have equal amount of
representation. But what have we
done? There again you go aocording
to the number. What is the soundness
about it then? Therefore, I say that
in politics the real point is viabflity,
and viability means power, md power
means economics.

Dr. Suresh Chandra: Politics has no
finality.

Shri Lokenath Mishra: I know
there is no finality anywhere; when
you come to finality, you are dead.
We want life. Therefore, the best
way would have been to re-distribute
India in a manner as to satisfy all the
linguistic groups and if anybody
should have suffered, I should say with
all reverence that it is the Hindi-
speaking people who should have suff-
ered because they are in a tremendous
majority, their language Hindi is going
to be the language of India, the lingua
franca; We should naturally think
that our Hindi friends should not
grudge if any Hindi-speaking people
are left in Bengal or Orissa or Agsam
or anywhere else,

Dr. Suresh Chandra: Or Orissa.

SBhri Lokemath Mishra: Because
whatever happens, in spite of every
language, we have the mother of
languages ‘AUM" de., Senskrit.
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Dr. Suresh Chandra: Where will be
Mother India?

Shri Lokenath Mishra: Where is
Mother India? The hon. Member does
not know even this; he is on her lap;
she is in his heart. has he any doubt
about it? Mother India is not to be
discovered. If he does not feel
Mother India, he ig not a son of Indisa.
1 have no grievance with my friends
from Bihar. We owe so much to Bihar
we owe so much to Bengal. whenever
I think about Kharsawan, Seraikella
and Singhbhum I have no malice for
Bihar. Orissa has no territorial
ambition. Go to Orissa and see what
the people say. Seraikella and Khar-
sawan were with us; I would ask any
Bihari friend: do they know the mean-
ing of Seraikella? Is it Hindi langu-
age? Or is it Oriya? Can you tell
me the meaning of Seraikella? He
would say it is a Hindi State, but I
say ‘Seraikella’ is Oriya language.

Shri Syamnandan Sahaya: We call
it “Seraikella” as it means a bigger

serai.

Shri Lokenath Mishra: Khasawan
means a stream or a river in high
speed’ and it is also an Oriya word.
Take ‘Podahat’ it means a market that
was once burnt; that is its history;
why go anywhere else? Its language
is its history and that is the best and
unchallengable proof of it. There-
fore, there can be no doubt ‘Porahat’
was in Orissa and Singhbhum is Oriya.
All these three places are Orissa. The
question is whether Orissa rightfully
should get them or not. Say that they
belong to Orissa and do not challenge
the truth. We challenge Bihar only
on this truth. Bihar may take it for
Bihar if they need but please say that
they belong to Orissa, belong to Oriya
culture and then take them. But re-
member what the Oriyas feel about it.
Hon. Members of this House know
that, when we had no Independence,
the entire Singhbhum district was
under the Orissa Provincial Con-
grees. Is it not a fact that our pre-
sent President, when he was the Presi-
dent of Congress himself said that
Singhbum district should come under

19 DECEMBER 1985

Report of S.R.C. 3276

Orissa Congress? Why? But when
freedom is won, why should it be diff-
erent? and not go to Orissa State?

Shri N. C. Chatterjee (Hooghly): It
was under the Utkal Congress Com-
mittee.

Shri Lokenath Mishra: That was an
undisputable fact, but when we won
freedom, what has happened? I would
not go further and say much on this
but in the interst of democracy and a
fair sense of justice, I want to bring
it to the notice of the House, namely,
that Orissa wants justice, Orissa wants
reasonableness and that Orissa can-
not be bamboozled by ‘Julum'’. I do
not claim that in those tracts Oriyas
are in a majority, nor are Bengalis, nor
are Biharis, but the majority are
Adivasis. If we want to give them a
separate state, I have no quarrel.
Otherwise Hos who form the majo-
rity in that area and who are there
with us too, must naturally be given
to us. I may say from Government
reports that Hos are migrating down-
wards, that is, southwards, because
Orissa Government has spent a lot of
money—it spends about Re. 1- per
head per year for -the AdivaSis—
whereas the Bihar Government spends
about five annas per head. Up till
now the fact remains that Orissa
Government by reason of politics or
by reason of their goodness or by
reason of their foolishness, have been
spending more and, therefore, the
natural flow of the Adivasis is towards
Orissa. And they are more Oriyas
than anyother. That is admitted by
the Adivasi members of the Bihar
Assembly. See, where is the natural
trend of these people. They are com-
ing down to us for land. If the situ.
ation remains as it is, can we Oriyas
stop the Hos coming down southward?
We cannot do it. Those people will
come to us and yet their tracts wil)
be left behind like the Bengalis who
have come into India leaving their
property behind. If you are not going
to allow us to have those tracts, then
you must see that the Hos do not get
down south. But it is impossible in
one citizenship and one country and
therefore it is impossible to stop them.
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I am not going to burden you with
facts and figures. I shall tell you only
this. Please go to Orissa and you will
see that they are not hungry after
territory, but they simply suspect that
because they have not got any great
man from their province either as the
President or the Prime Minister of
this country, they are being ill-treat-
ed, and this is an idea which is danger-
ous to democracy, dangerous to the
security of India. You must have the
loyalty of everybody and if any single
State believes that its people are
being ill-treated because they are
QOriyas, because they cannot quarrel
and so on, then that cuts at the very
root of the security of India. There-
fore, for the sake of the security of
India, please demonstrate that reason
has a place in democracy. After all,
persuasion has a place in democracy
and please do that. We do not want
territories. I would request the Bihari
M.Ps. to please see the facts and
figures, but the Commission has made
a travesty of all facts. Orissa was
the last State to be dealt with by
them. Why was Orissa last? they
began from Madras. But why did they
end in Orissa? They could not give
anything to Orissa because they have
given something to Bengal and then
Seraikella and Singhbum become an
enclave and so Orissa must be de-
prived of its due. What a reason?
You please decide the case on merits.
I do not say anything about Bengal,
my concern is the claim of Orissa.

Shri N. C. Chatterjee: He supports
Bengal.

Shri Lokenath Mishra: I do support.
I do believe that Bengal is the one
State which has sacrificed so much at
the altar of freedom. Look at the
population figures and the area. They
should have the sympathy which they
deserve from all sides. Of course, J
will not say: “Give them Dalbhum and
‘Manbhum.” That is not my business
nor is it in my power. But I certainly
say that Bengal must have more lands.
If. you cannot give them more lande
€rom India which vou must, give them
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more lands from Pakistan—East
Bengal. They are dying for breath.
You can go to Howrah Station and
see, If you say or ask them to come
to other States, they cannot simply
come, If they come the principle of
linguistic redistribution is nullified.
Redistribution 1is necessary because
you want to give everyone a peaceful
congenial atmosphere. Therefore, my
humble submission is this, give Ben-
gal a breathing space.

Whether it is Bengali, or Bihari or
Oriya, we are all brothers. Let us
behave like brothers. When there i
an .,opportunity, the mighty ones take
all, good things and then talk high
morals. U.P. is there; Bihar is there
but poor fellows suffer. The cry of
unity of India is like this. If that is
the unity, we say: good-bye. But do
not grab wealth and property; be
reasonable, I need not say anything
about Bihar because that is left to
other friends. Nothing has been said
about our claim on Madhya Pradesh.
What is our claim? It is not very
much. We want Phuljhar two taluks
of the Raipur Zamindari. I say that
we are a majority of 58 per cent. here.
What does the Commission say?
They say we are not. Let the facts
go to the Supreme Court and let them
decide. If your principle ig what is
stated in your report, then whoever is
the majority must have the land. If
we are in a majority in Phuljhar and
Bindra-Nawagarh then should we not
have it? We do not want the entire
Baster district; we want only flve
tehsils. Again with regard to Maha-
samund, we do not want the entire
area; we want only two taluks out of
five. The Commission forgot all these
and came to their own conclusion,
Therefore, I say that there must be
some tribunal which must do justice
to all these facts. I challenge the
members of the Commission. Let
them come before us for cross-exami-
nation. On what basis they have
done this? They have done these
behind our backs when they were in
Orissa, they were good enough to hint
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that our claims were right and legiti-
mate. Now in the report we have been
given the go-by. When therefors people
say that there must be some hidden
hand, it is not unfounded.

Mr. Chairmap: Magy I just remind
the hon. Member? Twice the bell has
rung; he has not taken notice of it.

Shri Lokenath Mishra: 1 am very
sorry, Sir. There is no time to go into
the details. I would give one final
solution. There must be some forum
to go to so that we can get judicial
decisions. We doubt the decisions of
the Commission.-

1 give my final view. The Prime
Minister has said that this is a high-
powered Commission. Its Report then
must be accepted in toto or rejected
in toto, We have now no right to
disturb it. My final voice, as a Mem-
ber of Parliament and as a son of
India, is this. Accept it as a whole. I
will agree and I will go and tell my
friends that in the interest of peace
and tranquility it should be accepted.
But if Government are going to tam-
per with it, and they Sometimes say
that they would modify it, in some
cases, they are sowing seeds of discord
and showing ways of discord. There-
fore, my last word is this. Accept the
Report as a whole. Have that courage.
It you have not that courrage, please
reconsider the matters atresh and ra-
tionally. Be reasonable and be factu-
al: Satyameva jayate.

WO sregEwe WY (W) ¢ T o
Pt & v @ tog ot wiye dwr P
¢, 5% m oW # fupd o v @ v
T ¥ | v & sy Awd gw oww @
¥y FETEmr w1 gER w1 qw ¢ ot b
dom 4 Aww g et gwe wmr
wew ot 2y meved R, g w o
w1 g P € ) e gee Pw
* avd e wow @ o ceet, W
¥ wrr P &t s ot ok @ ol
v ft ah & gw frold e wmTr "
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and to rank as a separate pro-
vince, you have a very strong
case. Apart frem anything else,
you have a great many things in
favour of making a claim for a
‘separate province. It has a well-
defined area, with an important
shistoric past. The population
speaks one language, follows one
religion, has often no discordant
tendencies in commercial or eco-
momic interests. The population is
mostly literate and politically
minded. What you ask for is that
the four districts of Berar—
Amravati, Buldana, Akola and
Yotmal—and the four districts of
the Nagpur Division—Nagpur,
‘Wardha, Bhandara and Chanda—
in addition to certain boundary
strips in Balaghat, Nimar, Betul
.and Chhindwara should be form-
ed into one separate province.”

RN EAR ges & g whwer

gorge TR g whHE ol IuR W
o Mo fo Praid® & R et AT Ft FwEw
T | qE A 98 T ¢ Pw o @
@it 3 gw fiw w A § Pv o Paenf
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® w03 W AT W &) e
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qraEr a8 0% e wwr O qwar ¥
areten & ot wrer off ot o wEwTR F Avw
& ot hw @ gadt st g o g
qEY % ey © I9 # 7 wene @ Pean
# Py mmre ® et R A

“It it so happens, there would
be two Marathi-speaking pro-
vinces in the Constitution of
Indian Republic. Perhaps, it will
‘be  advantageous. There are
already two Hindi-speaking pro-
vinces of Uttar Pradesh and
Bihar. Have they ever asked for
the amalgamation and formation
into one province of Hindi-speak-
ing people? Whatcver it be. the
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people of Maharashtra will always
gladly support the people of Berar
in their movement of autonomous

Berar.

It is agreed that there shall be
one province of United Maha-
rashtra with sub-provinces for the
Marathi-speaking areas, Central
Provinces and Berar, commonly
styled Mahavidarbha, and West
Maharashtra with separate legis-
latures and cabinets for the sub-
provinces and with specified sub-
jects under their jurisdiction.”

T IR qg FE I Pw v gwr @
sy | ¥y @w ag tH @
Tz W P o A T wwA, at Stw
Tm 9w M T® Gwo. Ao do Pruid &
whaw 4 waw 1 fgwr & o T
s st o g, gwd e W wgl o
afgd | 99 @ g diw w49 @ @
aifed Faite amt gl qg ot wE ¥ o

“In case it becomes impossible
on account of any circumstances
to create a province of United

Maharashtra in the manner out-

lined in the accompanying agree-

ment, it is agreed that all efferts
should be made for the formation

of a separate province of Maha-
vidarbha.”
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“This Assembly recommends to
the Government to communicate
to His Majesty’s Government the
considered view of the House that
.as early as possible steps may be
taken for the creation of a new
province to be called Vidarbha by
.constituting the Marathi-speaking
areas of this province into a

Governor's province”,
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Shri Ramachandra Reddl (Nellore):
I am so glad that I have been given
an opportunity to speak when there
is still quorum in the House. The
Government, has with the best of
intentions, appointed this Commission
and I join the chorus of voices in this
House in welcoming it, whatever may
be the defects therein. The Commis-
sion has tried to put the case of each
State in the best manner it was possi-
ble for it to do, but there are certain.
defects, and certain States have be-
come suspicious about the Commis-
sion’s Report. I would only request
those Members and appeal co them
that they might look at it without
passion but with a proper quantum of
compassion. Every State has risen up
to the occasion and all the States put
together must have produced or pub-
lished cart-loads of literature defend-
ing their own States, At any rnte,
hon. Members of this House have been
provided with at least headloads of
literature. It is not possible for every
hon, Membér to go through all that
has been supplied, but every hon.
Member coming from his particular
State has certainly gone through the
recommendations relating to his own
State. Already, the high-level com-
mittee has gone into the matter and
given certain indications of their re-
actions. I am sure that they will stand
very strongly on their own arguments
and see that as early as possible thesc
controversies are resolved without
much difficulty. I am sure the hon.
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Members on that particular com-
mittee will be able to do it most
satisfactorily.

The day before yesterday, unfortu-
nately, my esteemed friend Shri M. A.
Ayyangar has rubbed Telangana on
the wrong side. He has brought in tHe
sub-communal domination there, and
I am afraid he has not been very
eorrect in doing so. Unfortunately, the
reactions that his speech has created
in this House have widened the gap
between Andhra and Telangana, but
1 am sure the Telangana people will
be wise enough to understand things
as they are and not be led away by
any criticism adverse to them.

It is a known fact that the Andhra
movement has been as strong in
Telangana as it was in Andhra. The
Andhra movement in Telangana
started probably nearly two decades
ago and the movement in Andhra
commenced from somewhere about
40 years ago. But, all the same, the
common viewpoint between the two,
namely, to have a linguistic area
ecarved out for the administration of
that Telugu area, has been prominent
in their minds, and I am glad that the
Commission has gpproved of that idea,
but only they have thrown a time-lag
between now and the date of merger
of Telangana with Andhra. The
balance of opinion as it is now noticed
in Telangana seems to be in favour
of the merger with Andhra. I am
giving certain figures which go to
prove the correctness of the state-
ment that I have made. In the
Hyderabad Assembly, out of 174, 103
are for merger. Among the Telangana
legislators, 59 are for Vishalandhra,
23 for Telangana and one was &
neutral. These things show that even
amongst the legislators there, there is
strong opinion that the merger should
take place immediately. No doubt the
Telangana supporters have their own

arguments in their favour and they
have been very nicely put by people
like Shri Heda. But that very fact
shows that it is not the Reddis alone
in Telangana that want a Telangane
State but there are communities othes
than Reddis who are anxious to retedn
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Telangana for themselves. But I am
not quite sure whether they have
understood or assessed the value of
having a single State for the entire
Telugu area. The problems of deve-
loping the Telugu area can be solved
only by the joint efforts of both the
States. The development or irrigation
facilities and power facilities in the
State does seem to be demanding a
merger of the two States. One argu-
ment against the postponement of the
merger is that if time is allowed
for the Telangana people to think
about it, naturally the controversies
will only become bigger, and that it
may not be possible after five years
to have the merger effected. It is,
therefore, very necessary that both
the States—the Andhra State as it is
and the Telangana area—should come
closer and find out a solution for the
merger. It has been just now said
that the disadvantages of merger with
Andhra would be greuter for Telan-
gana. I am afraid they have not taken:
the facts in the correct perspective.
It is not as if Telangana is taken over
to Andhra; but, Andhra is taken over
to Telangana now. If the capital has
been fixed somewhere in Bezwada,
Madras or somewhere else, probably
the Telangana people will have &
genuine case against them. But, fortu-
nately, the entire State is going to be
governed from the capital at Hydera-
bad. Though it is at one corner of the
entire Telugu area, all Andhra is
anxious to go to Hyderabad and pro-
mote the interests of Andhra frome
there. It is often said that appoint-
ments promote affections and dis-
appointments create disaffections. If
Hyderabad is the capital, naturally the
Telangana area will be more influen-
tial than the Andhra area with regard
to appointments and promotion of
economie conditions. In these matters,
Telangana people naturally will have
the dominating voice in Hyderabad.
Therefore, 1 feel that no fear should.
be entertained by the Telangana
people in merging with Andhara. As
e matter of fact, the Commission has
said that the Andhra people as &
whole, both in the Andhra State and
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Telangana, have been passionately
. attached for many years. Geographi-
cally and historically, the two States
have been always together. Linguisti-
cally, of course, they are one. As a
matter of fact, with my own acquaint-
ance with Telugu, probably Hydera-
bad people speak better Telugu than
the Andhra people. Historically,
several dynasties ruled over the entire
area and there has not been much
disaffection between the areas for the
past several centuries. It is, therefore,
absolutely necessary that these two
people. should come together. We
should see that they agree to the
merger of Telangana with Andhra or
Andhra with Telangana, as the case
may be. Whether the Telangana
people are anxious to join Andhra or
not, it is very necessary on their part
to see that some of those Telugu areas
which have been excluded from
Telangana area by the Commission
are given back to the Telangana area.
Whether the merger comeg today or
five years later, it is absolutely neces-
sary that the Telugu areas around
Telangana which have so far not been
included in Telangana will have to be
added on to Telangana ultimately. I
should like to give a few figures: In
the Raichur district, Alampur taluk is
eent. per cent, Telugu; Gadwal taluk
is 86 per cent. Telugu and the eastern
poriion of Raichur taluk is 49:9 per
cent. Telugu. In Gulbarga district,
Kodangal taluk is cent. per cent.
Telugu; Tandur taluk is 74 per cent.
Telugu; the eastern portion of Yadgir
Tehsil is 55:5 per cent. Telugu and so
on. In Nanded district, the eastern
portion of Biololi Tehsil is 37'5 per
cent. Telugu; and the eastern portion
of Deglur Tehsil is 53'6 per ° cent.
Telugu and so on. From that point of
view, I would urge that the Telangana
people, even if they are not anxious
to join Andhra, must see that they
get these portions of Telugu area
merged in Telangana. Andhra is
situated in a peculiar area, All round,
it has got its own troubles. On the
south there is Madras; on the west
there is Mysore or Karnataka which
18 going to be formed hereafter and on
the north there is Orissa, which has
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given and is still giving some trouble.
It is up to the Government to see that
these difficulties are solved as early
as possible and to put cold water on
any possibility of the promotion of
troubles there. It is true that the
linguistical minority population would
be feeling very unhappy under the
administration of the majority popu-
lation. Instances are not wanting to
show that the majority population
seems to have been undermining the
advantages and privileges that ought
to go to the minority population. No
doubt the Commission has given some
definite advice that some of those
matters should be looked into
Centrally, and I think every oppor-
tunity will be taken and every effort
will be made by the Government to
see that these minority areas in the
several States are protected from the
aggression of the majority people.

The Bellary question has been
creating a good lot of trouble. The
Commission has supported, or rather
recommended, the re-merger of
Bellary in Andhra. It is known to
everybody in this House how Bellary
has been taken over to Mysore.
Mysore was not anxious to take it
over, but now it does not want to give
it up, even though there are so many
arguments advanced both from the
Andhra side and also by the Commis-
sion itself that Bellary should go back
to Andhra. In fact, Bellary was
practically the headquarters of Rayala-
seema. The House will remember that
Rayalaseema at one stage was not
anxious to come to Andhra, because
it had its own suspicions about the
coastal Andhra people. At that stage,
they rather wanted to continue under
the Madras State than come over to
Andhra. Now they feel that they need
not go back to Madras and that they
can as well rule Andhra with greater
dignity. As a matter, of fact, it is not
the coastal districts that are ruling
Andhra today. On the other hand, the
backward areas like Rayalaseema rule
Andhra now. Therefore, there is every
possibility of Hyderabad and Rayala-
seema joining together and thwart-
ing any attempts of the coastal people
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to exploit backward areas. As regards
Bellary, the administrative difficulties
have been pointed out by the Com-
mission. The Andhra Government has
shown how difficult it was during the
last two years to find a proper solu-
tion to their programmes of irriga-
tion and power development. It is
also pointed out—I do not know how
far it is true—that the Mysore Gov-
ernment is trying to connive at the
satyagraha movement in Bellary. I
do not possess any first-hand know-
ledge of that, but there are reports....

Shri T. Subrahmanyam (Bellary):
It is a deliberate libel qn the Govern-
ment.

Shri Ramachandra Reddi: I think
Mr. Subrahmanyam on the other side
will also defend Mysore.

Shri Basappa (Tumkur): The
Chairman of the Tungabhadra Board
himself has admitted that the Board
is doing well.

Shri Ramachandra Reddi: I am
only mentioning to the hon. Home
Minister and the House that there is
a suspicion that the Mysore Govern-
ment has been, though not promoting,
at least conniving at the satyagraha
movement. I leave it there; I am sure
the hon. Home Minister would under-
stand things more correctly.

The Minister of Home Affairs
(Pandit G. B. Pant): There is no
satyagraha now; it is all finished.

Shri Ramachandra Reddl: All
round we are surrounded by States
which have been giving some sort of
headache to Andhra. Of course, they
feel that Andhra has been giving them
headache. 1 appeal to the several
States that lie around Andhra that
they should have goodwill towards
Andhra as a whole and also expect
that Andhra should reciprocate in the
~same manner to other Stages. After
all, a few villages here and there
_which had given some trouble should
_not be very much minded. In the
interests of better administration, I
am sgure that the Government will
come forward and find out the best
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solution. There is no question of
forcing anybody to come together or
forcing any area to be taken out from
one area and handed over to another.
But, a good deal of persuasion is
necessary. That alone would be able
to help much more than forcing the
opinion of the Government on the
several States. If these two things do
not succeed, naturally arbitration will
have to be resorted to. I am sure that
the high level Committee would be
able to make the necessary arrange-
ments to create as peaceful an atmos-
phere as possible and see that the
State Reorganisation Commission’s
report is implemented properly with-
out creating any trouble. Unfortu-
nately, the recommendations have
been misunderstood and every State
seems to be dissatisfied with what has
been given. That, I feel, is one of the
reasons to think that the report has
been made with very good intentions
and the recommendations are fairly
good. If any State is completely satis-
fied, that shows that some partiality
must have been shown to it. I am
sure that the spirit in which the
recommendations have been made by
the Commission will be appreciated
by all the States and I am also sure
that the Government would be able
to absorb the spirit created by this
report and avoid further dissensions
in the country.

Shri P, C, Bose (Manbhum North):
The States Reorganisation Commis-
sion, now known all over the country
as the SRR.C. was constituted with
three distinguished men of outstand-
ing merit and ability, to enquire into
and report on the _problem of re-
organisation of States, which was
agitating the minds of the people for
a very long time. Whatever many
friends might have said, I think it
goes to the credit of the Commission
that they worked very hard, took
great pains and acted up to their
reputation in many respects, such as
reduction in the number of States,
liquidation of princely States known
as Part B and Part C States, etc. The
Commission has also recommended

~safeguards for the minorities in the
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various States. But, in certain other
matters, I am afraid, the Commission
could not pay as much attention and
give as much thought as was expected
of that august body, particularly in
matters of boundary readjustment
between two States. I wish to illus-
trate my point from certain instances,
particularly the instances in the
boundary between Bihar and Bengal.

The Commission has recommended
that the whole of the Sadar sub-
division of Manbhum district minus
the Chas Thana and a portion of the
Kishenganj sub-division which is to
the east of the River Mahananda
contiguous to the territory down to
the national highway be transferred
to West Bengal. This transfer has
been recommended on certain
grounds, which, in our opinion, are
based on wrong assumptions. With
regard to Manbhum district, the Com-
mission has admitted this in a sense,
because, after having discussed the
grounds of language, economy,
administration, etc., the Commission
has said that the other arguments are
either unimportant or are more or less
balanced, and the fact that Kangsbati
river which rises in Purulia is of no
real importance to Bihar, but is of
considerable importance to West
Bengal, would justify the transfer of
the area to West Bengal. The Chief
Minister of Bihar, who has studied
this question more thoroughly than
any one else, while speaking on the
report in the Bihar Assembly on the
2nd of this month has said:

“While recommending the trans-
fer of the Sadar Sub-division of
Manbhum, excluding the Chas
Thana to West Bengal the Com-
mission has observed that the
other arguments are either un-
important or more or less
balanced and that, in the circum-
stances the fact that the Kangs-
bati river which rises in Purulia,
and is of no real importance from
the point of Bihar, but is of con-
siderable importance to West
Bengal would justify the transfer
of that area to West Bengal. I
shall show presently that this
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supposed decive argument al:;out

the Kangsbati river is based on
a wholly wrong assumption of
* fact and that some odd theories—
one of them with fantastic impli-
cations—have been applied in a
manner in which they have not
been applied to any other case in
the Commission’s entire report.”

He further says:

“West Bengal’s Kasai project
can be executed without any
difficulty even if Manbhum remains
in Bihar. You are aware, Sir, that
projects of far greater impor-
tance to West Bengal, namely
the Mayurakshi project and
the D. V., C. project have been
executed largely in Bihar terri-
tory. In any case, our point is
that if West Bengal's economic
and administrative convenience
can be a valid ground for recom-
nmiending transfer of Bihar terri-
tory, in spite of the admitted un-
settling effect of a transfer, and
in disregard of the wishes of the
people, there is far stronger
reason for rejecting such a recom-
mendation if its acceptance would
involve equal or greater adminis-
trative and economic inconveni-
ence to Bihar and would, more-
over, be repugnant to the inhabi-
tants of the area.” *

This matter may be elaborated
further later. He further said:
“I have not finished with the
economic and administrative
difficulties that would arise in

Bihar from the recommended
transfer. The House is aware that
the river Subarnarekha—Not

Kangsbati but another river—rises
in the Ranchi district and enters
Singhbhum after flowing througn
the south-western part of Man-
bhum and that we have an im-
portant project for the utilisation
of its waters in all the three dis-
tricts.

(Ranchi, Manbhum and Singbhum)

" The central part of the catch-
ment of this river lies in Man-
bhum, and one of the three stages
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reservoirs to be built under the
project is to be
Chandil Thana of that district. If
the Commission’s recommenda-
tions were to be accepted, this
central part of the catchment and
one of the reservoirs,—the re-
servoir which is not only to pro-
vide irrigation in Manbhum and
Singbhum but also to meet
Jamshedpur’s requirement of
additional water supply—would
fall in West Bengal. And it is not
only the future water supply of
Jamshedpur that i3 to pass to the
control of West Bengal, but also
existing source of supply; for, the
Dimna reservoir situated only a
few miles out of Jamshedpur and
the reservoir's catchment will
also go to West Bengal. I have .
already received a communica-
tion from the Tatas for additional
‘water supply, expressing serious
concern over these possibilities.
1 know, Sir, that throughout
Bihar there is deep bitterness
about the manner . in which
Bihar's interests in the Subar-
narekha project and the interests
of the Jamshedpur industries and
township have been ignored in
order to confer a hypothetical
‘benefit to West Bengal.”

So, the only ground which the
Commission have advanced for the
transfer of this Manbhum area to
Bengal is not really based on any fact
or any real condition.

There are other factors also which
will damage this district and the State
of Bihar without any corresponding
gain to West Bengal. But before I go
into those factors, I have to say a few
‘words about the language issue.
‘While speaking on the language issue,
I do not provose to go into the census
figures at all, because the census re-
;ports have heen challenged both by
‘Bihar as well as by West Bengal.
Nobody believes them. Whatever may
be the cayse. each State thinks in its
own wav. My hon, friend Shri Syam-
nandan Sahava has already dealt with
this aspect of the mattér, but I shall
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adopt a different
question.

approach to this

I live in Bihar, and from what I
have experienced there I can say that
language does not really suffer in a
mixed society, and therefore, should
not be made a ground for the trans-
fer of any area from this side to that
side. My Bengali friends may or may
not know, but I know that Bengali
friends in Bihar have contributed to
enrich Bengali literature to an extent
greater than might be known to
many Bengalis.

One of the greatest Bengali poets
lived and died in Lucknow. He had
composed many poems which were
sung in those days in great numbers.
One of his gongs meant, if I remem-
ber aright, ‘Let us all fight and see
that India will again get the foremost
seat in the comity of nations’. And it
is curious that one of the greatest
residents of Uttar Pradesh, namely
our Prime Minister, is now trying to
fulfil that dream of the poet, and has
dlready pushed India to the forefront
of the comity of nations.

Even the great writer, Shri Sarat
Chandra Chatterjee, passed most of his
time in the State of Bihar. Even today
there are writers who are in the front
rank of Bengali writers are resident
in Bihar. Many of them have read
there, have been brought up there,
and are still there. It may be a news
to many that the greatest Bengali film
artist, Shti Ashok Kumar, is a Bihari;
be hails fromri Bihar and not from
Bengal.

What I am pointing out is that it is’
a mistaken idea that people living in
other States will lose anything in res-
pect of language. On the contrary,
they draw inspiration from the other
societles. If 1 may say so, even our
poet Tagore got his first lesson in
writing from the vales of Kashmir and
Himachal Pradesh and not from the
bricks and mortars of Calcutta. So, I
would suggest that people should not
go too far into this language issue.
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These big issues have been discuss-

ed both by the State Reorganisation
Commission and “also by the leaders
of both Bengal and Bihar. But nobody
has cared to know the condition of the
mind of the people of Manbhum. There
may be some who may want to go to
Bengal; but there are many who do
not want to go. But I had been recent-
ly to Purulia, and ‘many of the resi-
dents of that area told me that if they
were separated from Dhanbad, which
is the industrial belt of Bihar, they
would be put to great suffering. .In
another context, the Commission have
been good enough to say that if the
industrial belt of Chhota Nagpur is
separated from Bihar, Bihar will lose
its economic balance; in other words,
Bihar’s economy will be upset. But
the Commission have not consider-
ed the question as to what will be
the condition of the people of the
Manbhum district which they are
going to split up into two.

Every morning, thousands of people
come from the other side of the river
to work on this side which is the in-
dustrial area. Although Manbhum ls.a
backward area, yet it is a balanced
district in many ways. One-third of
it, namely the Dhanbad sub-division
{s jndustrialised, but the rest of it is
rural area devoted to agriculture. The
people from the other side come to this
side for working in the industries; they
sell their products from the land. The
people on this side are all engaged in
the industry. So, in a sense, Manbhum
is a balanced district, and there has
been little of unemployment or
under-employment even amongst the
peasants.

But if the southern sub-division of
Manbhum is separated from Dhanbad
sub-division, then two-thirds of its
population, that is, about 1§ million
people will lose their opportunities.
Many friends may say: “Why should
they lose? They can go again and
work”. I would welcome them. They
should work, and they should be
helped to work. But the fact could
not be ignored that they will be wel-
comed as citizens of India and not as

495 L.S.D.
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local people. And you know what that
means in these days of unemployment.

You, Sir, are a lawyer yourself, and
you will realise what I am going to
say presently. Some lawyer friends of
Purulia have told me that they will
lose their paying clients if Dhanbad
is separated from the rest of Man-
bhum. Now, who are the people who
come to these pleaders from Puruliat
They are clients who not only do not
pay but sometimes take their meal
also at the house of the pleader and
then go awayg The actual paying
clients come frum Dhanbad. So, if
Dhanbad is taken away from Purulia,
the pleaders, lawyers and mukhtiyars
will really have to starve. Some of
them have already decided to shift to
Dhanbad for their practice. So, out of
these more than 2 million people of
Manbhum district nearly 1§ million
will suffer greatly if this proposed
transfer takes place; at the same time.
West Bengal can by no means com-
pensate these 1§ million people for
that. They cannot provide them rich
clients such as they could get from
Dhanbad. They cannot also provide
them jobs such as are avallable in the
industries of Dhanbad.

My hon. friend Shri Syamnandau
Sahaya has said enough about the
Kishanganj division. As my time is
up, I would not like to go into that
now. But I agree fully with my hon.
friend Shri Syamnandan Sahaya.
Many of my Bengali friends have
talked about Bengal's difficulties. I
also feel that. There is no doubt about
it. I am myself a Bengali. I also feel
that way. 1 think that Bihar will
satisfy the need of Bengal, if there is
any real need, both in the matter of
the construction of the dam on the ’
river, and also in regard to the link
between the northern and southern
parts of Bengal. This matter would no
doubt be considered in detail by Bihar
and the Central Government, and
they would try to satisfy Bengal's need.
1 think the Bihar leaders will no!
object to that. They will come forward
with all the help that is possible. But
if the idea is simply to have some land
with people, where they will nct be
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able to establish anything at all, and
from which they will not gain any-
thing, then I think that is something
too much, and we should not agree to
it. But if they say that there is some
real need which has to be satisfied,
then Bihar should agree to meet that
need. If Bihar is unwilling, the Central
Government should persuade the
Bihar leaders to agree to that.

I had a number of other points to
make, but I shall not go into them,
since my time is up.;
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“Stretch your imagination to
any extent and advance any type
of argument, but Sholapur City
and its adjoining parts cannot be
separated from Karnataka.”
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“But before sentencing the
accused, I would like to add that
the so-called satyagraha offered by
the accused wasg all peaceful and
non-violent and their object, which
is devoid of all moral turpitude,
was to vindicate their right to
water and only in furtherance of
that object, they .attempted to cut
the bund and bail out water to
non-localised area lying adjacent
to the distributary, and also to’ the
localised areas. It -is very curious
on the part of the concerned
authorities why these non-localised
areas were not localised to receive
water supply when these areag lie
near the distributary. The dis-
crimination shown is really
astonishing and bereft of sound °
reason, whatever it may be, the
action complained of ageinst the
accused is like a storm in a tea-
cup. Technically the accused are
all guilty for having taken law
into their own hands.”

19 DECEMBER 1855

_Report of S.R.C. 3304

Tg o MR WA ® srAe ¥ omywt
o & Tie @ gaae gaam & tew-
ftade @t ®rn wifgq) aawdtar ey
7 7t & wew & oft quwdim ¥ T
m Tt & Ps oy @ @b W ot @
TAET T ¥, s B @ Wt i

sy # gade alt Perpaw wweh W
Census & qvw amn g | fawrfear
w oy ¥ fw g gt W oy
# ¢ Pgar am i Neuid ot ¢ = owwd
F ot g wws Tt ot Pe oo wg
gt 7 Tear war @t oS Av B A=Y
g @t ey gteTie gon & o
TEITeE Aeee W T Wi @ e e,
derap 83,209 AR TEE a9,5ey & A eew
R.5%,33& FHT & | SEE]W HTg WY & oY
¥2,2%9 Andhras &1 Jm Twt
aq & taen Pqwr smn & @ @y wiw
al @ew gt e ot Pw wre ated & ol
Pt wAles o Paerm afen amy W
wgar & Pw o @ A o g tat

W 7 gditen) gaw wew & f e

m‘mmaﬁnﬁﬂmﬂdﬁ

L
i dfiee o g A @ 18)  skfie'e
Wt dw & Mo ooy g WY amgE e
T W 77 o o A digw ot T

mew fafre amw # Pl e wd
TR 0
“I do not ask the people to be
calm. When I ask them to express
thejr reaction, then, it does not
mean that there should be mis-
behaviour or violence on the part
of the people.”
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“It was declared and adopted. 1
would commend to such of the
hon. Members ag have not read
the report of Justice Misra to read
it to see how carefully he went
into this question. He had no pre-
judice in the matter; he had no
predeliction in the matter. He
went into the question and made
his report, and Government after
considering had accepted it. Now,
apart from the fact that Govern-
ment think that their decision was
absolutely correct and the right
one, they are still more convinced
that no action of the Government
is going to be allowed to be in-
fluenced in this way by hunger
strikes. Otherwise,—it does not
matter what Government func-
tions here—no Govermment will
function.”

.These are the words of the Prime
Minister. It is an assurance of this
Parliament also and I request that this
hon. Parliament should fulfll its
promise.
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TR AR T O% de wAlew gy 7 PM
wfaet =t forer ot fos g g & ¥ : ,
“In reply to your telegram gow & Tefaas dd & ag . ww

aated the 5th August, 1953, to the tetaas o !\'& gﬁl IC T W Paardt

Prime Minister, I am to say that

there is no question of Government %1 wme a7 & @ PR e wno §
going back on or changing their f& gawt vger I w=v owwor § fw
decision already reached in regard e ?'m am( ot m an
to Bellary Taluk. Government

came to this decision after full con- w ¢ dfew sy aog Pray’ ot ot

sideration and will abide by it. In ¥ wITOr AT g g &
any case, Government do not df
change their decisions because of The Lok Sabha then adjourned till

facts and other similar activities.” Fleven of the Clock on Tuesday, the
This is letter No. D/S/7933, dated 20th December, 1955,
6th August, 1953.





