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Rajpramukh to-address the session any further. - .-~ .

~ GENERAL DISCUSSION OF THE BUDGET "

House after working out the details. Sanction.of the House can
be obtained after the whole scheme is finalised. The provision
of 75 lakhs of rupees left as a lump sum provision is not a very
.desirable procedure. Emphasis should be as much on the solu-
tion of unemployment as on the resuscitation of cottage indus~
tries, My finalplea is that when we are financing:development
schemes by borrowing, let us take into consideration the limi-
tations that have been imposed on the State by the federal
financial structure. Let us make bold to approach the Govern-
ment of India to grant help for our development plans. I think
the House will strengthen the hands of the administration to

~make a demand like that for the prosperity of the land. and its

people. o | |
' RULING FROM THE CHAIR =
RE: RAJPRAMUKH'S ADDRESS,
* Mr. Speaker :  With regard to the point of - order raised by

‘Shri K. Balakrishnan on the 18th March regarding the absence

of an address by the Rajpramukh on the opening day of the
current session I give the following ruling :,

Article 176(1) of the Constitution lays down that the
Rajpramukh shall address the-Assembly at the first session after
each general election -and at the. commencement of the first
session of each year. ‘Year’ according to the General Clauses Act
refers only to the calendar year commencing from January.
Accordingly the Rajpramukh addressed the first session of the
Assembly this year in January. It is therefore not obligatory
for-him to address the Assembly any more this year under this
Artigle, . . = ’ : '

.. It may perhaps be stated, as has been done here, why the
word ‘year’ used in this Article could not be‘taken to mean the
‘financial year’. This interpretation does not seem . to be
warranted as it is .not explicitly stated so in the Article.

Wherever references are made in the Constitution to ‘financial

year’ as such, it has been expressly stated so, as may be seen
from Article 202, 354, etc. ... oo o0

- Similarly where it is intended that the ‘year’ for purposes of
calculation should commence from the date of commencement of

‘the Constitution, express provision has been made in the Consti-

tution to that effect as can be seen from the reading of the
Article 334, 344 ete. ' g

It is, therefore, quite clear that the word ‘year’ used in
Article 176 not having been duly qualified by any restriction
should meanonly the calendar year. There can be no dispute
over this and there is no compelling provision for the

Any address or messages as contemplated in Article 175 are
matters purely in the discretion of the Rajpramukh, = = =

1 therefore rule that the absence of an'address on the
opening day of the current session does not-in any way vitiate

‘the proceedings and it is.not ultra vires of the Constitution,
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’ 'Having given the above ruling I “}ouldﬁsug“g"ést‘ thati'we"‘“
. would be establishing a healthy convention if the Rajpramukh

addresses the Assembly whenever it is summoned after a change .
- of Government,

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

~ Shri Kunjan Nadar has g1ven notlce of a motmn regardmg a
‘question of privilege : |

“I wish to raise a question of breach of 'privilege of the
Assembly under Rule 159 regarding a specific matter
of recent occurrence requiring the intervention of
the Assembly namely; leakage of Budget 1955-56. The

leakage referred to is the matter published in The
Kerala Kaumudi dated 12th March 1955 under the
headmg ‘Public Relations Department’.
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The matter obvxously refers to the re-organiaatlon of the Depart-
ment entailing expenditure and the paper has made.only a
speculation. It does not appear that it can be construed as

budget leakage as the member has stated. There is no prime
facxe case to raise a question.
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The Assembly adjourned at 12-30 p. M. to meet agaln at
8 A. M. on Saturday, the 26th March, 1955.
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