P PRI

‘=7 -7 CALLING ATTENTION UNDER RULE 61 1545

T, V), agad®. O1e0me ed0® @ ud, abaemomom’ msem §ae o
Vo @AM MM Wgl® g0V TUEWIAS |118°WeW & aremlal)eome’  Lwl.
erogmd - creeMl’ Oal@’m lalr0 @onlm EmEEte - afRJo0IDYe CHUSNY WD)
Ro®1. DT (VeBAINTT MVesNIM Wlgl’ Galtopllm® EBHOLIIINO® MSelS]dte
- aulalesim@moaemmm” 9 - quea EROTR 1900 smomoltienTengmy.

C olovtood oValleed: o, . @pd. @pmimuelal’  @GYWI00SHe0
e, avl alleownenao) mo.alelajolomm)sdm’ eraldes’ modalwlses
oo’ [S1e cuisomiamye  Argmiavta m i@ @SBRI natend
sndolamo  Lwa’woled esmeiooim@Im® oyee 61 @pamaurial® el
O, offo. Mol @y emoglav® mmie:lwlg)es”. ‘ R A

 Bolooo@-e@o8 b eoowlsmo atem @Y .1 BOLMBIMLEl 0 OB0FTWYD
 &00{08° alRI0EMNSR! BMERE @fpyd age’mepsial’ ageaiclooes
- @gaciavlmimmniled  msemloioyan  quaelnaoaune.  haleendalamo

e weN @@ sneuoymalm® L. ago. o), commd 0yoe 61 @omimenlal®
any emoglou® mmalwlgyena®. g o C

> e2:09168005° anWIeaTd BHOCRR" mﬁe&b@m“mﬁao}rmmae’lgg'lm%emgm
= mletanoemumiltnade  wolmbenmaiamo Lwwes wwmiesoaneycioganmin®

2 Lo, eaigpen emessni® a0y cmoglav® Meba1@IgLeE’ . OIPWERI0e ERMOMY

D oloomodeny MSaIslenI@] ERAIOMOSLEaMMmITM”.

)  RULING BY THE SPEAKER |

% ShriC.B. C. Warrier has given notice of a motion that the statement made
by the Chief Minister in the House on April 1, 1971 on the Report of Enquiry
by Shri K. K. Ramankutty on acquisition of land for the Agricultural

‘University be discussed. I have also received another mnotice from Shri
P. G. Purushothaman Pillai on the same matter. o 8 g

HIVES ](cp‘a;]zi Legislative Assembly ..

he question was raised in the House by the Leader of the Opposition and
some other members on April 2, 1971. I then informed the House that I
= would give my considered opinion on thé question of admissibility of the above

notices of motion as early as possible. ' ' | -

 The admissibility of motions is governed by Rules 130 to 132 of the Rules
‘of Procedure and Conduct of Business in the Kerala Legislative Assenibly.
Rule 131 specifically provides that no motion which seeks to raise discussion
“on a matter pending before any statutory tribunal or statutory authority per-
forming any judicial oi quasi-judicial functions or any commission or court .
of enquiry appointed to enquire into or investigate any matter shall ordinarily ..
be permitted to be moved. The Speaker may, however, in his discretion .
allow such matter being raised in the assembly as is concerned with the pro-
“¢edure or subject or stage of enquiry, if the Speaker is satisfied that it is not likely
to prejudice the consideration of suck matier by the statutory. tribunal, statutory -
authority, commission or court of enquiry. Itis obvious that the discretionary
power vested in the Speaker is relatively limited in the determination of this -
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I have carefully gone through the statement made by the Chief Minister

~in the House on April 1, 1971 and also the order of enquiry made by the

Government on ‘the same day. The Chief Minister has in his statement
rejected, refuted or denied what are variously termed by him as conclusions,

~ inferences, speculations and allegations contained in the report. of Shri K, K.

Ramankutty. The matters specified in the terms of reference to the Clommi-

- ssion of Enquiry are precisely the conclusions, inferences and allegations con-

tained in the report and which have been rejected or denied by the Chief

" Minister in his statement. Hence I think that a discussion. on the matters
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_ contained .in the Chief Minister’s statement if permitted, would inevitably

turn into a discussion on the specific matters which have been referred to the
Commission of Enquiry. = o s e :

. 'The Leader of the Opposition in the course of his statement made on
April 2, 1971 :brought to my notice an earlier instance in which a full discussion
was permitted on the matters contained in a statement made by the then Chief

~ Minister in the House. I have carefully examined that statement which was’

made by Shri E. M. S. Namboodiripad who was then the Chief Minister, on

 October 17, 1969. I think that the character and content of that statement

are basically different from those of the statement made by the Chief Minister-
on April 1, 1971, The major part of the former statement was devoted for
expressing his views on certain matters which had considerable political im-
portance at that time. Itis true that he had mentioned in_his statement that
he was ordering an enquiry into the allegations which had been
raised against four members of the Council of Ministers headed

by him.” But beyond that he had not discussed, -enumerated - or
- even mentioned anything about thé allegations against those ministers.
. Had he done so, I feel, a discussion of those matters would have possibly pre-

judiced their consideration by a Commuission of Inquiry. The statement made-
by the Chief Minister on April 1, 1971 - on the other hand was . substantially.

-+ different and made for a different purpose. According to the Chief Minister,

since several of the important conclusions contained in the Report of Enquiry-
by Shri Ramankutty weré not founded on facts, but upon inferences and

- speculations, the Government felt that they should not go unchallenged and
“therefore decided to place before the. House the “full facts of the case”s The

Chief Minister also informed the House that Government have already issued

~orders for an inquiry into the whole question under the Commission of En-

quiries Act by a Judge of the High Court of Kerala,

- “In these circumstances, I,am“un’a.ble to take the view that a discussion

*on the statement made. by the Chief Minister on April 1, 1971 is not likely to

- prejudice the consideration of the matters which have already been referred .
‘to the Commission of Enquiry. et B

4ok . Itisa fact that thé rule of sub-judice has undcr'gon_e‘ jc:Irmn,g.;f:s in other parts -

“of the world during the past decade.. The resolution passed by the House of

~Commons in 1963 redefining the limits of the rule has prompted the parlia- .
- ments‘and-legislatures of other couniries which had relied on the Commons’ -

;ul;c_ff'{:p'_wcr 100 years, to have a rethinking on the scope of the rule.. But.
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these contmumg dlSCUSS)Oﬂ& and debates on the content of the rule of sub-
judice have not much reevance in deciding the.quest’on befo -e us, since the admi-
ssibility of the notices given by the hon. Members has to be determined by the
application of the relevant rules of our Rules of Procedure, which are clear
and specific. Besides, from the available records, I could not find any
instance in which a full discussion was allowed on matters which were pending
before a Commission or Court of Enquiry from the proceedings of the Lok
~Sabha or other State Legislatures which have provisions similar to our own
on the subject in their Rules of Procedure. . |

~For the reasons stated above I do not admit the notices of motmn gwen by
Shri-P. G. Purushothaman Pillai and Shri C: B. C. Warrier. | .
REPURT OF THE BUSINESS ADVISORY GOMMITTEE
Chzqf Minister (Shei C. Achutha Menon) Sn‘, I prescn_t the Fifth
Report of the Business Advisory Commitee. - S
Mr. Speaker: The Report is pr esented

Shri C. Achutha Menon: Su I move that the Fifth Report of the
Busmess Advisory Committee be adopted

Minisier Jor Education and Home . (Shrx C. H. Mohammed Koya)
Sir, I second it.

The question that the I’1fth Report nf the Busmess Advmory Gommlttec ‘
“be adoptecl was put and carried. : o

LEGISLATIVE BUSINESS
The Kerala State Housmg Board Blll

=

o
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' Mr Speaker On April 2, 1971 -Shri P. K. Raghavan, Mmls'ter fm
Ha.n_]an Welfare and Housing 1ntroc1ucc,d the Kerala State Housing Board
-Bill; - 1971 and moved that the Bill be referred to a Select
Gommlttee consisting of the members suggested by the Minister t6 rcport
bef‘ore Aprll 19, 1971, He may continue his speech. : '
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Mr Speaker Shri C. B. Ghandrasekhara Waruex _
K. Pankajakshan . |

s A Gl Shanmukhadas
Dr. K. G. Adiyodi '
Shri T. A. Paraman

- K. Krishna Pillai
b P Neelakantan e
s P. V. Sankaranalayanan .

-}



