


"",; "‘Au: o w-\ ‘f';“* .":"‘ T "—T‘ T\l & £ il 76/-L / .
CURRIEINE 29 70 ~— bt 8
B S vj

- Gobernment 1900y of Flabvas,
. LEGISLATIVE. |

(8

% —

Reed.

Enclosures

1900, <
Regd. l #//7 2 } Spare copies

G.0., No. 55, 9th July 1900.

Interpellations in the Legislative Council,

Recording letter from the Government of India stating that a sufficient case has not been
made out for altering rule 8 of the rules framed under section 2 of the Indian Councils Act,
1892, for asking questions in the local Legislative Council. .




9 No. 65, LEGISLATIVE, 9rm J Ly 1900,

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

LEGISLATIVE DEPARTMENT

e

Reap—the following paper :—

From J. P. HEWETT, Esq., cs.1., C.LB., Secretary to the Government of India
?

Home Department (Public , to th i
Madras, dated Simla, 13th ()T une 19%0(,)};1?. fg%etary to the Government of

é aT_ dirﬁcted to say that the Governor-
consideration the proposal dealt with in your letter, N
. 0. 125
%ggg, ;hat rl:x_le 8 of t.he r}lles framed under seeti,on 2 of %I;i:tiddt'he 5Eh Depember
make’ i (?1(', }?18‘ rmg questions in the local Legislative Council shouldrll) lfm P
1gatory on a member who wishes to ask g qu:astion to ;il:v:anfgg = io i:ls t?
nstead o

six clear days’ notice in writing to th
the question he wishes to ask. . 2 yreretary of the Council, submitting in full

General in Council has had under

dealing with questions submitted
: : uder the rule
t 1 and has f ) 5 §
I?e;{;gt i;‘; g]:paiﬁ:g?; I:irov_mces. In Madras the queStiODSOI}:;g rt}»hlt’ '1td appears
of the Secretariat nd printed and then forwarded to the Px eceived in the
e Secretariat concerned for remarks as to their admissibility a?lﬁelflrtllx‘g I;(tepartment,
or draft answers.

missible, the consent of His Excellency

a meefing of the Executive Council specially held fo;quently discussed and settled at

as thus settled, are printed and furnisheq to r the purpose, and the answers,

A h TS W
the meeting. In Bombay references are ma(il;.n ilglbcrs e hav¢ %0 Toid 2 bt N

records of cases connected with the i
S 0] questions. ] T -
Oudh it is usnally found necessary to obtain frorrlxxtl}c%eNS(;itxg-tz;::egg PI‘O}\'IDCCSf i
> » or perhaps from

other offices, files connected with the vo; i
C lecte € points ra
In many cases enter into extraordinfry detaillsi(lll‘e S8 ay ek s
)

given in less than six days when the i rule is relaxed and answe
2 drioatio ' uswers are
q 1§ are really urgent,

the conclusion that questions are fre
! quently allowed :
aGnei ;z?;ltit;l?r)are .:im;siwqred 1 too much de{ail. It istoixlietllx): E) e M
- ouneil, esu‘ab_le that the usage of the Bx"it' h B g O e Oojreou
e more closely followed in dealing with inte b 3 Commons shonld

Council. In Parliament it is recognized that g I’pellatiQns by Additional Members of

: . 5 ny quest ich i :
should be answered as speedily as possible, but thgt it Ig I:):‘trh;g?itllrzseﬁs? thet g
3 nce to more

than a fair general reply ; if el i
than ' : aborate information 18 o
;f’r”%levsn bs;u&:::gn ;hg‘t ?ﬁe question is understopy Z(;ll:iglg] 2f’(c)r, a %).1‘0\'151011211 answer
rly anded will be furnished as soon ag they can be el())ir\ ;?Ial;? W%Itc h 0231
: reniently obtained.

Abuse of the right of puttine questi
Sl warh i PAYuNg qucstions in the House of Commons js checked in the

intricacies of a minute or captious interrogatory

(3) When the day or hour comes

interrogator is informed. if hi i
ga ed, if his question be a complex or contentious one that the
b

"ng the period since he sent in the
¢ 18 accordingly asked to postpone the

Government or Department have not had time dur

notice to frame an adequate repl
answer until the next sitting, i

~ Exd. A. F. Eccl stm,
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4. Under the rules in force in the local Legislative Councils in India questious,
which are in an argumentative or otherwise improper form, can be returned for
correction (rule 9); any question can be disallowed on the ground that it cannot be
answered consistently with the public interests (rule 10), and, if necessary, longer
notice than six days can be required, or the time for answering a question may be
extended (rule 11). It appears to the Governor-General in Council that the notice
now required before a question is put should be quite sufficient if the Presidents
exercise their authority somewhat more freely in rejecting, postponing, modifying or
curtailing questions, and if it be recognized that all replies in Council need not be
elaborated as though they were formal resolut',lons, and if replies are confined to what
can safely or conveniently or reasonably be given.

5. For these reasons the Government of India are of opinion that a sufficient
case has not been made out for altering rule 8, and they think that the Governor in
Council should endeavour by adopting the suggestions above made to remove such
abuses as at present exist in the exercise of the right of interpellation.

—e

Endt. No. 1607.

Transferred to the Legislative Department.

(Signed) 'A. R. KNAPP,

28rd June 1900. Under Secrctary.
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Orprr—No. 55, Legislative, dated 9th July 1900.
Recorded. -
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(True Extract.)

{zv/ Becretary to Government.
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To all D;apartments of the Secretariat. |
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