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From
‘ % THE HONBLE MR. G. L. CHAMBERS, ,
owmassmiy "\""‘ CHAIRMAN, CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, '
R | CRPAY O ) e N : MADRAS. : : %
e PN | i i
= To SR IR
THE SECRETARY TO GOVERNMENT OF INDIA,
g JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT, ' )
o ; {
L “ SIMLA.
Sie,

I have the honour to confirm the following telegram which I despatched to
you on the 20th ultimo:—

12 T s = v
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“ Chamber respectfully begs Government of India will postpone consideration
reference from Government Madras regarding reorganisation establishment Madras
High Court pending receipt letter which this Chamber is addressing to Supreme
and Madras Governments.”

e i Ot W B, TR SN

2. In explanation therecof I have to inform you that in the month of March
last this Chamber received ffom the Government of Madras a copy of Government
Order, No. 498, Judicial, dated 7th March, 1895. By this Order the Chamber was
informed that a scheme for the reorganisation of the establishment of the High Court
was then before Government, and that it had been proposed by the Honourable the
Chief Justice that the establishment should be modified as follows:—

Present Scale. Proposed Scale.
Registrar, Appellate Side ... . .. 113360 Registrar, High Court, Rs. (1,450-1,800) 1%12'
4 ua '\-L : P 5 Original Side ... 1,500| Deputy Registrar, Onginal Side o 1 000
L PG s S First Assistant Registrar, Original Side.. 500/ Asstt. Regtr., Original Side, Rs (400-500) 475
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3. The Order stated that the Government was disposed to regard the pro-
posed scale with favour, but would defer taking steps to carry it out until the
Chamber, the Attorneys’ and the Bar Associations bad had an opportunity of inti-
mating their views thereon, which they were requested to do within a fortnight of
the receipt of the Order in question.

—ar

4. In accordance with this request the Chamber, on the 30th March, 1895,
addressed the Chief Secretary to the Government, Fort Saint George, Judicial De-
partment, with its opinion on the proposed scheme (vide Appendix A).
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5. The Bar and the Attorneys’ Associations also intimated, as requested, their
views on the matter (vide Appendices B and C).

6. In the month of June last the Chamber received a copy of the Order of
the Madras Government, No. 1191, Judicial, dated 3rd June, 1895, (vide Appendix D)
in which the proposals of the Honourable the Chief Justice were approved of and
directed to be submitted to the Government of India for its approval and sanction.

7. Before offering any remarks on the merits of the scheme submitted, the
Chamber strongly protests against the treatment it has received at the hands of
the Madras Government in this matter. Its opinion was invited, considerable time,
care and attention were devoted to considering the subjeet, and the omly acknow-
ledgment of the conclusions arrived at by the Chamber is the discourteous intimation
contained in one of the papers accompanying G. O., dated 3rd June, 1895,
No. 1191, that the Chief Justice had advised the Government of Madras that no
weight sliould be given to the views of the Chamber.

8. The Madras Government is apparently content to accept the mere ipse dizit
of the Honourable the Chief Justice in opposition to the many weighty arguments
adduced by the public generally and by both branches of the legal profession, most
of whom ‘have had a much longer experience of the working of the Court than
the present Chief Justice, and whose opinion is entitled to considerable weight. :

9. Again, it is believed that the Puisne Judges, who usually sit on the Originaj
Side of the Iligh Court, and who are presumably best acquainted with the necessities
of that Side, are opposed to the change. This is a matter on which the Chamber
cannot speak with authority, but the point is such an important one that a reference
might be made, if the information is not already in the hands of the Government
of India.

10. In the letter of the Registrar of the Madras High Court, Appellate Side,
to the Chief Secretary to the Madras Government, dated 20th October, 1894, No.
3039, which accompanies G. 0., dated 3rd June, 1895, (vide Appendix D) it is stated
that the reduction now contemplated * would doubtless have been carried out at the time
of the creation of the City Civil Court but for an unfortunate difference of opinion
between the High Court and the Government which arose upon G. O., dated 11th
November, 1890, No. 1770, Judicial.” This is misleading, as the inference to be
drawn is that the High Court and Government were in accord on the scheme.
The fact being that on the 3rd September, 1890, before G. O., dated 11th November,
1890, No. 1770, Judicial, had been passed, a majority of the I.Iigh Court, including
the present Chief Justice, most strenuously opposed the alterations suggested.

11. Another statement contained in the same letter, viz, that there has
been no difference of opinion between the High Court and the G'roven’l,m.ent as to
the expediency of placing both Sides of the Court unc.ler one Regl‘strar ls.untrue,
as on the 8rd September, 1890, a majority of the Ihgl.x Court expressed itself as
“ greatly averse to the proposed subordination of the. chief officer 'of the Court on
the Original Side and considered it would be a mistake to. abolish the office of
Registrar on that Side ;" whereas the Madras Government in & d.ated llt?l
November, 1890, No. 1770, Judicial, stated that H. E. the. Governor in Council
was not disposed to endorse the objections raised by the High Cowrt.

12. It will be noted that the possibility of a reorganisation of the establish-
ment and consequent savings was suggested by the Government in G. 0., dated 26th
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September, 1894, No. 2338, Judicial, in view of the decrease of work on the Original
fide of the High Court due to the creation of the City Civil Court (vide

Appendix D).

13. The Chamber, in its letter dated 30th March, 1895, paragraph 3 (vide
Appendix A) expressed the opinion that the work of the City Civil Court for one
year was totally inadequate for the purpose of ascertaining whether the business
of the High Court had been materially decreased so as to admit of any reduction
of the establishment. This opinion appears to be well founded, for the Chamber
is informed that, notwithstanding the creation of the City Civil Court, there have
been more suits filed in the High Court for the six months ending June, 1895, (with
the exception of the years 1890, 1891 and 1892) fewer suits disposed of, and more
suits pending (with the exception of the years 1891 and 1892) than for the same

period in any one of the preceding 10 years.

14. In conclusion, the Chamber, being of opinion that the proposed changes
will be most prejudicial to the efficiency of the High Court on the Original Side,
trusts that the Government of India will withhold its approval until it can be
conclusively shown that the scheme is a desirable one. &

I have the honour to be,
Sir,
Your most obedient Servant,»
(Signed) G. L. CHAI\ZBERS,
Chairman.




Appendix A

From G. L. CHAMBERS, Esq., Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, Madras, to the Chief
Secretary to the Madras Government, dated 30th March, 1895.

I have now the honour to offer the following remarks on the scheme submitted by the
Honourable the Judges for the reorganisation of the establishment of the High Court, re-
$ ferred to in G. O., No. 498, Judicial, of the 7th instant, which is in many respects simi-
: ~ lar to the ome suggested in the Despatch from the Government of India, Department of
Finance and Commerce (Salaries and A Establishments) Law and Justice to Her Majesty’s

Secretary of State for India, dated Simla, 15th October, 1839, No. 324.

2. That scheme was strenuously ‘oppgsed by flhe Honourable the Judges of the High
Court in a letter written by the Officiating Registrar of the High Court of Judicature,

Q ] Appellate Side, Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated Madras, 3rd Septem-
ber, 1890, No. 2115, and abandoned, presumably on account of such opposition.
, 3. In the G. O. dated 26th September, 1894, No. 2338, reviewing the Report on the

Administration of Civil Justice in the Madras Presidency, 1893, Government, in view of the
decrease of work on the Original Side of the High Court due to the creation of the City
Civil Court, suggested the possibility of a reorganisation of the establishment of the Original
Side of the High Court and consequent savings.

| 4. The present scheme appears to be the outcome of this suggestion, and is apparently
designed, not with a view to the more active and efficient discharge of the business of the
Court, but with the object of saving money.

5. The Chamber has carefully considered the views of the Honourable the Chief Justice

£ and the Judges of the High Court, as expressed in the letter above referred to on the

scheme of 1889, which, as before stated, is in many respects similar to the present one, and

was proposed in view of the alleged decrease of work consequent on the contemplated transfer

o of certain cases then cognisable by the High Court to the Madras Court of Small Causes.
In those views the Chamber unanimously concurs. ,

6. The Chamber refers more especially to paragraphs 15, 37, 38, 42, and 43. of the said
letter, which deal with the scheme in question, and which are as follows:—

15. The next point to consider is the amount of relief that will be afforded to the High Court
‘ ) by the contemplated transfer of the Jurisdiction. The whole number of Original Suits insti-
; tuted in the High Court in the last 5 years (1885-89) was 1,647, or an average of 329 per
annum. Out of this aggregate number 537 were suits of value not exceeding Rs. 2,500,
which would come under the new jurisdiction of the Small Cause Court, and 169 were suits’
which, from their nature, would have been cognisable by that Court but of which the value
is not now ascertainable. Supposing that half of these 169 (say 85) would have been triable
by the Small Cause Court, the total number is 622, or an average of 124 annually. This is
‘ » y < 38 per cent. of the number of suits filed, but it must not be supposed that there will be a
proportionate reduction of the whole work of the Court on the Original Side, or that the
reduction, so far as it goes, will represent a clear gain to the Court. The work involved
1 in the remaining cases, which are from their superior value of greater importance, will be
/ proportionately greater, and there necessarily remains a great amount of work unconnected
with suits, e. ¢, applications in the matter of infants, applications for probate, execution
proceedings in old suits and sunits now pending and the like. )

37. 1 am now to state the views of the Honourable the Judges on certain changes in the esta-
blishment of the High Court which, with the approval of the Secretary of State it is proposed
to introduce simultaneously with the creation of the new Jurisdiction.

38. It is proposed to make the Registrar on the Appellate Side, Registrar of both sides of the

Court, and to substitute for the Registrar on the Original Side a Deputy Registrar on
the pay of Rs. 1,000.

A majority of the High Court, as at present constituted, is greatly averse to th i

. | nation of the chief officer of the Court on the Origginal ):Side and conseidg:o?? S\S'guls(ilbg;dlm

\ : mistake to abolish the office of Registrar on that side of the Court. Objections to the
proposal were well stated in a letter written by the late Chief Justice, Sir Colley Scotland

3 at the time when, on the creation of the High™ Court, this subject was once before discussed.
£ Referring to the work of the Registrar of the Original Side he writes:—%It has become
very considerable and it is in every respect dissimilar from that of the Registrar on the

Appellate Side and requires special qualification and training. For the discharge of these

duties the Registrar should, in my judgment, continue the chief officer in civil and ecclesi.

astical matters on the Original Side with independent ministerial responsibility and the

Registrar on the Appellate Side the same in matters of appeal. The distinction to be

retained in this instance is accompanied by, as I have said, a very material difference in
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5. The Bar and the Attorneys’ Associations also intimated, as requested, their
views on the matter (vide Appendices B and C).

6. In the month of June last the Chamber received a copy of the Order of
the Madras Government, No. 1191, Judicial, dated 3rd June, 1895, (vide Appendix D)
in which the proposals of the Honourable the Chief Justice were approved of and
directed to be submitted to the Government of India for its approval and sanction.

7. Before offering any remarks on the merits of the scheme submitted, the
Chamber strongly protests against the treatment it has received at the hands of
the Madras Government in this matter. Its opinion was invited, considerable time,
care and attention were devoted to considering the subject, and the only acknow-
ledgment of the conclusions arrived at by the Chamber is the discourteous intimation
contained in one of the papers accompanying G. O., dated 3rd June, 1895,
No. 1191, that the Chief Justice had advised the Government of Madras that no
weight sliould be given to the views of the Chamber.

8. The Madras Government is apparently content to accept the mere ipse dixit
of the IHonourable the Chief Justice in opposition to the many weighty arguments
adduced by the public generally and by both branches of the legal profession, most
of whom have had a much longer experience of the working of the Court than
the present Chief Justice, and whose opinion is entitled to considerable weight.

9. Again, it is believed that the Puisne Judges, who usually sit on the Origina
Side of the Iligh Court, and who are presumably best acquainted with the necessities
of that Side, are opposed to the change. This is a matter on which the Chamber
cannot speak with authority, but the point is such an important one that a reference
might be made, if the information is not already in the hands of the Government
of India.

10. In the letter of the Registrar of the Madras High Court, Appellate Side,
to the Chief Secretary to the Madras Government, dated 20th October, 1894, No.
3039, which accompanies G. O., dated 3rd June, 1895, (vide Appendix D) it is stated
that the reduction now contemplated ““ would doubtless have been carried out at the time
of the creation of the City Civil Court but for an unfortunate difference of opinion
between the High Court and the Government which arose upon G. 0., dated 11th
November, 1890, No. 1770, Judicial.” This is misleading, as the inference to be
drawn is that the High Court and Government were in accord on the scheme.
The fact being that on the 3rd September, 1890, before’G. 0., dated 11th November,
1890, No. 1770, Judicial, had been passed, a majority of the High Court, including
the present Chief Justice, most strenuously opposed the alterations suggested.

11. Another statement contained in the same letter, viz., “that there has
been no difference of opinion between the High Ceurt and the Government as to
the expediency of placing both Sides of the Court under one Registrar” is untrue,
as on the Srd September, 1890, a majority of the High Court expressed itself as
“ greatly averse to the proposed subordination of the chief officer of the Court on
the Original Side and considered it would be a mistake to abolish the office of
Registrar on that Side;” whereas the Madras Government in G. O., dated 11th
November, 1890, No. 1770, Judicial, stated that II. E. the Governor in Council
was not disposed to endorse the objections raised by the High Court.

12. It will be noted that the possibility of a reorganisation of the establish-
ment and consequent savings was suggested by the Government in G. O., dated 26th

-
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September, 1894, No. 2338, Judicial, in view of the decrease of work on the Original
£ide of the High Court due to the creation of the City Civil Court (vide
Appendix D).

13. The Chamber, in its letter dated 30th March, 1895, paragraph 3 (vide
Appendix A) expressed the opinion that the work of th.e .City Civil Court for- one
vear was totally inadequate for the purpose of ascertaining whether the busm.ess
of the High Court had been materially decreased so as to admit of any reduction
of the establishment. This opinion appears to be well founded, for the Chamber
s informed that, motwithstanding the creation of the City Civil Court, there have
been more suits filed in the High Court for the six months ending June, 1895, (with
the exception of the years 1890, 1891 and 1892) fewer suits disposed of, and more
suits pending (with the exception of the years 1891 and 1892) than for the same
period in any one of the preceding 10 years.

14. In conclusion, the Chamber, being of opinion that the proposed changes
will be most prejudicial to the efficiency of the High Court on the Original Side,
trusts that the Government of India will withhold its approval until it can he
conclusively shown that the scheme is a desirable one. N
I have the honour to be,

Sir,
Your most obedient Servant,
¥
(Signed) G. L. CHAMBERS,

Chairman.
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the duties and qualifications of the two officers, and in my opinion the suggested present
change in designation would tend, without any advantage, rather to weaken the strictness
with which the Judges regard the responsibility of each chief officer, and to impede e
active and efficient discharge of the business of the Court.” (Letter dated 21st M:ujch, 1'8(;3-)
There has since that time been no such change of circumstances as to deprive his opimion
of any of its force, and Sir C. Scotland’s reasons would hold good even 1if a large percen-
tage of the original suits were withdrawn from the High Court. It must be remembered that,
as stated before, the remaining suits, the number of which may become much larger than
the present figures indicate, are far the most important, and must give propomonmcly more
work to the Registrar. The business of taxing costs in suits in which Solicitors are engaged
would still be very considerable. Assuming that a competent man could be found amongst
the Solicitors to accept the post at a salary of Rs. 1,000, it is not clear to the Judges that
any advantage would be gained by making him subordinate to the Registrar, whose work
would be chiefly on the Appellate Side. Practically the latter, who is usually a Covenanted
Civilian, holding his office for a short time only, having no technical knowledge and having
his time fully occupied with his own special work, would exercise no control over the chief
officer on the Original Side. It is very doubtful whether for a salary of Rs. 1,000 it would
be possible to find a Solicitor competent to do the work now required of the Registrar of
the Original Side and other quasi-judicial work which may be delegated to him, and the
difficulty would certainly be increased by making its holder subordinate to the other Registrar.

42. The Judges of the High Court think it very robable that the work on the Original Side will
not be decreased materially by the introduction of the new scheme. It has been found
by experience that if intending suitors are aware that their causes can be tried without
delay, many suits are brought which under other circumstances would never be proceeded
with, and it may well be that although the Original Side may be relieved of a certain
number of causes of comparatively small value, yet their place will be supplied by an increase
in suits of a larger value and more intricate character.

43 It will probably, therefore, be eventually found impossible to carry on the work of the Original
Side, even after the transfer of Jurisdiction, with any smaller establishment than that hitherto
entertained, and, this being so, 1t would be very inadvisable to put into effect the reductions
proposed simultaneously with the passing of the Act, as the Secretary of State suggests.
In the opinion of the majority of the Judges, the best plan would probably be to defer
the introduction of all the changes in establishment except that referred to in paragraph
40, till some experience of the effect of the new Act shows whether they are really feasible,
and 1 am to suggest that the fairest way of dealing with the present Registrar of the
Original Side would be to postpone any change in his office till it becomes vacant.

7. The Chamber would be glad to hear whether there has been any change of cireum-
stances since the letter was written to deprive the opinion therein expressed of any of its
force or to cause the Honourable the Judges to alter it, and if so, what those circumstances are.

8. The Chamber is of opinion that the working of the City Civil Court for one year is
totally inadequate for the purpose of ascertaining whether the business of the High Court,
has Dbeen thereby materially decreased so as to admit of any reduction of establishment,

9. Leaving out of consideration for a moment the opinion of the Honourable the Judges
quoted above, and apart from the question whether there has been sufficient experience of the
offect of the City Civil Court on the work on the Original Side of the High Court, the Chamber
respectfully submits that it is most inexpedient at the present time to effect on financial grounds
any changes tending to weaken the establishment of the Original Side of the High Court,
regard being had to the facts admitted in the Government Order on the last Administration
Report, namely :—

(2) That the High Court is unable to cope successfully with the Civil Suits coming before it.

(6) That the High Court on the Original Side is a full year in arrear of its work.

10. With regard to the contemplated reductions of salaries of the Chief Interpreter from
Rs. 400 to Rs. 250, the Deputy Interpreter from Rs 250 to Rs. 175 and the Persian Inter-
preter from Rs. 250 to Rs. 200, the Chamber has had its attention called to the salaries paid
to the Interpreters of the High Courts of Caleutta and Bombay, The Chamber presnmes
that the work done by the Interpreters of the High Court in Madras is not of any less
fmportance than that dome by the Interpreters in the other Presidency High Courts: and,

this being so, it is at a loss to understand why there should be such a material difference.

between the salaries paid to these officers in Caleutta and Bombay and those now proposed
to- be paid to the Interpreters in Madras, It is, in the opinion of the Chamber, most
essential that the Interpreters should be men of undoubted probity and integrity, considering
the very important work they have to perform, and the Chamber considers it very undesirable
that the salaries of these officers should be rednced, as it appears to the Chamber doubtful
whether for such diminished salaries as are proposed to be paid thoroughiy reliable, trust-
worthy and efficient men will be found for the post.

11. Finally, the Chamber would respectfully urge upon the consideration of Government
whether the time is opportune for carrying out such ch.a.nges in the internal economy of the
High Court, changes which, so far as the Chamber is awave, have not been mooted in
Bengal or Bombay, which are opposed by the Bar and Attorneys, and which it is currently
reported have mot even the unanimous support of the Judges. The controversy regarding
recent legislation whieh culminated in the creation of the City Civil Court has unfortunately
left behind a feeling of irritation and disquiet which renders a dispassionate jndgment on
this important subject most dificult. This state of affairs is much to be regretted; but as
long as it exists the Chamber considers that the wisest course would be to introdnce no
further reforms in the direction of reducing the establishment on the Original Side of
the High Court until it can be more clearly shown that such changes are likely to conduce

to the more efficient working of the Courts.

¢ Appendix B.

.

ADAM, Esq., Honorary Secretary, Bar Association,_ Madras, to the Chief
me&gggg to the Madras Government, dated 25th March, 1895.

by dirvection of the Madras Bar Association, and in accordance with
I have the honour by GICHOT B, rch, 1895, No. 498, Judicial, para. 5, to intimato

ity granted in G. :
:}:: :‘i)gx:tn&lt&m Association upon the modification, in numbers and pay, of the establishment

of the High Court, proposed in para. 4 of the Order referred to,
9. The Association mnotes from para. 2 of the said Order that, of the important subjects

Association’s letter to Government, dated 11th dDeqeml?er, 118194_}{?“;0,?,'2,

; . £ iurisdiction of the City Civil Court, and the introduction into the High ourt

:)lfletl‘;:t‘fazglz;szeml urpres:;ribed in Act VII of 1870—have not yet been conmfiered' by His Ex-

cellency in Council ; and it infers from the same paragraph that an opportunity will be afford-

ed of intimating the views of the Association upon these questions to Government before any

changes have been finally decided upon. For the purposes, therefore, of the present letter the

ssociation assumes that no such changes as those just referred to are to be introduced.

3. The modifications now suggested are in effect three :—

i iti f the second Assistant Registrar on_the O_riginal Side. ;
li' ?l‘:a as‘::(l))l:)tl!g?n:tione:f Cthe Registrar on the Original Side to the Registrar on the Ap-
: llate Side, and a consequent reduction of the pay of the former official and an
enhancement of that of the latter. .
iii. The reduction of the pay of the Interpreters and Translators on the Original Side.

2 tember, 1894, No. 2338, the object of the proposed change is
t u:l. fgonbt? i t?o" eﬁgzltl BS:EJgS ” . and the Association is willing to admit that, even in
o ¢ the fact that the financial profit from the administration of Civil Justice amounted
St 3 Rs. 14,54,448, a saving of even Rs. 1,050 per mensem is important. But whether
the saving be iarge; c;' s;nall it can be just'iﬁed (_)nly by showing that the amount to be
aved is spent unnecessarily, and that its saving will not be detrimental to the speedy and
sﬁ' ctive administration of justice. The ground upon which these changes are advocated_ is
€ 'il'in the G. O. just quoted to be the decrease of work on the Opgmal- Side of the High
?;nrt The Association is nob disposed to admit that the decrease 1s So important as sug-
esteti or that there is any indication that it will be permanent. There was, indeed, a
gcrea,se in the number of snits filed in 1893, the first year after the opening of the City
(,‘e' il Court; but the inadvisability of effecting changes on the results of one year 1s shown
lwl of t that the reaction has already commenced, the suits filed in 1894 being in number
Py : l? mt more than those filed in 1893. If this fact proves nothing else, it at least shows
B ding important changes on such slender and uncertain grounds.

mentioned in the

last year to

the danger of recommen
ver, to point out that even if it be conceded that the decrease in the
work of the Orighi(x’l:leseide is I?:rmanbnt and so great as to justify reduction of establishment, this
reason applies to only the first of the changes enumerated in para. 8 supra, namely the aboli-
) £ the second Assistant Registrar, The other two changes can be justified only if it
'{)mn h(c))wn that the importance and difficulty of the work has diminished, that the responsi-
b?li: of the officers has been lessened,—and therefore that inferior men are competent to
ﬁln {,heir posts. No sach suggestion has even been made; mor could it be sustained for a
moment if advanced.
of the suggested changes is peculiarly objectionable on this ground.
The 61.-ed'xlx‘gt§onse:?nilary followsa?rom and isgeper se less objectionable than the subordination
of the Degistrar on the Original Side to the Registrar on the Appellate Side. The Associa-
gion agrees with the Hon'ble the Judges of the High Court in their letter of 3rd Septem-
ber, 1890, No 2115, that it would be difficult, if not impossible, to find a man competent
Y 3o the; work who would accept the post on the conditions suggested. But even if a
competent Registrar could be obtained for the salary proposed, the Association. disapproves
of his being subordinated to the Registrar on the Appellate Side. The latter ‘oiﬁce is in-
riably held by a Covenanted ‘Civilian whose legal experience, before his appointment, has
E:eu confined to Criminal and Revenue Law. lHis experience in these matters may be of
material assistance to the Judges in Appellate Side work, but it affords no qualification for
superyising the Original Side work. 1In the class of work which comes before the Original
Si(li)e the Appellate Side Registrar has seldom up to the time of his appointment any ex-
erience whatever. He therefore does mot enter office with a knowledge and training that
E’ould fit him for supervising the Original Side work. Nor is he likely to acquire such a
knowledge and training while in office, for his time 18 taken up with his work on the Appel-
Jate Side and he holds his appointment for two or three years only. It seems to the Asso-
ciation a grave error to confer on the Appellate Side Registrar the power of interfering
in work in which he has rarely any experience, and that he has little or no opportunity

of learning. A further reason against diminishing either the pay or the importance of the
Registrarship o

f the Original Side is to be found in the fact that the duties attached to it
may possibly be increased. It has often been suggested th‘at there should be dt_alega.ted to
the Registrar powers to discharge such duties as the taking of accounts and disposing of
references,—work which, although important in itself as requiring for its disposal both skill and
experience, scarcely requires the attention of a Judge. Such delegation of powers to a minis-
teral officer has taken place in other Courts, aqd .11:. is understood tl}llt: the experiment
has there proved successful; and as the purely judicial work of the High Court of Madras

5 I am,
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increases, it seems to be very desirable that a well-trained and competent officer shounld be
avmla_.ble on ‘the ministerial establishment of the Court, who might, if necessary,
od with such work as that just referred to.

7. The third proposal—to reduce the pay of the Interpre
The Association observes that this is not a question of reducing the pay of a subordinate esta-
bhshm(_an.t, with little or no responsibility devolving on its members, and under abundant
supervision. Each person affected holds a responsible position ; it is notorious that they are
now overworked; and their duties will be in no degree diminished. It is, indeed, impossi-
ble to exaggerate the importance of the work of these officials, the temptations to which
they are subject, and the opportunities for yielding thereto. Their pay, therefore, should be
such as to secure men not only of ability but of high character. This is abundantly recog-
msfaq in other High Courts. In Calcutta, the chief Interpreter and Trauslator on the
ﬂr.]gma.l Side draws Rs. 600, the second and third draw each Rs. 400. In Bombay, the
hict Interpreter draws Rs. 650, the second Rs. 450, the third Rs. 350. It should be ob-
seryed that the work of {nterpmting is of a more difficult character than mere trans-
latlcl\:x ang .reqmres_m;clg ht1hghe§ élnaliﬁcations. Thisé is specially to be mnoted in criminal
work, and is recognise e Judges presiding at Sessions ice 1 insi
the work being done by tie chief Ingt.erpgeter. 5 R el e oot S

8. Tt does not appear from the G. O. under consideration when the proposed s i
: b A G. O. cheme is
intended to come into operation. If it is proposed to affect the tenure of opﬁicgoof present in-
cumbents, [ am to point out that the feeling of insecurity thereby created will tend to mak
the suggested scale of salaries still less attractive to competent men. L

9. 1 am therefore to submit in conclusion that in the opinion of the Association the only
reason adduced by Government for the proposed changes is inadequate, and that the changes

themselves are inadvisable and in no way calculated to promote the speedy and efficient admiuis-
tration of justice in the High Court. n b o S A

ters—is equally indefensible

W

Appendix C.

From J. SHORT, Esq., Honorary Secretary, Attorneys’ Association, Madras, to the Chief
Secretary to the Madras Government, duted 26th March, 1895.

1. T have the honour to _acknowledge receipt of G. 0., Tth March, 1895, No. 498, and to forward
herewith copies of the Resolutions passed by the Madras Attorneys’ Association with reference to the
proposed scheme for the reorganisation of the establishment of the Original Side of the High Court.

9. In doing so I am directed by the Association to offer the following remarks for the con-
sideration of Government.

3. Tt is noted that the scheme, so far as the Registrars of the Court are concerned is the
same as that suggested in the Despatch dated 15th October, 1889, No. 324, from the Government of
[ndia (Department of Finance and Commerce—Salaries and Establishments—Law and Justice) to
Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for India. The Association is unaware of any change of cireum-
stances, since Government were addressed on the subject by the Registrar of the Appellate Side of
the High Court in his letter to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated 3rd September, 1890,

No. 2115, which may have caused the Honourable the Chief Justice to now make the present pro-
posal as regards the Registrars.

4. In the absence of any information as to the reasons of the Honourab i ice,
it is impossible for the Association to deal with the subject as exhaustively anlg ::gsfgiltl::ﬂiusa?cgé
would wish to do, and the .As.socifl.tion would therefore respectfully ask Government that if the
reasons assigned by the .Assocmnon in this letter are not considered a sufficient answer to the scheme
proposed, Government will lge pleased to lay before the Association the special reasons, if any, advanced
by the Honourable the Chief Justice for the re-consideration of the scheme. ;

5. Pending receipt of such information the Association entirel i i
ok e, Theh ntirely agree with the views of the

Court, as then constituted, on this question which a i
re f ~
of the letter above referred to and are as follm:'s — ; i i

“A majority of the High Court as at present constituted is 7 i
. ] greatly averse to the -
nation of the chief officer of the Court on the Original Side azd consider it wg\rx?(lims:da S::i)s‘i:licl
to abolish the office of Registrar on that Side of the Court.” 3

The reasons given for such opinion were:—

The dissimilarity of the work of the Registrars on the two Sides ; (an objecti i i
t I I g objection wh 7
by the Chief Justice of the High Court at the time of the crea(tion og’ th‘e C‘:u;tc hin“?8s63ra]:§?i
2]

which the Judges in 1889 were of opinion would h Id i ;
original suits were withdrawn from tl}:e High Court()). i o T 4y ke

The fact that the work of the Registrar of the Court would be chiefl i
v > C on th
and that he, being usually a Covenanted Civilian holding his oﬁic)é for aestﬁffell?r:fe ?)iﬁi'-
having no technical knowledge and having his time fully occupied with his own special work,
would exercise no control over the chief officer on the Original Side. ¥

The ' uncertainty as to whether for a salary of Rs. 1,000 it would b i ici
ary A e possible to find a ¢
competent to do the work now required of the Registrar of thg Original Si':ie aansd()hcftll:?r
guasx-}udxcml work which might be delegated to him, a difficulty which would certainly be
increased by making its holder subordinate to the other Registrar, X

msta
be entrus i

Also draw the attention ©

[y

5

e
jati ally support such reasons and in 'fhis connection the Association would
6, The Amogei ff éove}'g::ent to the opinion of Sir  Colley Scotland above referred to.
Referring to the work of the Registrar on the Original Side Sir Colley Scotland wrote :—
B:T o become Very considerable and it is in every respect dissimilar from that of the Regis-
A cohe Appellate Side and requires special qualification and training. For the discharge
trarhon tdutiesp the Registrar should in my Judgment, continue the ;hlef officer in Civil and
- !l £ tical matters on the Original Side with independent ministerial rpsp(_)nsnbxhty, and the
}Igcc'est;ai on the Appellate Gide the same in matters of Appeal. The distinction to be retained
1 eg;‘}fi*ainstance is accompanied by, as I have said, a very material difference n the duties
md bualiﬁcations of the two officers, and in my opimon the suggested present change in
::;\ i rc\lat'\on would tend, without any advantage, rather to weaken the strictness with which
t}fes:lgudges regard the responsibility of each chief officer and to impede the” active and efficient
discgnarge of the business of the Court. (Letter dated 21st March, 1863).
i i igi fide has in no way decreas-
m directed to point out that the work on the Original Side h
d ii. inIlp:rtance and alsI:)o to state that, in the opinion of th? Association, such work quuld
?)e very materia.ll,y increased were it not for the delay in the.dlsposa.l of suits on the Original
Side. In connection with this question 1 would draw attention to para. 42 of the letter al-
ready referred to in which it is stated :— o l
. experience that if intending suitors are aware that their causes can be
il thr%xl:d b:'t':?ho&:m:glal;y nigﬁsnzzns are brought which, under other circumstances, would never be
roceeded with and it may well be that although the Original Side may be relieved of a
Eertain numbe; of causes of comparatively small _val_ue, yet their ’},)b.ce will be supplied by
an increase in suits of a larger value and more intricate character. :
: : i i i rt and in the City Civil Court
8. The delay in the dis osal of suits on both sides of the High Court i ;
canses great dissat.yisfaction topthe public of Madras, and as regards the ()r_lgl'n&l Side of the High Court,
snitors have repeatedly, to the knowledge of many members of the Association, preferred to settle their
claims out of Court, even with a substantial loss to themselves, rather than file a suit which under

existing circumstances would not be disposed of for at least 12 months.

. & i o skt the
9. I am also directed to state that, in the opmion of the As?pcmtmn, the present work on
Appellate Side demands the entire attention of the Registrar of that Side, and does not rightly permit of
his devoting any portion of his time to learning, or supervising, any of the work on the Original Side.

s is the experience of the members of the Association, and the Association beheve.t]}ey are
correclzt? in s};ylii;hthat Iit is also the experience of the other branches of the Profession, that the ministerial
work of the Appellate Side is more than the present staff can_ adequa.tely cope with. The Association do
not consider it necessary to go into any details n proof of this assertion, but they are prepared to furnish
such information if required. The Association are emphatically of opimion that no Registrar on the
Appellate Side can undertake to efficiently discharge the work of the Registrar on the Original Side of
the Court, and that any attempt to do so will certainly cause less efficient discharge of work and

less efficient control of the respective offices.

' second question in connection with the propesed scheme is the abolition of the office
of 011‘: ofT:,llge Asaism(rlxt Registrars on the Original Side, and against any such abolition the Asso-
ciation most earnestly protest. The general distribution of the work in the office of the Registrar
of the Original Side has already been referred to in para. 11 of the Memorial of the Association
dated Hth November, 1894, and I have only to further remark that, bem_d.es .tl}e work therein stated
as performed by the Registrar, he has also to carry out .the heav;: quasx-_\udxcml woyk delegated to
him by the Honourable the Judges, and that the 2nd Assistant Registrar (veferred to in the Memorial
as the Deputy Assistant Registrar) has to perform all the duties formerly entrusted to the Judge's

clerk in addition to his legitimate duties.

12. At present the taxing of bills of costs is dome by the Registrar of the Appellate Side
assisted by the ond Assistant Registrar of the Original Side, a procedure which hardly seems
(ﬁesimble, involving as it does the attention of two officers of the Court at an unnecessary expen-

diture of time.

13. Whatever may be .the future course adopted as regards the taxation of bills of costs,
the Association are of opinion that the work on the Original Side cannot be conducted with due

efficiency by two officers only, and the Association rps.pectfully _submit that their branch of the
professsion is specially qualified to give a practical opinion on this question.

14, In this connection I have to point out that so far as the Association are aware it
formed no np:m:l of the scheme brought forward in 1889 to reduce the‘ number of officers on the
Original Side of the High Court, and I would refer to the following views of the Honourable the
Judges laid down in the letter to Government which has already been referred to :—

7 — ig urt is unable to concur in the proposal to assign to the Deputy Regis-
Pa::;r_yg; bzh:pglo‘itr’\ttled&:o the Original Side the duties which are now performed by the Clerk of
the Crown. The desirability of continuing this office was fully ghscussed in 1887 in connection
with a proposal of the Finance Committee to combine 1t with that of Crown Prosecutor,
and on full consideration the Honourable the Judges. in _their Registrar’s letter, No. 512, dated
3rd March, 1887, after describing its duties and responsibilities, stated that they were opposed

to the abolition of the Clerk of the Crown as a separate office. The High Court adheres firmly

to the same opinion on the subject. Even if it were det.ermmed to amalgamate the office with
another, that of the Deputy Registrar, Original Side, 1s one Very ill-suited for the purpose.
The Clerk of the Crown has to be in constant attendance n Court during_each of the four
annual Criminal Sessions, which occupy on an average SIX days each, and it would seriously
impede the despatch of the business of the Civil branch of the Original Side and materially
prejudice the interests of the suitors if the Deputy Registrar were withdrawn for such length-

* ened periods from his legitimate duties.”

Such views are those also of the Association as to the office of the Clerk of the Crown,
and the Association are of opinion that the amalgamation of any of the offices in the High
Court would have the same effect on the interests of suitors as that above referred to.
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15. As to para. 43 of the same letter, which runs as follows :—

bl : -
“It will probably therefore be eventually found impossible to carry on the work of the Original

Side even after the transfer of jurisdiction, with any smaller establishment than that hitherto
entertained, and this being so, it would be very inadvisable to put into effect the reductions
proposed simultaneously with the passing of the Act, as the Secretary of State suggests. In
the opinion of the majority of the Judges, the best plan would probably be to defer the in-
troduction of all the changes in establishment except that referred to in paragraph 4o, till
some experience of the effect of the mew Act shows whether they are really feasible, and 1
am to suggest that the fairest way of dealing with the present Registrar of the Original Side
would be to postpone any change in his office till it becomes vacant.”

[ am directed to submit that the result of the working of the City Civil Court, which was in-
troduced in lien of the proposed extension of the jurisdiction of the Small Cause Court, has by
no means resulted in the relief of the High Court on the Original Side which was anticipated,
and that, under these circumstances, the opinions of the Honourable the Judges against the in-

troduction of the changes originally suggested in 1889 has all the more weight as regards the
further reductions now in contemplation.

16. The last question in this proposed scheme to be considered is the reduction of the salaries
of Interpreters, to which the Association is also strongly opposed. Many Members of the Association
are thoroughly conversant with the languages of the country and have had frequent experience of the
gross injustice that results from insufficient or inaccurate interpretation of evidence.

17. In view of the importance of the duties, the absolute reliance that has to be placed on the
integrity of the Interpreters and the amount of work attached to the office, the necessity of adequate
remuneration seems beyond question. That this view is generally adopted may be assumed from

the salaries paid to the Interpreters of the High Courts of Calcutta and Bombay, which the Asso-
ciation understand are as follows :—

Calcutia. Rs. Bombay. Rs.
Interpreters and Translators ... w600 |Chief Translators and Interpreters w6350
Do. do. v we 400 |Assistant Do. do. s, 450
Do. do. v v 400 Do. do. we 350
Do. do. oy YAk Do. do. st 160
Do. do. W B 200 Do. do. v ' 1150
Do. do. oo Toa i P50 Do. do. w140
Examiner ... PRI AT Do. do. RARESS 11
Besides assistants whose salaries amount to. 180 Do. do. o ih 110
Do. do. whi' i 338
Do. do. eve | 200

Do. do.

e 170
Junior translators whose salaries amount to. 350

Rs... 2,275 Rs... 3,075
18. The Association are of opinion that so far from the salaries of the Interpreters being reduced
they should, on the contrary, be increased and the staff (which at present consists of three Inter-
preters, one assistant and four clerks, on salaries aggregating to Rs. 1,000) strengthened. It is
of frequent occurrence that cases, which are otherwise ripe for hearing, have to be adjourned
for the sole reason that translations of documents are not ready.

19. In conclusion, I am directed by the Association to strongly deprecate any of the pro-
posed changes which, though they may result in the saving of a few hundreds of rupees a
month, cannot but have a detrimental effect on the public interests, and to point out that no

reason has been submitted to the public why the administration of justice in the Madras Pre-
sidency should be conducted on any different footing to that in force in the other Presidencies.

Appendix D.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.
JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT.

—_—

REAp—again the following paper :—

G. 0., dated 26th September, 1894, No. 2338, Judicial.

* * * * *

5. In view of the decrease of work on the Original Side of the High Court which is
due to the creation of the City Civil Court, the Government would be glad to be favoured
with the opinion of the Honourable the Judges as to the possibility of a reorganisation of the
establishment and consequent savings. In the present financial condition of the country the
latter is an object of great importance. . .

Reap—also the following papers :—

From H. W. FOSTER, Esq., Registrar of the High Court of Judicature, Appellate Side,
Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated 20th October, 1894, No. 3039.

In paragraph 5 of G. O., dated 26th September, 1894, No, 2338, Judicial, the Govern-
ment, commenting upon the diminution in the High Court's original civil work brought about

9
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3 stv Civil Court, suggests for the con§ideration _of the Jndges .the
Iz !;Eﬂ.:teztfno!; ‘;’_io:g:ni(s};gon o‘f the Original Side ministerial establishment. This is a
qu?sltio:ln yto be dealt with (under clanse 8 of the Letters Patent) by the Honourable the Chief

.

Justice, and I am accordingly to submit the following observations of his Lordship on the
suggestion.

ent is aware that the project of transferring .jurisdiction in suig;s of

112'va|11‘|11]: lﬁzve;:; under discussion for many years before the City Court was established,
s and to quote a minute* recorded by, Sir Philip (then
v ¢ with letter Mr. Justice) Hutchins in 1885 it has always been con-
- ofoa%rd de:t.etéo 12(};'i.vf>'§o"é§fberﬁssa° 3 templated that * this change and the very considerable

' A reduction of the original work woul"?‘_ afford an oppor-

i i t a reform which every successive Chief Justice has degxre:i to introduce,
t?x?tg fol:‘oflf r;y;}x:sg o(;nthe Court under one Registrar, with a Deputy on each side.” The ,scheme
i ¢ %l considered by the Judges and worked out in detail in 1685 and in Mr. Davies’s letter
§38 :\)185)‘ dated 27th February in that year, Was alluded to as a branch of the scheme for

transferring jurisdiction.

then was to abolish the post of Registrar of the Original Side, to place
the ?ningt};iigfog:::glisﬁmeuts of both sides of vhe Court under a single Registrar, to appoint
a Deputy Registrar for the original work on Rs. 1,000 a month an.d to raise the pay of the
Deputy on the Appellate Side from Rs. 700 to Rs. 1,000. ;
4 The Chief Justice anderstands that the Madras Government recommended this arrange-
t to the Government of India in o letter, dated 23rd July, 1885, but no further action was
men 4] 1887, when the subject was considered by the Finance Committee and came to be
mk?“ u?'tlh in G. O., dated 4th January, 1887, No. 1, Financial. In answering these Pro-
deadif wit er Ross's letter, No. 512, dated 8rd March, 1887, the High Court (paragraph 4)
i mgixl s tmnsfer,Of original jurisdiction in suits up to the value of Rs. 2,500, the
o blssgr;d %s adhere to their proposals made in 1885 which were to place both sides of
glzn(gg:;t :nder i Registrar on a salary rising from "Rs- 1,500 to Rs. 1,800 with a Depu_tg on
L side on salaries of Rs. 1,000 each per mensen. The Government of Madras considered
:ﬁﬁ; :]l,e pay of the Registrar should be Rs. 1,450 rising to Rs. 1,800, and the pay of the
Appellate Side, Rs. 700 rising to Rs. 1,000, and with these modifications recommended
Deputy, Appeliats o Guvernment of India (letter No. 1027,.dated 14th May, 1887). The Govern-
by L sals as so modified and forwarded them to the Secretary of State,

(:vfh(lmng;i)z rg:‘:lpt‘:: d‘*‘;ﬁﬁﬁze& them in due course in Despatch No. 4, Judicial, dated 9th

January, 1890 (G. 0., No. 691, J adicial, dated 16th April, 1890).
5. Everything was thus prepared for the revision of the establishment as soon as the

- Sl I lished, and the reduction would doubtless have been
truugﬂfer of ]:?182";;:32 osfh(:;l;,ledcrz(;t?gf g]fpthe City Civil Court but for an unfortunate difference
carried out l?t 1 o the High Court and the Government which arose upon G. O, dated 11th
of opinion i’s‘;ge No. 1770, Judicial. The Chief Justice, 1 am to say, took exception to the
D‘Xovember. 8 Or'clers .regfu'éing Mr. Stevenson, not on]y on legal grounds but also on the ground
(;ove:'nmfa l]] o te that officer to & subordinate position in the Court coulc_i har_d]y fi.nl‘to be pro-
that to 1efeg;!- - tion in the working of the mew arrangement, and might imperil its success.
g 42 h l'lClerkshi of the Crown also, his Lordship considered that, under any circumstances,
Begardmg t ?d e ]p egality to deprive Mr. Kernan of the office and to_ confer it upon another
it would be;‘ 0 Court' but in the event of a vacancy in the office, the Chief Justice will bear in
officer i g of the Government. Eventually the High Court felt constrained to make a
mind S th‘{ ¢ Secretary of State for India, and it is his Lords'mp"s. order on this reference,
refetrf—‘if)‘:a *;; s Despatch to the Government of India, No. 23, Judicial, dated 2nd June, 1892
conta

(G. O No 1389, Judicial, dated 1st August, 1892), which has caused the changes to be held
e £ State in the 5th b of his Despatch f
, i e Secretary o e in the paragraph of his Despa or
6. .“"thf,m::;oﬁe:u;iﬁt:n in the l'»in'lice of Registrar on the Origin_al Side appear to
ostponfﬂng tige to be based umpon a misconception. There has been no _dlfference qf opinion
the Chwth ;fi b Court and the Government as to the expediency of placing both sides of the
rotdigr de o%e Registrar, nor do there appear to be any arrangements consequent upon this
Court mﬁ er] S Sbiing w?bich any difference of opinion is likely to arise between the C?uef
part of ¢ edp :he avemment. The change has been for a number of years fully recognised
Justioe and. the Goveriite, sustioe has mot been open fo the charge of * causing postponc.
as very desira hich would be for the public advantage” by withholding his consent. Since
ment_of change;! gmte’a Despatch was received, the Chief Justice has not considered it incum-
:)he tSecl'%"’?"'y t: initiate any further step towards carrying out the reorganisation, but as the
Ge:)“vet(')!:]mel‘:il:1 now suggests that the question should be taken up again, I am to say that his
Lordship considers it highly desirable that the proposed changes in the office of Registrar

should be introduced forthwith,

.

: TER, Esq, Registrar of the High Court of Judicature, Appellate Side,
meMgi'mZ,V nglse Chief ggcretagrl to Government, dated 6th December, 1894, No. 3566.

i address the Government further on the subject of my letter No. 3039,
dateé ;lgthd‘(gzctf)ebirﬁS%. In that letter the Government was informed that the Chief Justice
is prepared to introduce immediately the scheme sanctioned by the Secretary of State for
the amalgamation of both branches of the High Court’s ministerial establishment under one
Registrar and for the substitation of a Deputy Registrar for the Registrar on the Original
Side.
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9. The administrative advantages which these changes will secure mll. lbebcqr‘;sxde?:le
Present Cost. RS. Future Cost. RS- and‘ there wxl. esides >

. ‘Registmr, High Court ... 1,725% saving of l.{s. 375 pm‘.mevfbec
Registrar, Appellate Side ... 1,600| Deputy Registrar, Original as shown in .the margin, sfutxl e
,  Original Side .. 1,500 Side .. 1,000 the increase in the pay of the

—— Deputy Registrar, Appellate

ettt Total .. 2,725 gide. is not to take effect till the
l i 3 is
K00 office of Clerk of the Crown
g 140 ] ] ate office.
*Rs.1,725 appears td be an error—Rs.1,450 4 —— = Rs. 1,712-8-0 abolished as a separ:

4

On these grotnds the changes proposed, standing by themselves, are very desirable mlxdx
the Chief Justice would urge their immediate introdaction. But they do not represent t\c-
whole reduction which the diminution of work has rendered possible. Two other chfmge:
effecting a considerable saving can be made when certain offices are vacated by the pxnst;tr,,t
incumbents, and as the Government may wish to know the full extent of the economies t \i\
may eventually arise, I am to submit the following further proposals for sanction, on the
anderstanding that they will be introducced only when the vacancies occur.

3. In the first place, oneof the two Assistant Registrars on the Original Side may be dis-
ensed with. The pay of the two present incumbents is Ks. 500 and Rs. 325, reapectlvely.
or these two officers the: Chief Justice proposes to substitute oune Asmstsfn!. Registrar on

a salary of Rs.400 rising to Rs. 500 by five annual increments of Rs. 20. This arrangement
must depend upon Mr. Clarke, the First Assistant Registrar, vacating his office, but 1 am to
point out that he attains the age of 55 years in June, 1895.

4. The second change is in the Interpreter’s estabiishment. Bxclusive of a Guzarati
Interpreter on Rs. 40, there are three Interpreters now in.employment, namelx, a Chief
Tnterpreter (Tamil and Telugu) on Rs 400, Deputy Interpreter (Tamil and Telugu a‘id
Hindustani) on Rs. 250, and Persian Iuterpreter (Persian and Hindustani) on_ Rs. 250. No
alteration can be made in the number. There must always be two Tamil and Telngn
Interpreters as there are frquxently two Courts sitting simultaneously and a Persian and
Hindustani Interpreter and Translator is indispensable. Really competent Interpreters are
rare and it is necessary to give liberal salaries to secure men of the proper stamp. Having
regard, however, to the amount of work that falls to these officers now and to the salaries
given to Interpreters in other Courts and to Translators on the Appellate Side, the Chief Justice
considers that the pay of the three appointments may properly be fixed at Rs. 250, Rs. 200
and Rs. 175, respectively. 1f the Government sanctions this proposal, the rates of pay will
be reduced as vacancies occur, or, if the Government prefers, the pay of tbe posts may at
once be reduced and personal allowances granted to the present incumbents to bring the pay
up to the present figure during their tenure of the appointments.

5. I am to mention that the present Chief Interpreter, P. Ramachendra Rao, who is
qualified to hold a District Munsiff's appointment, has applied to be made a First-giade District
Munsiff, ‘and it may shortly be found possible to provide for him outside the Court in this
way, whereupon one of the principal reductions proposed would come into force at once.

6. The aggregate saving these two changes will effect is Rs. 625 per mensem or, inclnding
the reduction in the salaries of the Registrars, a total of Ks. 1,000 monthly as shown below :—

Present scale. Rs, Proposed scale. Rs.
Registrar, Appellate Side ... «. 1,600 | Registrar, High Court (1,450—1,800) ovs . 30A%
Do. Onmginal Side ... s ... 1,500 | Deputy Registrar, Original Side & 1,000
First Assistant Registrar, Original Side ... 500 | Assistant Registrar, Original Side (400—500)... 475
Second do. do. «s . 325 | Chief Interpreter ... v S RBOY
Chief Interpreter ... soe 400 | Deputy 0. o 175
Deputy do. .. we. 250 | Persian’ o e ses ' 200
Persian do. e e san! | BEO
Total vee 4,825 Total .. 3,825

7. The OChief Justice is of opinion that it will be to the advantage of the public
service that the principal part of the reorganisation scheme, that is, the amalgamation of the
two Sides and the substitution of a Deputy Registrar for the present Registrar, Original Side,
<hould be carried out as soon as possible, and T am to express the hope that no time may be lost
in obtaining the required sanction so that these changes may be bronght into force not later
than lst April, 1895.

G. 0., dated Tth March, 1895, No. 498, Judicial.

ABSTRACT.—Calling for the views of the Chamber of Commerce and the Attomeys’ and Bar Asso-
ciations on a scheme for reorganising the establishment of the Original Side of the High Court.

—_—

G. 0., dated 10th April, 1895, No. 758, Judicial.

ABSTRACT.—Explaining to the Honourable the Chief Justice the reasons for the course adopted in
G.0., dated 7th March, 1895, No. 498, regarding the reorganisation of the High Court establishment ;
and ’requesting him to advise Government as to whether any weight should be attached to the represen-
tations contained in the memorials received in reply to that Order.

From the Acting Registrar of the High Court of Judicature, Appellate Side, Madras, dated
923rd April, 1895, No. 1197.

ABSTRACT.—Stating in reply to the above Government Order that in the opinion of the Chief Justice
no weight should be given t0 the memorials in question.

CUPE ST 7

- . 9

& OrpEr—dated 3rd June, 1895, No. 1191, Judicial.

In the first two of the papers read above the Honourable the Chief Justice recommends

the early introduction of a scheme for the reorganisation of the establishment which involves
the following modifications :— ich involves

: Present scale. Rs. Proposed scale
e e o j . 1,600 | Registrar, High Court Rs. (1,450—1,800)  ...1,7124

_Do. _Onginal Side ... e . 1,500 | Deputy Registrar, Original Side ... v 1,000
First Assistant Registrar, Original Side ... 500 | Assistant Registrar, Original Side Rs. (400—500) ,47
Second g do. <. 325 | Chief Interpreter ... S
Chief Interpreter ... oxe bed w. 400 | Deputy do. s 22 ;7545)
Deputy do. ... 250 | Persian do.
Persian do. ... Ao 5 S 1206

Total wee 4,825 Total v 3,012%

The financial value of the proposed r;ew appointment of Registrar has been i t
as Rs. 1,725 instead of Rs. 1,712% in the letter of the High Cogi-i. The z;.ct:u:,rl1 sfvc&r;eixll\{oli:fierleﬁ
the reorganisation is thus Rs. 1,012} per mensem, or Rs. 12,150 per annum. :

2, That portion of the scheme which contemplates the amalgamation of t Jourt’s minis
terial establishment under one Registrar and the au%stitution of a gl?:;mty Regis?r]:r %3“155 lfl(;l(l)?)
per mensem for the present Registrar on the Original Side has already been approved by the Right
Honourable the Secretary of State in his Despatch, dated 9th January, 1890, No. 4, and %he
Government sees no reason to alter its views as to the desirability of the changej The Honourable
the Chief Justice contends that the sanction accorded by the Secretary of State is still valid, but
the Government is disposed to consider that a formal renewal of sanction is necessary with reference

to Article 293 of the Civil Account Code. This, h : : -
Covarneiels of dnitia 40 decida, 15, however, is a question which may be left to the

3. The proposal to reduce the number of Assistant Registrars on the Origi i
al Sid
to one emanates from the Honourable the Chief Justice, wh%wis best qualiﬁ;(;gl:o jfcllgz :smlt.;) tt‘;xz

t of i ; :
g:::m :ntwork falling on these officers, and the reduction therefore meets with the approval of

4. As regards the Interpreters, it has been econtended that it will i i .
trustworthy and efficient men on lower pay than the present scale, and illa‘e s:il;g:::lbi? ttl?xsse:xlg&:
comparisons have been drawn between the salaries paid to Interpreters in the High Courts of
Calcutta and Bombay and those which it is proposed to assign to the same officials in the Madras
High Court. It is not shown, however, that the conditions in the three Presidencies are the same
and, looking to the ease with which efficient Translators can be procured in Madras, His Exceﬁenc),'

the Governor in Council considers the rate of pa 3
. A y proposed by the H b =
to be sufficient to secure the services of reliable and con.npetfmt?,7 Interprgtenorsu_m Rt (et

5. The proposals will accordingly be submitted to the Governm ia wi
. 1 ) ent of Ind th t
and sanction of Government as required by Section 8 of the Letters Pa,taent.n l%h:n Hon]::u:g{:am:l?;

Chief Justi ill
g rol;os itionu::a wi n:e requested to forward through the Accountant-General the necessary formal

(True Extract.)
(Signed) J. F. PRICE,
Chaef Secretary.
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The memorial wili v€ Arans-
mited to the Govt. of India.
2. G.0. datead 15th July 1895,M0. 1481,
was 1ssued under the mistaken impression
that the Govt. of India had given the
1 lol
Chamber of Commerce as well as thiGovt.
{ntimation of its desire that s e
rial shouid be qibmitted so as 1o reach
its destination by the 15th Juiy. As it

appears that nc such nt mation was

.
Sl ] 4 LAtk
roceived DY the Chamher, JROAFRIEE & B

.a%sakumhf
mu‘,@xmu%tmt 14 was not res-

-

ponsible for the delav in S1bM7SS 10N

z&-/-fﬂ‘{ |
fhe Chairman, Chamber ot Cc\;nmercéf‘.(dﬂj'
ys 57 ﬁ'
The Secrstarv to the Govt. df :
Indie
uome Department.
Sir, -

In contimuation of my letter No.
148




_11482, aated 15th July 1895, 1 am airect
¢ . > - W

from the madras Champer of Commerce re

-

§ garaing the reo”gdnl}dtion of' the W“Wata
viishment of the High Cwrt proeposed n
L

my ietier No. 1192, ddteq 3rd June (%95

1 am to expidin that the

Chamber 13 not responsible for the delavy

L an 1ts submission; this ﬁvﬂue e

S eircumswance that Home Dept. telegram
? + . o e
No.1059 of the 2nd instunt, in which the

Govt. of Tndia exnrozand 4
o e3san 119 dedire ity
2 that
the monoris shouid be submitted s¢ as t
4 ’ o NN £y i)

breach it by the i5th Idem, was not 0
m 45 no ~om-

instance under the erronso

15 1mpression

PLhat 41 hud received direct

t

4

b .

annicJteu tv the Chanber in the first
f 1:1*1'!91',1")‘1.

F of the fict.,

¢ The t'ciiow
LLEWINng. 18 & hflef-

1
.'
fs
;, m}lmto“y ¢t the order

1 against which the memoriaiists protest
“In reviewing the repurt on the adminis
ivl(,mwt.u‘.«n of Civii Justice tor the yvear

; X
vlsué the Govt., in noticing the decrease

.
of work on the Origina: Side ot 1ne

High Court remestea the favour of the

opinmion of the Hon'bie the Judges as to
: :

it? 34 114 .
| he pos<ibiiity of a 'ebrgint}ﬂtion .
5 4

the estavlishment and consequent savings
> .

n vreply the High Court forwarded the

X

(.T‘ =
.0. d;t'e‘l :;‘= h SeD'Ll")e ]8 .L
’

NG, 2558

4acheme which has been submitted to the

Govt.
Govt. in my jetter NO,
Ju
in were s¥ilil und
Govi., '
Cnamber ©f

ciation

-

of Indisa with the approvai of this

1192, dated #rd

ne 1893..Aﬁje the proposais made ther®
‘.‘ o
er the COn%Ldeﬁdtion'g
. . . ]
memoriais were received f'rom the

vl
d:

. ’ ‘
Commerce, the Attorneys Asso-ii

snd the Madras Bar A==ociation :
i
(]
in whéch the Govt. was requested to give |
' 4
those bodies 4n vpportunity ot exXpressing

their 0pin1onﬁbefore passing fimal orders
organization ot the

granted in G.0.dated 7th

with regard to the re

estabiishment of the High Court,

request was

Mareh 1895, No,.498, whi ch commnicated

the supstance ot uhe scheme t0 the memo-

riatists, On receipt of a cODY of this

order the Hon. the Chiet Justice t ook

excention to certain remarks made therein

anﬁ more ‘especially to the course adopted

py Govt. in referring &he-prOpoqélq to
?,/—

pupiic bodies for renarks. The Govi. in

reply wWhire assuring the Chief Jdustice

+hat no disre=pect t¢ hi1s high office

had been 1intended, justified the course

wliicil 1t had taken, and/h4vlng in the

meantime received representaigons from z‘

the Chamber of Cummerce and the two Ass

cilation= mentioned aboee in reply to %

order



wouid d4avise Guvt, as tg %t,hew any

yeight shouid be aftached to the opirisng

my

yegxpreqqedrby the

: s o The repiy receivea from the
- . .

5 -

Petitivners.

- ChamiChief Justice deayt tuiiy with the pet .-

An rtiona a1
o b iy

the Govt, , agree ing generanxv

ctrowlbﬂ Lhie views of tie Chief JUﬂtlec

| * : scheme for the

- NO. dgpreveu tnerreorgan121t10n

uoveﬁst¢b¢14hment ot the Cogrt,
[v-:’ "t
theywaraed (to the Govt

&

of the
and for-

. ot India with its

In the memorijai now under

L?Eanqlderation, the Chamber of Commerce

‘:;rst Cunpiains of the treatment which

Ajt has receivel 4t the hand of Govt, —

o M.
' Vide paragraph 7,

= Ihe |
y. llie b(JV\.

Cannot admit that

a%i'thig paragraph contains a fair state-

ment of the case. The representatlons

 trat the Chamber of Commerce receCved the

Laéureiut cunsideration of brv&., 4nd

4

aragrsapis % ana 4 of the oraer Cconmnn - e

hicated to the Chairman of

Ea

that boay

issigned expsicit reasons {op adf fe

A

ring
ii?pum certain of the conciuséons arriveaq

{ut by the Chember, 1t is true thatithe

: - -
i P4y :' P - :“.-mi A o 44 S-'/

X
G.0.dated Z3th June

& e {

o aated
.Nv.quo'

with
£ 1he court's
0

Regl%‘r&r'

) mne

gn Novemuer
\

N e

in Lhe 3

‘ ot o

: appe "’ assumes Lhaty
1 the CR :

‘19%8

(fm

ne cniet Ju;aﬂ ice in.v‘ _“,:,
tpe Chi€ 1
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nemor! @ ‘the mere
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¥ 1he Pub\
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Ve Gy, o 'naja ang the
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-

State,

¥

{
f! 5. With reference to the ninth
¥

N

%ﬂl.ﬂah’!’ Section 8 of the

gl PETS8raph it jq t¢ be Ubserveq that

Letters Patent

ot 186rtht} cuntro;

V}JJent o1 the Hng](;Uuyq )qufq in the
fis=

ifchiei’duatlce_

.&th. ae

Shied it unneceq44ry to cunsiy; ¢
¥

o1 the Cstab i j gp.

¥Or this peas

“n the

Sghe Puisne Juages

n the qubjecv, esne..
- -
fh :
I iy as vhe mest Hpurtant PCfiepusy
14
(L anltY
Swic had (ong since met With the

Appro -
_3; @1 the Secretagv of State.

Pdr‘dg‘l"dph;‘, o Jna 10 g* the

ngi%tFJP'Q tettep

{r J er 1894 23 ‘mig eaduine »

hJPQLV reievant Lol the

195Uel The Doitpunemcn* ot

dcticn or the SChen. e or the

; Lile ustabziiimuull i

Svlely dye to a
i ot Oninion which argse
paragl

e |

itcatedwt‘ & the Hoy, ‘the
e,

s

w88 gned

111 ccn%e4uen00 oA re-
o ragraph g g¢ G,0. duteq
g oo
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NU, 1770
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patronage. The scheme had been sanctioned

by the Secretary of State in his de%pateh;

3

tv the Govt. of India dated 9th Jamuary

1890, No.4,Judicial,and the deiay lin
1 : § ‘ ever to do

Antroauclngggfd nothing what ;

with the objections rais:d by the High

Court In Sentember 1890.

7. In paragraphs 12 and i3 of the

emoriai the Chamber argues that the de-"
memor

crease of work in the High Court conse- |

1
juent on the creation of the City Civil

Court has ncot becm sufficient to "arrdﬂﬁﬁf

1 redquction in estabiishment, The renly

to this oesmmeesmt is that, iong before th%f

a|Deputy Registrar for the Regigtrar,

»
*
i

i i i hi ' ssistants  as
originai Side, and his two assi 7

a possible economv and that the Chief

Jusiice {5 the best judege as tc whether

the e%{;bti%%ment whicqﬁq under his con-

trcl cin be reducdd withont impairine

its efficiency.

Lo A<

‘C1tv Civii Court was created the W:nan@g»
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