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The Secretary to Government

Local znd Muniecipal Depurtwer*,

Enclosures

held on the 26" Aprii 1897

and & cutting from the adrs
Times of the 27" Apri1 1897 Bp

&s follows =~

In 1839 the Commissioner
22-5 f? to the right orf Interpeils

It

LT g R SR TR
ers passed g resolution

f
&)

question

C.)

1 'S 1
s to whether ti

not. Pid it so provide t

Did 1t not the resolution

. @ matter of mutus arrangemeént. The 3r's asked --
questions and I answereqd them.

&. This went on until 189s én certain questions
were put,lwhich, I thought went bevond the rigsnt

interpellstion

missioners by the Act

to the Solicitors to the Municipalit- e

XY

extract from their reply "~

b In

I forwarded a COpy Of the resolution (C)

received (Enclosure E) i an

~

0.

larch 1393 When Mr. Pracasa Mudal



. The résolution was duly puz and diocuszad at

General Meeting held on ss* April 1897 (4 & B )

action as it may

9. Certain questions wore submittod to be anaws

it interpellation be

Mudaliar. b ( il Hiotd I have

10, I contend that the'rgsoiution (a) aslit standé' Sir,

R A . : ;; i ' :'w ;] »x E;7 .;' : Your most obedient servant,
11. Section 413 of the Act provides for Bye-laws bei 12 e o s ;::;7

made, not inconsistent with the provisions of the Act, | ik %Mm Lt ter
2 No-where does the Act provide for iaterpellation s Rt

8. : ¥ take it that interpellation to be a right must : President, Munl. Comms.

an absolute right - A right for every Commissioner to ask

question on any Municipal matter and to demand an enswer ~";

Jeet to such rules and regulations as may be framed under. t.

Law. 1 ' 1

1%. In no case does the Solicitors' opinion g0 s0 fafc
to say that the Commissioners have this right Even in tho;
last letter of 23" March 1897 (Enclosure F) it is restrict
Section 61 of the Act and by their letter of 19" October :

(Enclosure E) I am not bound to eanswer any other question

bearing on Section 51. I am bound to answer it Bh&

it.

15. Can then the Commissioners”be said to have thé?‘

of interpellation. I wish it to be distinctly understood t_i




amendment M.R Ry.
i R Ry.

M Venkataramiah Chetty

Rzo Bahadur g. Kalyanasundaran

reference to

‘he genergl question Of interpell

ation”



|

RULES R EGULATIN O INTERPELLATIONS,

Mr. Pracasa MubALIAR said :—
GENTLEMEN,—The resolution which I move js -« That g
Committee consisting of the President, Messrs, H_ Ormerod,
N. Subramaniem, p. Theagaroya Chetti and the Hon. P. Ran-
giah Naidu be agpointed for the purpose of framing and
€ approval of the Commissioners, bye-laws
and rules for regulati interpellations, at their general or
special meetings.” | s 11 not detain you long with my
in support of it. For Some months past in conge.
quence of the nature of some of the guestions put at our
meetlnfu, doubts were raised in my mind as to how far ques-
tions o & general nature, and more especially questions of an
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i val, and as I myself wag
convinced that interpellation, properly directed, was really
beneficial, I gave up the idea. As, however, I noticed at
some of our recent; meetings that there was 3 general feeling
of dissatisfaction at some of the questions put, the subject
re-entered my mind, and [ thought that something ought to be
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of the Act would be really beneficial. With this view I again
perused the Act carefully, and in my humble opinion it does
not seem that interpellations, under certain Testrictions, will

coutrary to the intentions of the Act. Under
clause % " of sec, 61 the Commissioners have
the power “ to call the attention of the President to any
e execution of any M unicipal work, to any waste
of Municipal Property, to the wants of any locality as noticeq
Personally by any Commissioner or made known to him by
the inhabitants, and to suggest any improvements which
appear desirable.” And, further, under clause i of the same
: section, the Commissioners have the power “to bring forward
: general questions connected with the Munic. 1 funds, or
) any new measures relating to purposes authorised by this
Act.” The Act does not in s0 many words specify the mode
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(1) to any neglect in the execution of Municipal work, (2)
to any waste of Municipal property, (3) to the wants of any
locality, (4) to suggesting of any improvements which appear
desirable, () to questions connected with Mypj.
cipal funds, and (6) to measures relating o
pburposes authorised by the Act. Evidently, then, the
questions should neither be unqualified or unrestricted
or go beyond the scope of the Act. You must have _
noticed that for sometime past the practice has ]
E very much degenerated, so much so that in many 1
B instances the right has been abuseq by questions of g per- :
f sonal and insinuating nature being put, " Let us take for
¢ instance some of the questions put at the last meeting. In
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bodies where
we find a set of rules
District Municipali-
day, power is taken to

there are
of sa
i, e

¢ form a
; for we know t questions are always put
l.fwrourmeetingsm formanyopenedbythe
And as this privilege is exercised at our meetings,
it would be too much to say that it does not form a part of
the proceedings of our meetings. If it is so, I think we have
the power of framing bye-laws or regulating such proceedings
forae&.:wA. is clear j
that i

the regulation of m“nf of the Commissioners.” It may
be asked what necessity there is for framing rules as we had
none during the past ten years, The answer is not difficult.
It was seen that at the last meeting the President declined
o Bk : to answer certain questions, as he thought that they went
TR £ beyond the scope of legitimate interpellation, Unless there

? is a clear understanding as to how far we can go, and as to
how far the President can refuse to answer, there must be
constant friction. If we have rules there will be no cause

glad to note that their views are in  bharmony with
mine. Our Solicitors wrote thus  to the President -
. “With reference to our interview with you Yesterday, we have
now to advise you on the question as to whether the Com-
missioners have the power to make any bye-laws to regulate
interpellarion. Under Section 61 of the Municipal Act, the
Commissioners have power to (%) call the attention of the
President to any neglect in the executlon of Municipal work,
to any waste of Municipal property, to the wants of any
locality and to suggest any improvements, (#) to bring for-
ward general questions connected with the Municipal funds
Or any new measure relating to purposes authorised by the
Act, and that in exercising the powers given by this section,

Commissioners have the right of interpellation, especially as
regards matters referred to in subsections (%) and (i). Then
section 413 of the Act provides that the Commissioners may,
from time to time, make bye-laws not inconsistent with the
provisions of the Act, to provide for (inter alia)
(a) the regulation of meetings  of the Commis-
sioners. As the right of interpellation, to the extent
above mentioned, would be exercised at meetings of the
Commissioners, we are of opinion that it is within the powers
of the Commissioners to make bye-laws regulating interpella-
tion at meetings, provided, that such bye-laws do not limit the
P - powers given to the Comm issioners by the Act and especially
Wl | by section 61.” Such being the legal opinion, on the subject, I

i3 I resolution. Considering the names of gentlemen that I have
: proposed for acting on the Committee, there is no doubt also
that a complete and satisfactory set of bye-laws will be pre-
pared and submitted. I have named a small Committee as I
thought that such a Committee would get through work with
greater facility,
77 Mr, MaHOMED Bapsia Satn seconded the reso]
& £ gl € resolutions,
gly supported by My, N. Subramanyem
the addition of the name of the mover

T said that he had no wish to stop in-
th ‘zlslll due deference to the opixl)u'on
t e col not agree with the -
o t{, of the fact that the Commissioners had
e & ﬂg t of mter{)ell:ation., If  Commissioners had |
T a 1if t‘of-mteg'pelatmn they should haye g right
: : of putt questwnsand‘mceiving answers ; but there
‘was nothing in the Act to compel him, the President,
to give an answer to Ny question, Therefore the
missioners had no right o interpellation. He had
no wish to put a stop to inte?ellations, but he knew *
ghh:_c if the Committee sat an, framed these bye-laws
| they would ﬂ}’” illegal. Evidently the illegah‘t‘y was
_seen in the tricts, and they now had in the District
Munici €8 Act'a clause in the Act that they could

the ™ CHETTY inquired whether the
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I 5 p.M., under the

AL %M of the Mouvtorear. Coswrssronzrs

. 22, Errah Bauloo Chetty Street,

 provisions of the City of Madras

&

Actimg Vieo-Fresident, P.J7.
P.Ramasawmy Chettiar Avargal, Vics-President, Rov.

Gem.kgo Sahib.

ah Chetty Garu, Rao Suhib.
i Rao Sahib.

- J. DeCaster

Sahib

M.R.Ry. E. 'T&ngémg.d;m Mudaliar Avargal, Rao Sahib,

J. P. Nicholas, Esq.

W. 8. Gantz, Eug i .
M.R.Ry. Rao Bahadur 8. Ramasawmy Mudaliar Avargal.
Dewan Bahadur R. Ragoonath Row Garu, Rao Sahib,
M.R.Ry. P. Rungiah Nayudu Garu. Rao Suhib,

- M.R.Ry. R. Balajee'Row Avargal, Rio. Sahib.

5 .
.
.l

K22, 7,98 G

Mr. Gantz moved the following nine resolutions,
of which he had given notice : —

' Reporé of Establishment Committse,
““(1) That as it is now three months since the Establish-

ment Committee terminated its sittings, and notwithstanding

such lapse of time, the President has up to date failed to
lay before the Commissioners any report of the work done.
by that Committeé, he be requested to forthwith lay before

- "the Commissioners, at a m:eting to be held at a very early |,
- date, the various recommendations and suggestions of that

Committee, in order that the Commissioners may thereby

be enabled to better determine the Budget estimates and

allotments for the next ensuing official year.’’
Withdrawn.

Report of Commities on Amendment éf Aet.
" %(2) That asit is now three weeks since the Committee

- appointed to consider the (.0., No. 1240 M., Local and

unicipal, on the Madras Municipal Act Amendrgent Bill
terminated its labors, and there are, as yet, no indications of
any report from the President of the work done by such
Committee, he be requested to convene a meeting of the
ioners, at a very early date, for the purpose of ascer-
taining, and forwarding the further views of the Commis-
sioners to Government on the Bill ; especially as Govern-
ment has been pleased to intimate its approval of many
‘important points kept in view by the Commissioners, such
as the reduction by one-third of the President’s salary, and
other retrenchments and matters of detail™’

Withdrawn. :

Commyttee for Peopls’s }.’arl:.

“(3) That a Committee be appointed for the purpose of
considering whether the Madras People’s Park should not
be improved and rendered more attractive.”” .

Seconded by Mr. J. DeCaster.
Proposed by Mr. Gantz and seconded by Dewan

~ Bahadur I\':a.gopnath Row—

be:n That a Committee be appointed of the following mem-
S . o 3 4

' The President.
Mr. W. 8. Gantz.
Rao Bahadur S. Ramasawmy Mudaliar:
”» * 1

.

B o
g

Mr. E. Terooven Mudali
b l"gadmn udaliar .and

Carried.

Lighting the City till 3 4 .

““{4) That there is very great necessity for hav;
whole Municipal area lightg; till 3 A.l.yimteﬁw;ga:ﬁz
present till only midnight, and that mmissi
give the G.0." No. 1979 of 18th September last on this
subject their very best consideration. Further, that the
opinion of Govsmm(;lnt be respecttully solicited as to whether
e

i i e ntlgxissioners)
miliee Ve preju i
and recorded their opinicn thereon.” L e dution

‘Withdrawn.

Steam Roller.

‘“(5) That the Steam Roller be sold, as it ;
and a source of danger.,” [ Mo, e

Withdrawn.

Right of Interpellation,

“ (6) That the right of interpellation be allowed i
that Commissioners intending to put any q:estg)ﬁ,v::eg

meeting shall ordinarily give the President
hours' notice of such quﬂion." ks p bk

Seconded by Mr. P. Theagaroya Chett:y.
Carried, °

Recording of Votes.
“(7) That in recordi .

sition,  or amendment,.
counting the votes, reco

*| voting for or against, as we

who may not vote either way.”

Withdrawn.
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Progress Reports, 1  G.MJ. ut)mm,r.c_mi'i'j
].’mmRiportotWorhforApnldeay, W""‘W"""'f"

1889.
Hhmdhd(ﬁhm
Y July 1889,

-

X
!ﬁrietly speaking this Section does not give the Com-
;én@fs power of interpellation und as I can fing

nat ‘it

under the bye-laws of which I have not & copy

1 be x
I really cannot sa ¥ how far the right or interpeliation
goes for as I have said I cannot find any 1aw Which gives the
demissioner° the richt orf in 1terpellation ang I can only
guided by the Provisions of Section 63 Of the Act.
that the law glves the Commissioners no right of interpella
thenvof courselyou are not bound to answer any of the

Questions which I returnp.

' 3 $ e -
Yours sin erely,
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to Interpellation is quite general
z_xf}:ﬁ; be read with Sect 61 or the Act.

:tiiﬁdr‘l?' inlt Which I am now sending you

y may therefore

;rvagfanto which of the questions you

You ought 0 have a fresh Resolution ge fining the —-=

raxtent to which the right of interpellation shall exte nd &

;miting it strictly to Muniecipal métters &

:right to refuse to answer

giving you express

any question which does not relate

to
such matters, However, as the Resolution st gnds it only glves
the Commissioners the right to ask quest1ons it does not say
that you shall answer them.
Yours Sincerely,
(8a) Ernest Bareclay.
Col. G.1M.7. Moore, C.I.E:
; (True copy)
: [///% Lt.Col.
z $ g
President, Munl. Co-mn.
1
k.

e oY

There mu:

have sent me should be

s

o iy 5 4
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?;Fﬁ advised you that under Section 61 of the Municipel Act

- may from time to time make bye laws

" of the Actlto provide for (inter zlia) (

"OpinIOn that it is within the powers

th‘referenca to our interview Wlth you yesterday we have now

’By the Résolution Of 1°% July 1889, it was resolved

by the

',ssioners that the right of interpellation be 21lowed subicct to th

u.)y e

:eonditiOn contained in the resolution. In our letter of 17" October 182

(@)

4

the Com-
‘missioners had power to

(h) c¢all the attention of the President to any neglec

[e R

of Municipgl work to ény waste of lunicipal property to the w:
&
locelity and to suggest any improvements

(1) to bring forward general questions connected with the Muni

L

¥ g B Pul b

funds or any new measure relating to purposes zuthorized by

And+
ne Actdv

and that in exercising the powers given by this Section the Com-

missioners might do so by interpellation. It seems immaterial in

these powers are exercised whether by interpellation or otherwi

long as the questions put relate to matters pProvided for in Section Sli

We think the Commissioners have the right of int

nterpellation especially e&s
regerds matters referred to in Sub sections (h) &nd (i)

8. Then Section 413 of the Act provides that the Commissioners

not inconsistent with the provisions
& ns

a) the regulation of meetings of
‘the Commissioners. As the right of interpell

atlon to the extent abhove
’
mentioned/would be exercised at meetings of the Cormmissioners :

we are of

0f the Commissioner

laws regulatinp 1nterpellation at meeti

ngs provided that
‘ﬁmm'—vm"m«m.— RE— ; ‘




especially py
4.

Section 61.

We return the

Papers you left with u$ and are &
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