THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL OF THE GOVERNOR

oF

BIHAR AND ORISSA.

Thursday, the 20th March 1930.

The Council met in the Council Chamber at Patna at 11 a.m.
the Hon’ble the President in the Chair.

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS,

NUMBER OF PROSECUTIONS UNDER THE FOOD ADULTERATION
ACT.

105. Maulavi SAIYID MUBARAK ALI Sahib*: Will
Government be pleased to state—

(@) the number of prosecutions started during the pastwﬁ‘ve
years, separately in the rural and urban areas, under the Food
Adulteration Act, and the percentage of successful cases ;

(8) if it is a fact that the Act has been found wanting in
the successful prosecation of delinquents ;

(¢) if so, do they propose to undertake its amendment at an
carly date ?

Mr. G. E. OWEN : (a) The information is not available
and would have to be obtained from the local bodies who

administer the Act.

(8) Government are not aware that this is so.

(¢) The answer is in the negative.

——

* In the absence of the questioner the answer was given at the request of Maulayi
Abdul Hamid Khan, .
1 : 233 L.C,
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ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE.

The Hon’ble Raja RAJENDRA NARAYAN BHANJA .
DEO : Sir, I rise to aiove:
That the Council do assent to a demand of Rs. 34,30,508 to defiay the

charges which will come in course of payment fltlring the year ending the
31st day of March, 1931, in respect of ** Administr.ticn of Justice *.

This appropriation has the recommendation of His
Exceller.cy the Govercor.

PROCESS-SERVING ESTABLISHMENT.
Maulavi ABDUL HANI: Sir, I move :

That the provisions of Ks. 8,835,917 for “ Tutal process serving establish-
ment »’ be reduced by Re. 1.
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Babu SHYAMNANDAN SAHAY : Sir, the matter is so

simple and also of such grave consequence that it demands no

great support, and therefore I rise simply to support the motion
moved by Maulavi Abdudl Ghani. '

Babu MABESHWAR PRASHAD NARAYAN SINHA .
With reference to tliis motion T bhave gllly to say that T find in
English there is the word “ you ? while in the translation the
word is * Tum . I do net think there any very great difficulty
in the way of Government accepting this proposal of Maulavi
Abdul Gbani. But I suggest that in sammonses to the aecused
persons also until and unless their guilt is proved they should
be summoned as “ Ap ** instead of ““ Tum ™, -
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[Mr. J. A, Sweeney]

. Mr, J, A, SWEENEY . Sir, T will state the

4} : brieﬂy. In criminal Summonseg and noti ns.

: -and “ Tumharg * are generally ygeq. In the ciyj] courts,

notices are senerally prepared by ” ¢p, bartics - themge]yg, and

" they can use a0y style of addyess that  they Wish.  In (po
revenue courts thy stylo used jg « Ap”,

Babu MAHESHWAR PRASHAD NARA YAN SINHA .
he forms which are Senerally printed contain the words “Pyp,
and Tumhara .

': Mr. J. 4. SW.EENE.Y: T C gentlemay i quite
correct ; hug I say it jig quie opep ¢, the puvty

s X arties to put down
any form of address ip the Cvil coygpt Dotices,
In the criming] Notices |

» ddmit  ghay the words « Tum »

' and “ Tumharg, are useq, The AUestion wiyg diseussed in this
. Counecil iy 1927, ang several memheyg hero Present wig)
,‘ remember what ¥as said hat Occasiop. Enqui
- made at that time from e loea) officerg throueh ut the
. province ag ¢, Whethep the o
F “ Tumharg » caused an resentmeng, o4 the ¢

of the replies was tq the effoet that j me ¢y

to take offence at it, Lut that ;

b £energ] esentmeng was
“ausgg I may also sayff DQuiries ¢ made fpop, the
Deighbouring Provinees ¢ al anq ¢), tod Py (
10 both of thege ¢pe Practice 1 d } Vinees, ang

A SINg, . May 1, g, e
one suggestion to the Hon’p], the Raji, .
this m%tter of “ Ty and <«mp 12 Bahip Ifind thyg

ara ” pao o
feeling. I woulq suggest that whe : l.nl‘ls Provo
WOI'dS 6 ]um » and € 7|

ould
of a Iine, a5q underneath shonld Put the wyopqg « Ap ” anq
“Apko” ich' I think i the best wq 0 ing. (i’ g0

f solvin the whole
difficy! It will pot cost much ¢, e t} hzno' . If g
Jan is discontenteq with the words “ Py 15 and ¢ harg *
©can simply eyt oyt those g words,

)
Pore1 1ave mycore reCeive]
Dotices with ¢h, words “ Py » g1 tnharg »

: u In my Jif,
ave not heey hurt wigh that style of addregg y & bug
Present yseq is abso]uteb Impersong] and g

: . . ome  peope take
Objection, ¢, 1t merely oy sentimenta] grounds, beop

DEOT-he Hon’p), Rajy RAJENDRA NARAYA N BHANy
My g; h'su‘, I_Shaﬂ be glag to consider the Suggestion that
*Olnhg, g Just myq,. Tegarding thijg matter,
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Maulavi ABDUL GHANI: In view of the assurance
given just now by Government through the Hon’ble Finance
Member I beg leave of the House to withdraw my motion,

The motion was, by leave of the Council, withdrawn.

CIVIL AND SESSIONS COURTS. s
Babu SRIKRISHN.\ PRASHAD : Sir. I move -

That the provision of Rs. 23,18,57¢ for * Civil and Sessions Courte
voted “ be reduced by Re. 1. .

Sir, | have tabled this cut with a view to iuvite the atten-
tion of (Government and of the Couneil to the great delay
which has been oceasioned in introducing any reform in thy
matter of the disposal of suits and appeals or the realisation of
decrees. What we find is that inspite of the fact that suits
are being instituted in large numberg year after year no steps
have ‘been taken to cope with them by the department which
deals with the matter, ¢

Before Lgive wy arguments in favour of the proposition
which I have made before the House, I think it myv duty to
invite the attention of the House, to certain figures which shal
couvince the House of the hopelessness of the present  situation.
In the year 1924 (T am dealing with suits in relation to sub-
Judges’ courts only) the number of suits instituted was 7,492 ;
in the year 1925, the number wag 6,725, that is to say, there wag
a little decrease in the number of jnstitutions, Then in the yéar
1926 there was again an increasc from the vear 1923 and
the number of suits instituted canje up to 7,035; in the year
1927, the number rose to 7,:46,; and in the year 1998 it rose to
8,78k  We find tha}: except from the year 1925 when there was
a fall from the previous year, €very succeeding year has shown
an inercase in institutions so far as the institution of suits in the
courts of subordinate judges is concerned. '

It we take again along with this the total sumber of suits
in each year coming on undisposed of from the previous
year and add on the suits revived or reviewed—. I will
not tire the patience of the House by giving these figures o
detail—what we find is this that the total numbey of suits tor
disposal each year inclusive of the three items COME up t the
following figures hetween the years 1924 ang 1998 iy the

ear 1924 the total number of spits for disposal was 11 464, - ‘in
1925, it fell to 10,268 ; but again in 1996 it vose up o 13:],&\'5,;

8 2B L.C,



