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GOVERNMENT BILLS — Contd.
The Delhi High Court (Amendment) Bill, 2014

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Yes, at 2.00 pm. Now, the Delhi High court
(Amendment) Bill, 2014. Shri Sadananda Gowda. There is only half-an-hour for this
Bill. The Minister will also take five minutes. We have to pass it in half-an-hour.

THE MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE (SHRI D.V. SADANANDA GOWDA):
Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, I move:

That the Bill further to amend the Delhi High Court Act, 1966 be taken into

consideration.

The Delhi High Court Act of 1966 was enacted by Parliament determining the
constitutional jurisdiction of the Delhi High Court. The pecuniary jurisdiction of the
District Courts of Delhi is provided in Punjab High Court Act, 1918. Sub-section
(2)(a) of Section 1 of the said Act extends the said Act to the Union Territory of
Delhi. ...(Interruptions)...

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please continue. ...(Inferruptions)... Please order.
Those who are talking, please take your seat. You cannot talk at the passage, please.
All of you take your scat. Please, please.

SHRI D. V. SADANANDA GOWDA: The pecuniary jurisdiction of Delhi High
Court and Delhi District Court was last revised from rupees five lakh to rupees
twenty lakh by Delhi High Court (Amendment) Act, 2003 by amending Section (2)
of Section 5 of the Delhi High Court Act and Section 25 of the Punjab High Court
Act, 1918. The Coordination Committee of the Delhi Bar Association has been
representing at various forums to enhance the pecuniary jurisdiction of District Courts
in Delhi from the existing rupees twenty lakh to rupees two crore in view of the
fact that the property value has increased manifold. In the present economic scenario,
monitory jurisdiction has become so low that even a case pertaining to very small
property has to be filed before the Delhi High Court. On the other hand, there are
few other grounds also to enhance the pecuniary jurisdiction. On the other hand, it
has increased the workload of the Delhi High Court. Poor people who are living in
the far-flung arecas of Delhi have to cover a considerable distance for approaching the
High Court to seeck justice in their cases. The Government of NCT has considered
the request of the Bar Association, Delhi and requested the Central Government to
consider and convey approval for enhancing this pecuniary jurisdiction of the High
Court and District Courts in Delhi from existing rupees twenty lakh to rupees
two crore. District Courts are presently functioning in six different parts of Delhi
and three more are likely to come up in Delhi. There are about 11 District Courts.
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Enhancement of the pecuniary jurisdiction will facilitate access to the general public
to the District Courts located within the vicinity of their locality. Keeping in view
the need to provide justice at the doorsteps of the people and the proposal of the
Government of NCT Delhi to enhance the pecuniary jurisdiction of the Delhi District
Courts from existing rupees twenty lakh to rupees two crore, this Bill is proposed.
The Bill was referred to the Standing Committee and the Standing Committee has
recommended for passing of the Bill observing a few things, even though all those
things are considered in the Bill. The High Court of Delhi also in a full bench,
through a Resolution on 21st November, 2012, has recommended increasing of original
pecuniary jurisdiction of the High Court of Delhi, as well as, District Courts under
the jurisdiction to rupees two crore. Sir, the present situation arises with the increase
of pecuniary jurisdiction. I hope the Members will agree with this Bill in foto and
I pray that the Bill may be passed.

The question was proposed.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Now, Shri Shadi Lal Batra.

sht oY ot g (&Ram) - Suwvfa Sy weiew, # g9 9o o1 @
PR P folT TSl gan ) $9H Bk P ARl b AN WAGHE 7 84 TP 9 g
oft o =muferer @ S s9% v, a8 3y I Ny fa ®ife a8 <=1 o1 & &
“Justice delayed is justice denied.” 1966 ¥ foeell # v& fefgac o, amw faeell &
1 fSRgaca €1 agt o nard sa+t 9 Y, wRar sawn =en T iR Sad fog
8 SgfSRa dicd a9 Tffl PR # I% AW o @ 9 €, aEey, ufearen ge,
fefl, FedmsgH!, FR®T 3R Ahdl Teh I1d I8 & b 85 BIC ol 8, IRI a¥b 4
<@l 1Y, 1 3 g S S § {6 AW BT S-S Gf¥ed 81 S §1 81 B
H a9 & UfST € 1% 2012 § Uh @G, 15 B9 & URST o 3R $9H Ui UR™IT
U B ATA 96 2 Bl FUF 60 9IoT g 9, oIfehe 3nft 41 It €1 PIcd § o1 &
T8, X gedt B, T A1 SS IRA™T W AW IMEH B g B FHar g SR A
Bl STeal 7ATh e Adhdl g1 3FR 96 HRUN B 9, a1 AR 9 H 24 B8 Hicd
g 3R IR TS ®icd VAl 8, R®! iR SgRicsaes < &t 2

[SuwHTEad (ST. AIEREY SAfedn) Yo7 §v]

MR faeelt B B8 BIC BT I, A1 2003 H SHH! YRESIFH 20 d”g Bl Bl
I UEA 1970 H 50 TR off, 1980 H TP TG off, 1992 § Ui @G oY 3R 2003 A
20 TG B 35T P Sa-] 9¢ s © fb 20 oG B Bls BAT &1 T8 &l SToisT &
21, g8 957 usdl B, s9a fow w1 21, s B9 A, A & fod F I7 wa
P4 a1 8 6 &9 BIC | SIUw, 91 8H s=Arh e

3TsT ST STaTeld] B BTeld I8 © % U 919 e Bisd dal © AR O &
Y | ST} Baal g1 §1 519 hadl BT § 1 7 Hgs Yedl 8, 9 gardl I8l g,
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T ST DI 9y BT Bl SN SN € 6 89 PIs U1 B BN 9 b Sie=l
T Slee! BAS @I AueRT 8l 39 $fae Ir taifieem o @edl © fb sar o
FRFTsFe 9 2, TN YRIFsTe 9318 v iR &8 o1 I8 Fedl & 6 a8
ST, o) I8 AT BN fb $=A1% BT dhIoll 1 82 $-a1% B ddblsll Teh o &
St SYRIGETT 20 dg B of), IHB! IQER I RIS B B ad 8, 1 S04 U
BT, S 99-9 3l €, 396 B S, et do srer gnfl, S9a) 59 91 @Y
f wRare 921 B8Rl fF 8% B¢ A foHaar =t 811 &, 9 &% B § O & WA
Bl 3R 7 59 @I B afford B FHA AR A ST | G AL BRN q@M I
SHar fefReae @I § S

A oy 39 1 M R 6 fad 8 e 3 YRTeRM, 98 gRiveaeH
8, Road forv oma smed &1 a8f SR SISl @Wd BRA ® Sie’d 9 US, SaTel
THAIE 7 81 3R 3ol glaer & e f$figae w1 § s |l

HRT AT AR & b 31T & THY B 3@ G, BT BIC DI ARSI SRESTeT
3 IS B B 4 9l 599 el et @ geam w8 8 oIk &R gded ard
BI % e SR I e g f6 U STedl s=ar® fired

$Ad WY B, § TP 3R AR AT g b 9 Al & A | gq
5 tfgae dicd &) TR T ' &, 91 $fKae dicd # ShReaar Sarel g, Sioid
TS B, A1 a8 S+ & a8 VA1 7 81 b amaae 9 RT3 WoR W) dcall I8
I safeu o @ € 5 At b1 NuerT Sedl 81 3N 987 W AueRT Siedl 7 glaN
3R R ¥ Bl 3T § PR W IR FOM 6 36 SToist 31 rarsesic 3
WY, SIfTST B W1 95 WYl $Hd 916 I <@l oY 6 S gdHeH e 8, a8
T) Arel-dF A | WeH B O, dife A ®Y I8 favar 8 we 6 sEn eered
$ATH <ol § 3R S9®1 sraTerdl R favary s=1 W81 saferv # welHr o & fiae
B & SToiol dITHY AR BT SAH o & oIy Tedl | Siedl 3R =Irareral &t
ERNIG G RS N E

i faor TRIE (ISR SUWIRE HEIRY, TP 9gd-9gd gdle b AT
o Sl &1 Al faam H ool S=a <mren (@) fagwd, 2014 w1 |@weA
B & oy ST g g 99 991 99 A% § 6 gud food) el w1 9gd o
forer | faceft aral & ft eu IE WA & &9 9 &9 80 wiawrd facelt &Y ST
3O amTfad BRI 39 adta o anwifd g, waife 9t W & 3fer S adtd
g, 9 fSfae dicd & 3fex HM S €1 $Hd radl SToli 1 H 9gd BrIaT 80,
i T HUWR W I TTE BT & oI ¥, I7h SR W g0 9R A1l 59 & AW
q el Soa =arrmera rfdfaH, 1966 B ORT 5(2) BT HNIT BRPb AR AT Sff
TSN f9e Bo9 H W@ ¥, SUH 20 G U & A WS PRIS G BT AT
gl Be & foU I8 Ue Biel W g, dfe 9@ $19 98 991 81 § $9e oy
3o+ wer HT s s AR 3R 31U B A1 A LAl dere wiier S @l qurg
ST AR gl ST S B @ R A g4afe 5 S 984 pain o g1 SusrTee
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[sft foora e ]

Sft, & a1 2003 & ) TR $ AT TSI BBY I dRal A7 39 9t 2003
H 99 SH®BT 5 oG | 20 ar@ fHAm W, 91 9 adidl & aReE | @S g A
ol Geft 59 919 B & {6 39 w9 |l TR @1 WRER 7 $E9H] U fHar o 3R
et ft ST S9®T 20 ARG W 2 RIS fhAr O V@I 8, a8 W iU B WAR X
B €1 2012 H BIS PIC & Pd Blc 1 $HDI UING B a1 o & 9! 20 drg A
2 BRI PR AT T, W SF WA & SN S J4A1 9, iua e Sfl, 9 w5
AT B WHR off, ITH UdT T8 STH-g91 B AT [HH] Ta19 & RO A7 fbd BROT
A 36! 3ifc 5 & 3R @ IR g7 fadt ft grea # wiRa =&Y & uram emw
eft 2, 59 fow w30 Sft &) 918 {6 S=H e eR 9 $9@! TIRT &RE &
oy a1 21 9ad 9) 91 € fh 9R TRmEYE & S 9Rd USTRIeRT € 3R SHd
S g Affd &, § 91 ff 9urg |91 § P S U WIR 99 I) @1 bad
aaidl B1 B T2, gfcw ST B W SHGT FIW AR AW UgAT 81 IR & IR ot
Igd 9N A 8, fSa s99 A A1 $9G Y BS Pl B M o BETHS 81 3T
§ 9 HE1 ARl § b 94 faeell B ardl SHar B d gl 6 faeel | A
RG9S T B, Sovlsc ©, SAfU § 37791 I B8 Ahdl g (& 399 99 T39I a1
g ¢ 5 sud war = fyerml ugd S TR gE-SiaS! § B o1, 1 SHiEed
BIAMT H YEdl o1, SGhT M) 818 BIC & adbid & oxde Wede™ Tsd o, Rrad
PR IHB! AT BIF I Tt ol AT A SIa1 S 9B 9gd v e aren
2 99 91 919 € f S6 R & o Rrenm HI 71 g ot Jwi 1 f¥Rgacw
g, fog o dicd €, 3 ¢ § — FodegHl, gR®I, U, dew), ufearen g=H
3R ATdhd| 3R fsdt ameHt Y =g U € iR a8 T e ¥, a1 3reHt g,
HEFIR 8, A1 98 U & I § ShY AT JhaA! o Ghdl ¢l a9 I8! a1d
e} BN STT ST T {6 818 $IE & 38R 1,12,000 BT ©, OTH HH-9-FH
15,000 HAST TH €, S 31d A & dicd H 3 AU AR F et 3@ Tew &
IO | SUAUTEIE Sil, 8BTS BIC Bl dRIG 6-6 A4 TR Usdl ol 39 I amd fsfeae
BIcd & "X SAET eI H Fere g b ot fefgae aicd & ®9-9-349 250 1A
S €, f9$ U 9 & SRIER B AT 3R B8 BIE & U ool I, RFd SIR IeR
o7l 3 250 SToil ®1 I rewT-w@NT B e g iR B ®Iie # f fafesica @
B Sieal $AlAY BRI, FAIG § qHSIAT § & 59 g8f dfe 9 8, A1 a8l W1 &4
STeg-H-Sled Hicd BRIl IUFWRA Sfl, § I T8 $T @1 § & $dd 8§ PIC Bl
Td BIc T $edl 8, e HHet 7 /i o Resesa o, 376 s a8 uikd
B & S9! STeg-d-3Teg 2 HRIS AT ARVl $Afeg § 59 IR # 7 9Id gV
Ryt a1 FE1 arEd § f5 &9 AW B ot B 5 aw faeel & fow @1 v@T
S5 TS F IR Uge 9 IT AT TP RIS B, BIABMT & 3 Hf TF IS %,
gt I 6 misramere, Fiven, weEre, Jsia d 91 I8 §F1 sEfafics g, Al a1
PIS T2, AR 5 TR BRIs b1 Wl JHaAT g, a1 51 BIC BIgH d haal 81 Al
T 3R 9 F IR IS NI @) B foar oy, @ § s € 5 @ 9w F ey
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w15 fafie 781 21 fifda ge Braa xis suv &1 A 8, 98 a8t w® wisa fear o
FHa1 g1 I8l 96 fb6 S gRw afirge €, S9b aa ol sEfafics R ©, feg
YSf WX 20 ARG TP DI SN AR o T off, § wHeran g 6 facdll # S &
1T AT BT TET o, i faeett &Y Sear, St goft-siust 7 off &<t 2, 3F R Ay
IB] YOST BT BT <, T g8 TS 20 dRF BUY H HUR 81 Feill 9 foy
IAP] 8IS BIc & Sael W@ Usd Al § FHsIT § & 3R 3y ot dfdad ve
<@, A1 ue fh g aedt & foru fefgae wIC 4 o 9gd Siedl 21 s99 TN
BT TR, FAW 3R STeal =1 el

IygaTEde Sil, § @3 S B oo Jea <1 Aredl g1 U A1 89 5 Wi H $HDI
Reg g1 =1feul s9& fog a@ia sl &, I8 3Mawad T2l §l $9® oy !
TP AR ST A@1RYl SENT A€ © 6 SHB) IS SSa & I SISl Gl SiE-oid
BT =1fRYl § Ferer € f e 9 ft SHe Siew ¥ Seg WIRT &R Sl TH R
gA: § o #Al, s waree wieT Sff 31 o) ya w@3 2f ANE A1E S B g=i@re
<1 =, SN ®el o1, |WadT QY — 9991 [Aer, el s Gk wie
fearn 1 a9 ool 31 80 BIET ST B 9gd W el 3R adial B sl
o e sad ol @Y ed e, w9 forw ag 9o sresT @rfad sh g 9Hs
g f5 sa® WY 9gHa 9 uIRT @R =1yl g=raral

sft Re1 SRET (SR UL : AFSIT IUFHTERS SN, 99 o 31d & UH AM-
HfaefiT Tealbe 81 Y €, dfdd g99 $9 10 Ard 9@ dfded @i 2l

I8, § U 91d el a9e a6 faeedl § a8 B /i o917 TAR SR AR
¥, gPped A fraa € g1 |1 T 8, Al 39 fou smue! ugd fufdd 1< A
B ST TS 39 & JAfdiE Wi | g W ©1 gAN YeiREd R ff a8t
& gwew ugd 4RI @Ie, R Sigae 318, i 38 ®I ok e gim a1¢ 4
SIAT 81 919 BR SIS AR RO H = e e1 g, al R udr 99 I feee | QY
TR UHeH Bl AT HR faT Tyl

qEIed, ¥ 39 a0 @1 w9l o) @1 g g9 39 goia wedl ff w9 fou fae
o, §9 S99 WY ®r o1 5 § saer 99dH SR B

TEId, AT goIved I B |1 82 el Sft, § MU UH 91 avF B, A
R sifean 7 59 SwI SRS YRS o H) of e @ 8, dfes 3 < aed
J, P | T8I T B Al IS ol THAIb BRI &, S 3 AN Fad 4 TS BIPY
dicd & f a1 gate =mmera 3 3 ey feu €, s4diforn &9 o8 fad 9w & @
gl BN ¥ I Bed, el W |ffg 9 BrE a9H @ AfeR A 8, R
SR BIE e ¢ W1 7, @1 g7 @) Sfud €1 21 I8 B SR €2 o9 89 o i
¥ TS DI I PR €, Al g9l 91 B el

#, B ST B9 SrgaR) |, ufenell # ag ued € % ome W @I 4 wReR
P BChHR g IE d VAT 81 T, S 89 IR 81 U 3R 9T 89dT BehR
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[#f) SR1 3T ]

o <2 g g Ul 99 g, R g A 9) adelis Bkt 81 e isH fifes, o
Afesm 78 € iR RF®! B8 o9 T2 SR W1 8, 99! Bl 7 G4 < fe

T IR T RRed =1 81 T B, BIE B IMTdeH H P A Bl IR GHH
BI fodt B @1 Sferded B, @ R 9 W sEred 99 e B dd 32
59 g BIE IR T8 BT Ao A i, A R SqEr Sfifhar 31 @
T w2 TR Fifeee | S @l Fawen B TS Bl 9T 33N Sy
SR T o, i a7 ERUST Wi wR AW, dfed o Aw a1 R g% B 9@t
2§ gz 7 e w e § 5 fea anfiwa § 91 ¥z fofy < ® % =9 sl
RIS # 39 <@, I8 B @ © AT AL B BT 87 S g1 I 99 TS & Bl

TEIGY, AT I MY, 31T 3R IS BIs JhadT PRl , Ugdl ol IR
T IY 8BS MBTsel B St 21 3R Hdiams @ IR) it Aifsan I sa+) g5 Nrsd
g1 S, @ @ R faedt v 1 S B I sREa v S 6 a8 S geed
# =g T 22 u8 § sufiy o' @ g WS B9 A 9 5 AEpS B JFeredl d
3 f$feae i o191 9 1 & fodfi <197 &1 99 WRavl 3R 3y 399 [9H o7 B
g ed B, @ U g H A oo @ oY = T2 e wedr g1 ey w3 <R,
et S i 1w B, Sua! @ fRf 'Y <@l R

Uge UHh ART Gl AT, " gen (e @ e It = R i1 9 fem
AT Bl 9 T 39d SR T Q1 AT 3@ A1 W e § 6 g e
g A et @ 9 S 9 B gae ST S wed 82 U PIE H qa
Bl TG MSH TPl B THAT ©2 M § TEAD] H U ATEd Pl S U@ V&l
o, I forar & 5 919 va gl w1 & daid @) g Q) wRIs IW fy, @9
I8 TR AMd H WS g B TR gall

59, 3R Td Uef 31 T PIs UAT GHM BIC H <1 TS, Ub Uil & g
U oG B 8BTS IS § 9 ST, ) TN B =T hel A e m? e g9R 29
H BREMRT B S STad 2, S 3T <9 ol S W9 el €, 9 ol § Ry giiferg
7S gV 2 & ST@) IRt F= aren ®1E TS 21 a9W U | us gy g, o R
I B @Ry oft, Iat 8 gat 7, 4 Ia Old BIc gF B, Afhd IADI SHM
o aTelT 1 BIg LI B MY AT AL SHP folY Bl UH feASH od €2 a9 Y e
ﬁthree times capacityﬁ I ?vﬁ‘T Hlv[a %, Ifps &Wiﬁﬁﬁﬂfﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁ@r%,
I WwaR Ht ol 98 o & € gl B e seie Rufa @<t 81 i gl
§ @ Sgfelre ot Ot fRfa aft 98 <t ol < U €, 9% s gw il
2013 9% ®! I8 R & f5 Tha B o et 64,919 HAS UfST &1 @ <o 4, 7%
BIE | 44.5 A B R 2, TEF sATEEE | 10 AG g1 Ut & SAEEE 9 a8
10 g Bl

R, F96 U TRIST g4 & forg g1 99 1 Nangya URiar anm &% I8 &
P AN TASTA & vadue &) 1 E diengea w1 81 ¥ 2, o ag |t anr S
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21 3 MRIEyel WR AP T A2l o 8?2 3R IS faAl qrg dlemsua & M W
g 81 T fr wiferamie § vadt ot Tl e @t o @ R, densua ) g, e
0 fo g, S TEG 2, SGT 98 SIRAT TS iR I uiferamie § deo S
US| ST9 ATl I BT 91, TS B 91, A $A €, UegyE FH 8 @ E, W
ARTAT R IE B, 99 e ARGRT BT BF FT A7 I8 TH Aoiar_g fRafa 8
Y&l 81 Ulasud TaRiUed ¢ 1S ol gU ©1 I8 § < VeT gl H a1 U U Fgl
el gl 1 9 Rew H $T1 98 drsyl

ATIPT FAT ST SR el 3R SH1Re fras & 918 3y IS i drell 9
Fed ¢ f6 § syt A o w@1 g @ S @ S 7 Retae o e, @9 sy of
Roige 89 & fow dIR 81 sy, 3R Sl & e mud! o €, Mud! Bls a1
RiecA 81 T &1 fasr e St ol @8 w2 9 &R Il aRaR &1 aNw f$y
ST ¥, 91 6 [Sow i o 38 82 3ot WY U S e wdente fae ur fasa,
Th-Ud S1ER IAd! fhal, IR sFedcd ol Wi fy, ...(@wa & °9dl)... T ST gu
WRIST 9 s o1, gfe 9 ffrew off 3R wa|E weile’ 9™ de o1l a1 3y
BIF-GT G F I 82 MU I91 Bl ded & 6 gam @ Sit &) 9w - =T
% § #@3 Sft @1 aN% FR I ) A1 AU ARG a1 PR I 82 37 SHl ABR B
T I F, q8l dBR YT W2 B ...(@aum)... et 7 e a1d a1 Rag) e
H o 991 dBR Hiadr 8, a8 Iorifa J KT Ygar g1 8-1 991 5o =99t § 32,
S o=l YR 3} SN w@El | VR, SER! NSHIT § Pl AN 8] Gahdl g1 9eod
% forT IR 28T, BE B4 & T IR BISU 3R AT JIR 21 © 3N g g
THR dicl 8, q1 DT A, S a1 BN, e S 9ga &A1 9@ A% B
arefl El 1 Tadwed! e Y, S Retegw o 2 €, el & Rofee & a1
I AT ARyl s Mae SiY, ey adfq St Y 99 €, afag, smu we= fiordt &1
BT, 3BT B fhal, 1 4 $F Uh f$acey I 1 Ub1l § niferfead § 04 il &
Fe7 R g, S 3ol 1 Rreeft § TR SRR <2, Hfar) 2 &R e faw
A1 vl f6 @ AR AaT 81 T THE T U A 91 oy 9 €, dd 9% g9R
AW S goRl PR U IR AIH TSl 9 TER 81 W IR Ae fifRe, S urger
9 ffReY 8, 98 I9¢ I8f TR < S 81 81 39N gl H TP Al Tae] a1
fav g, St Seadt 91 S gfewy e @ KRS 7 Soadt o, sSR! o gt &
TaR g1 fear ok qdt @1 i ffReR, S 21 FRIs B AERT I S BRI
T, 98 3¢ A TR T, ¥8 a8 39 A ¥ 9 BT R gad wEl
T w8l |fegl .. @ B °9d).. F agm [ sy 59 Sfare ), @ 59 |99 =il )
Frg ol 91 F% 1 Ue BieT A spfsHe B H d1 g & rvedafed § e faeed
H aE T A, I g < A I8 Y, b fawed i 2, usdl sy fafdd #1E
H SIRAL Y 3y 8T8 BIc S 3R a9 370 GoiiF BIE 4 S| M9 99 =1 STea]
faem difsrom § ge & U v wEE @Wrell wRI ArE @ 5l I 9d 8 T g,
TR g gt S B €1 H TR&IS H AU ABM @iell BT AT g, adfbd o
AT Bl T 3R I aF o TR AT )l A IR g [T B of fred s =
Sieal 1 81 9, VA a¥idr B ITYl aRraTe |
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sft . wrht fer): Stawufa Teiey, e IR o9 98 f9a werm=< M
St 3@ oo, A g8 B § 6 g9l 39 8 SBR B & fory w1 anl Jfd o
FREE B RUE o off, a1 89 & SR BRA & oY F'l o1l @1 SHB 919 gSId!
Fg IR faoell & S gdia AR 2, 96 A9 B el BT gl a9 # J4
I arer fear en ok by #9 wier wred 9 oft fdeq for & a8 99 aos 4
SO FHY W, 1§ SB[ ST 3Tl HB el BN Vel o1, Yo 98yl
T o5 oot a8 faa on w@1 ® SR # swer wweld v & forg @er g1 aat A wig
A S A SR @R IRl 7 BEl €1 I A1 TP Irs] B facell ardl &l 81 8l @
# 3ot die1 R ot 3T ArEan g, et e e St A fean o ok A 5w fawy
# e gl g w30 Sft @ fordt ol @ 9R 'Ee ), e Sft 9 ot TSt
urdl & i3l 7 3R 9gd W ANl A I8 Hard SorT 8l Uih-98 BRIS B Mare]
ufgedt Ul # el 81 # S9 fawy 6 amue! uA foran, I MUt Sfa g9 e €
% Allahabad High Court vide its letter dated 10.01.2015 has intimated that it has
referred the issue to the Administrative Committee comprising nine senior Judges of
the High Court, I % SAREIG B8 BIC & 1 9ol Bl g=iH AU {1 {6 Arex,
T AT TS BT @I T o9 et i § 91 g6e w32 98 o9 < <, a1
IE M1 TNiE 8] B I 99 SAREIE b 8s BIC & ool 8l Addd Ig dl agl
g T, § ue IR 31 § 6 Aforl @ Earel & forg Sy 9t do1 < el
98 39 B BRI B2

FarT= Sft, #§ 3o Radve 31 arsdl § b 3y Sffewad) 31 s Reil i
15T, S goiH B8 & S B IRaul Uh-al et e, dfew Sl IR, S
AN U & SR T HA A, I DY, T RO i ¥ dd Bls g1 B T
g, wor s St 9 dey AR &9 faard Y, |9 AR A ®e1 §1 3o HHel
T8, 99 BT B RIS gl orwd fegwa I 81 8 2, 99 9@ ufeeh it § S
U wR e e Rl My Fg el a9 °1 g9 e & AE 991 W o, '
BIC BT 99 TP ST H I AT, g87 A I A=l I [BAT AT I
< fazn, <fees 1€ I 31 99 T8 €N #§ Jus! 19 B S contradict HRAT ATEAT T

sft wchter a5 fAsm (SR U<w): 39 W HHIE 991 IR HHIEE A RAid < 7l

st &, 9. =rh g, wiiem 9 RO & 21 e g3 gEem & forg wE fam,
WfesT & gggpm T2

IUHHTEE (ST, IIARIU Sifean): |ARM SfY, T99 81 @ B

sft &, f. @l @R, s I T F e T

IUATEIE (ST, IRl SAfeany: g fea diefdl, I8 q90 =2l udll oA
M conclude BT

ot &, A =Eh ;W) F SurET 99 919 @1 g, H 9 Sl R @S B 918 @l
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gl ...(@FEE)... § T W) 9 gal, §9 s9a! wule dY fean § s s
R AT A SIS SR AT S8 H8l & 16 I8 Sl v gul Bl dra &, | s
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SHRI MD. NADIMUL HAQUE (West Bengal): Sir, I rise to speak on the Delhi
High Court (Amendment) Bill, 2014. The High Courts are generally considered
courts of appeal and for enforcement of Fundamental Rights under Article 226 of
the Constitution of India. Hence, High Courts, particularly those having original side
jurisdictions, are also adjudicating civil suits like the courts below. Sir, this requires
to be discontinued. The colonial legacy of the original side jurisdiction in some of
the High Courts must be done away with. This Bill is a very good initiative to
fast-track the judicial process, as it permits civil suits up to I2 crore to be heard
by the eleven District Courts instead of the Delhi High Court. This move will help
litigants who will no longer need to travel to the High Court and can instead go
to onc of the District Courts located across the city. This Bill is going to affect
12,211 cases pending so far in the High Court.

Sir, T wish to add here about the slow judicial process of this country where
a litigant has to struggle to get his case cleared from one court to another. In this
scenario, the Government should bring in uniformity in the pecuniary jurisdictions
of High Courts across the country. Sir, in some High Courts, this limit is ¥1 crore
and in some others, it is ¥2 crores. In this Bill itself, they are increasing it from
220 lakhs to %.2 crores. Merely upgrading Delhi High Court’s jurisdiction or any
particular High Court’s jurisdiction will not be enough for the eradication of such
a problem. While the Standing Committee gave its approval on this Bill, there was
some doubt raised regarding this Bill from the Delhi High Court Bar Association. This
was from the Secretary of the Association and I don’t want to go into the details.
But when a good Bill like this is brought in, the Government should take all the
stakeholders into confidence on the pros and cons of the concerned Bill. Sir, for the
past two weeks, the learned advocates of the District Courts in Delhi have resorted
to cease work. I believe that once this Bill is passed today, the learned advocates
will resume their work in the interest of the litigants. I once again thank you, Sir.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (DR. SATYANARAYAN JATIYA): Now, Shri S.
Muthukaruppan. Please take three minutes only.
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SHRI S. MUTHUKARUPPAN (Tamil Nadu): Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, I am
thankful to my leader, Dr. Puratchi Thalaivi, hon. Amma, and, also to you for giving
me the opportunity to speak on the Delhi High Court (Amendment) Bill, 2014.

Sir, the High court of Delhi has ordinary original civil jurisdiction in respect of
suits involving value of 320 lakhs and above. This has resulted in many small cases
involving even small property disputes to be filed before the Delhi High Court. This
increases the workload of the Delhi High court, and, to seck justice, poor people living
in the National Capital Territory of Delhi also have to cover considerable distance to
approach the Delhi High Court. The enhancement of pecuniary jurisdiction of District
Courts in Delhi was sought by the practicing advocates and the litigants as well.

Also, the Co-ordination Committee of the Bar Association of Delhi requested to
enhance the value from existing 320 lakhs to 32 crores, which is a welcome measure.
With the passing of this Amendment Bill, the pecuniary jurisdiction of Delhi High
Court will rise to 32 crore and above whereas the District Courts and the City Civil
Courts will henceforth handle civil cases of the value from %5 lakhs to 32 crores.

Sir, T would like to make an observation. Whether the increase in the pecuniary
jurisdiction will result in filing of more cases before the District Courts, and, if so,
whether the District Courts have sufficient number of judges to dispose of the cases

expeditiously.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (DR. SATYANARAYAN JATIYA): Continuous reading
is not allowed; please avoid this.

SHRI S. MUTHUKARUPPAN: As far as my State, Tamil Nadu, is concerned,
under the valuable guidance of my leader, Dr. Puratchi Thalaivi Amma, we have
taken many steps. In the State Budget for the year 2015-16, a sum of ¥809.70 crore
has been provided for the judiciary. Tamil Nadu can proudly declare that out of 986
subordinate courts functioning in the State, 87.78 per cent are located in their own
buildings and only 12.22 per cent operate from rented premises.

Sir, in the presence of the hon. Law Minister, I would like to say that, in fact,
under the Centrally-sponsored scheme for enhancing judicial infrastructure, no funds
were released for the State of Tamil Nadu in the years 2010-11 and 2011-12. T urge
upon the Government of India, and, I request the Law Ministry to release sufficient
funds for the State of Tamil Nadu for judiciary.

Under the guidance of my leader, Dr. Puratchi Thalaivi Amma, in the last four
financial years, the Tamil Nadu Government has ordered the constitution of 170 new
courts in all, which include 65 special courts for matters relating to land acquisition



474 Government [RAJYA SABHA] Bills

[Shri S. Muthukaruppan]
and motor vehicles accident compensation, etc., 46 family and mahila courts, and,
26 judicial Magistrate courts and Munsif coutts.

In addition to this, the Government of Tamil Nadu has sanctioned 90 evening
courts over and above the 53 evening courts, which are already functioning.
Recognizing the need for recruiting more judges in Tamil Nadu, we have recruited
178 civil judges in the year 2012 to 2013. This has drastically brought down the
number of vacancies in the lower judiciary. ...(7Time-bell rings)... A similar recruitment
of 162 civil judges is under progress. Sir, the AIADMK party is concerned about
strengthening judicial infrastructure.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (DR. SATYANARAYAN JATIYA): Please make specific
point and conclude.

SHRI S. MUTHUKARUPPAN: Sir, I will take one more minute. Sir, one hour
time has been allotted to this Bill.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (DR. SATYANARAYAN JATIYA): Everybody is opposing
the continuous reading. ...(Interruptions)...

il TR AT : UF 99 MR B R F AR P8 gE et W A €
e W7 Helger ST &1 wdde TR AR 9 §1 8 5 g & AR ue
T &l ...(aau). ..

SUNHTEIE (ST, WIFIRM0] Sifedn) : & ®5d © dl S9dl $Is gAdl T8l
3R 19 B9 e § A1 AR B T T 1 Al R H g b v 78l @

it TRer 3pmETe : 9E § wE = g

SUNHTEIE (1. GAIREY Afedn): g9 11 IR AE e o, Sud 99 @l
g el & O § |1 Fl

SHRI NARESH AGRAWAL: Continuous reading is not allowed. ...(Inferruptions)...
SIS (ST. IRl Sfean): I8 a1 SAd1 AT $@ g1 A1feul

SHRI S. MUTHUKARUPPAN: Most of the Members do like that. ...(Inferruptions)...
When I am reading, why are you asking me to... ... (Interruptions)... 1 don't understand
this. ...(Interruptions)...

SHRI NARESH AGRAWAL: That is not proper. ...(Inferruptions)...

SHRI A. NAVANEETHAKRISHNAN (Tamil Nadu): What is wrong in this?

...(Interruptions)...

SHRI S. MUTHUKARUPPAN: Why are vou interrupting? ...(Interruptions)...
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THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (DR. SATYANARAYAN JATTYA): It is in the procedure.

...(Interruptions)...

SHRI S. MUTHUKARUPPAN: If we arc able to read ...(Interruptions)... If we
arc able to read, we arc able to speak also without papers. We are able to speak.

We are capable of speaking. Please don't interrupt. ...([nferruptions)...
SHRI NARESH AGRAWAL: Please address the Chair. ...(Interruptions)...

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (DR. SATYANARAYAN JATTYA): It is in the procedure.

...(Interruptions)... Continuous reading is not allowed.

SHRI S. MUTHUKARUPPAN: I don't understand this. While making points, if
any point is omitted, we arc liable to answer ...(Inferruptions)... That is why, we
are reading this. I am frankly telling the House.

SHRI A. NAVANEETHAKRISHNAN: Dates and particulars have to be given.

...(Interruptions)...

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (DR. SATYANARAYAN JATIYA): Please conclude.

Five minutes are over.

SHRI S. MUTHUKARUPPAN: Sir, our repeated request to authorize the use of
Tamil language in the High Court of Madras has not been responded favourably. I
urge upon the Government of India to see to it that Tamil is made a court language
of Madras High Court. Lastly, I whole-heartedly welcome this Bill. T thank hon.
Amma and also the Vice-Chairman for giving me the opportunity.

IUAUTETE (SI. GIARMY Sfean) st IR g St ey e wwor |1 faee
H T B

sft IR g (SR w_w) : ARiET, # il S=a =marera afefm, 1966 @1 3R
HeMeH B3 dTel 9 fAgad 1R 9go 99l Uid] & d¥% | e & fog @ gan

gl eIy, U g9 fagee W) ded 1 wwa o, 59 $ fau | smuer g orue
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SHRI K.N. BALAGOPAL (Kerala): Sir, I rise to support this Bill. But I want
to mention one thing before the Government and to the Minister, through you, Sir.
The Government is only taking temporary measures. Ad hoc mechanism is going on
in the country. This is a Bill wherein, everyone knows this, the pecuniary limit of
20 lakh is to be increased to I2 crore for Delhi civil courts. I support the issue
of pecuniary jurisdiction that it should be increased. At the same time, the number
of judges’ vacancies in Delhi itself — it is there in other High Courts also — are to
be filled; the pendency of cases is to be reduced and the facilities of High Courts
is to be increased. Earlier also, the Minister replied and we were very sad to hear
that High Court bench at Trivandrum, the Capital city of Kerala, is not accepted
by the Minister. Still that situation is continuing. Regarding the ad hoc mechanism
of the Government, I want to say something about the existing system of Civil
Procedure Code. As per the Civil Procedure Code, entire district courts in the
country are free to try cases upto any amount involved in it. Then why in Delhi,
Chennai, Kolkata and Mumbai this is happening? There were chartered courts, during
British period, for the cities. Delhi was a part of Lahore Court. Chennai, Mumbai,
Madras and Kolkata are also having the same problem. In the city, the limit is
there. So, I think, the Minister will say something about the implementation of a
uniform system in the country. Why are you not accepting the Civil Procedure Code
(CPC) throughout the country? If CPC is there throughout the country, why are you
amending it every time? Now, we are amending the Delhi High Court Act because
Delhi is under the Central Government. It is having its own limitations, it is not a
total State. In Chennai, Kolkata and Mumbai, State Assemblics are increasing the
pecuniary jurisdiction every time. So, civil courts across the country should have
the same pecuniary jurisdiction as other courts have and the system of augmenting
the limit every ten years or five years has to be changed. So, I am requesting the
Government, and I hope that the Government will bring some legislation to amend
the existing system of this ad hoc mechanism. Thank you, Sir.
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DR. K P. RAMALINGAM (Tamil Nadu): Sir, this is a very small amendment
but it gives a very good performance in the courts section for the people. It has been
stated in the Bill that in order to relieve the workload of the Delhi High Court, the
pecuniary jurisdiction of High Court has been enhanced from 20 lakh to 2 crore.
It scems to be a very high jump, but what to do? Nowadays, the lower courts are
themselves giving judgment; the penalty itself is T100 crore or more than Y100 crore.
So, whether this Bill will not pave the way for ...(Inferruptions)...

SHRI K.N. BALAGOPAL.: Is it legal to have a penalty of T100 crore? Whether
such jurisdiction is there for the lower courts ...(Inferruptions)...

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (DR. SATYANARAYAN JATIYA): Please address to
the Chair. ...(Interruptions)...

SHRI K.N. BALAGOPAL.: Sir, he said that the lower courts are giving a penalty
of Rs.100 crore. Whether it is legal ...(Interruptions)...

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (DR. SATYANARAYAN JATIYA): He is not yielding.
Please sit down.

DR. K.P. RAMALINGAM: I will answer for him also. The courts are themselves
giving penalty for more than ¥100 crore. So, if they are increasing the pecuniary
jurisdiction from %20 lakhs to X2 crore, so what? That is what I am answering.
Whether this will not pave the way for additional workload at the district courts
level. Because the number of cases pending in trial courts is huge across the
country. That is what Mr. Balagopal also mentioned. This is because of inadequate
infrastructure as well as staff in the lower judiciary. This is applicable to all the
States, not Delhi alone. The Government should take a holistic approach instead of
a piecemeal approach in deciding the pecuniary jurisdiction of High Courts. Why am
I saying this? Tomorrow, some bar associations of High Courts or District Courts
may come forward with the same request. The Government’s move will certainly
backfire. As I have already said, the pendency of cases at trial stage is very huge.
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The justice delivery system will be hampered by ulterior motives. I request the
Minister to speed up the process of filling up all the vacancies. I also request the
Minister to consider uniformity across the nation.

Now all the High Courts have English as court language. Regional languages
should be made court languages of the concerned States. In the State of Tamil Nadu,
the court language of the High Court and its Bench at Madurai should be Tamil.
For that, you have to come with a Bill. You are coming with an amendment Bill
to raise the limit from 20 lakh to 2 crore. Like that, for court language, you have
to come with a Bill. That will help the poor people and the ordinary public. You
must consider this. I welcome this Bill.

PROF. M.V. RAJEEV GOWDA (Karnataka): Sir, I rise in support of the Delhi
High Court (Amendment) Bill. Increasing the pecuniary jurisdiction to rupees two
crore is a timely and appropriatc move.

Sir, unlike what some of my fellow Members said, this is not some Achche Din.
This is actually the result of the hard work of the Standing Committee headed by
Natchiappanji and before that Shantaram Naikji. It is also the result of hard work of
numerous lawyers who have gone on strike and who have been agitating to ensure
that this Bill actually comes through.

Sir, as we think about this whole process, this is a move to try and improve the
efficiency of the legal system and to clear the backlog of cases in the Delhi High
Court. When you start thinking from an efficiency point of view, one of the things
you can think of is parliamentary efficiency. Can’t we institute a formula whereby
every five or ten years this pecuniary jurisdiction is amended according to factors
like inflation rate or circle rate? All these sorts of factors can be brought in and, on
an automatic basis, in five or ten years, you can change the pecuniary jurisdiction
of these courts. Alternatively, as comrade Balagopal has mentioned, the Law Minister
could think of working with the judiciary to try and bring about uniformity in the
nature of courts and their jurisdiction across the country.

Sir, another point that I want to make is this. As we think about all these
measures, we need to think about proper data. During the discussion on the functioning
of the Ministry of Law and Justice, lots of issues came up relating to appropriate
data. Some months ago, an NGO in Bangalore called ‘Daksh’ launched a website
in an effort to try and get more appropriate data on pendency of cases. The Law
Minister was supposed to inaugurate it. But, unfortunately, he was not able to make
it and they said that if one Gowda could not do it, let another Gowda do it. So
I inaugurated it. Basically, that database is revealing numerous details about hidden
cases and things that have been in place for 50-odd years. We need to look at those
issues and figure out efficiency measures to speed up the whole process.
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Sir, one of the first things that we will discover is that if you start classifying
cases, there will be a huge number of cases that include traffic challans or petty
matters pertaining to the Government. These can be assigned to a separate Bench.
The Minister has already made a move towards this with the creation of commercial
courts. That is a very good move. That again creates a certain amount of specialisation
in the way courts handle these cases. Sir, consulting some ecfficient experts will
ensure that we will be able to have justice delivered in a timely manner rather than
be delayed and denied.

Sir, I want to mention a couple of matters. One is, of course, on training of
judicial officers. Today, the system of legal education has gone through a transformative
change. Ten or twenty years ago we did not have national law schools. Today, we
have many. They are running numerous training programmes. You have a National
Judicial Academy. So, I would urge the Law Minister, through you, Sir, to work
on more programmes that train judicial officers, the judges, etc., so that this whole
process of disposal of cases can be improved. The way they are dealt with in the
system can be improved.

Sir, the Law Minister is also from my home State, and we know that when
Justice Bharucha was there, he had introduced the electronic-governance measures in
the High Court. This has been a transformation. People don't have to come every day
to find out when their case is listed. They can log on from their home computers
or office computers and find out what is happening, when they need to come, how
long their case is pending, before whom it is listed, etc. These sort of measures
need to be introduced across the country. The UPA Government has brought about an
e-court.gov.in measure, and that measure really has been the path breaking measure.
Unfortunately, different courts in different States have adopted different standards. If
the Law Minister can ensure some amount of uniformity, then, change the whole
approach of the way judicial cases are managed, from one of squeezing the litigant
and making life difficult, to one of facilitating, participating in the legal system to
be supportive and make life easier. That will make a huge difference.

Finally, I would like to support the point raised by Tyagiji. When this Bill
was postponed, it was postponed partly on the basis of what will happen to the
surrounding areas.

Sir, Delhi is no longer Delhi. You are now part of the National Capital Territory
Region. You have Ghaziabad and Noida in Uttar Pradesh. You have Gurgaon and
Sonepat in Haryana. You have lots of other parts of the Region. Why should those
litigants have to go to Chandigarh or Allahabad? Is there some way? You can either
create additional Benches in the Region of NCR, or the National Capital Region,
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or, can you work with those High Courts to shift some of their jurisdiction to the
Delhi High Court itself? I would urge the Law Minister to explore these options.

I would commend this Bill to the House for passage. It is a move in the right
direction.

SHRI K.T.S. TULSI (Nominated): Thank you, Sir. I just want two minutes.

I rise to support the Delhi High Court (Amendment) Bill, 2014, brought by the
hon. Law Minister. This is a measure which will provide justice to the Delhites at
their door step. Sir, decentralisation has always been the objective of the Government
for over 10 years. Huge amount of infrastructure by creating additional District Courts
all around has achieved hundreds of more court rooms; and there are many more
Judges who are available at the District court level which will not only speed up
justice but also provide them justice at their door step. The Judges at the district
level have, on an average, about 26 minutes to a case as against only six Judges
on the original side who sit in the High Court, who can devote approximately 20
seconds to a case. Therefore, in the Delhi High Court, when the delay in disposal of
cases legion, if you file a case today, and it comes up for issues and for evidence it
will be taken up ten years later because there are no Judges. Then, only the Judicial
Commissioners will be recording the evidence. When the Judicial Commissioner
record the evidence, the cost of justice also goes up significantly.

(MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN in the Chair)

I also want to commend to the hon. Minister all that is being done is to enhance
the pecuniary jurisdiction to ¥2 crores.But in the mid 80s, Punjab adopted a law by
which unlimited jurisdiction was provided to District Courts, and unlimited jurisdiction
not only for the purpose of trial of civil suits, but also for the first appeal. Even
the first appeal is being heard by the District Judge in Punjab for the last 30 years.
That system has worked very well. We need not concentrate the litigation as a
matter of policy in the hands of the High Court. Justice must be dispensed at the
grassroots level. I, therefore, hope that the Government and the Law Minister, after
the passage of the Bill, will not play any further games and that the Bill would
be notified soon after it gets the assent and that it would become a law which is
operative. Thank you, Sir.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Thank you. Now, Mr. Rajeev Shukla; you have
two minutes.

sft woffa g (FERTS): g Suawnfa Jged, § W 59 f9d &1 9wels
A B oy ST g § i I8 g SNl &l IR Taid AT W B, gsdid
f 2 gafoy S Siedl ¥ STed] IR $9@] U d¥dh o] BT Fb, Sga¥ sRM
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$ae TF aspect 7, T df ffRex &1 a@=1 g S gaw fd wReT &9t a1
YGR B3N 2, 39 fad & 20 @ 9 2 SIS @1 fotfiie 81 soeft fs @ ot agt 9o
STTGA, < B9I)) &1 SRy 81 S, afe 1 gawr 9 &, e sevema dcd
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BIE H G G A BRI B HURIET 397 Hed BT S B BT T8l gl 39
YR o1 fafeiic &, a8 I g9k 3R 818 I & §9 § il ot wedar - &R
IaBT gt it 3R a8l fY, T9a WAl B U SW commercial aspect & foIv 8T8
PIC H ST TS 3R 0 aspect & o0 R SR § STHT US| S9PT STeel A
STed] Alegerd T 9gad SIanl 81 We would not be able to achieve the desired
purposes of the Bill unless the other Bill is also passed in the House.

Secondly, now everybody is demanding that matters up to the value of two crore
rupees should be transferred to District Courts. That is fine. But have you looked
into the aspect of corruption which is in abundance in the lower Judiciary? It is
everywhere. It is a visible corruption in the lower Judiciary. That aspect also needs
to be kept in mind and some mechanism developed by which Chief Justices of High
Courts arc able to curb corruption in the lower Judiciary. That is very essential.
Otherwise, we are not going to achieve the desired purposes. Thank you, Sir.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much for keeping to the time-limit.
Dr. K. Keshava Rao; you would get just two minutes.

DR. K. KESHAVA RAO (Andhra Pradesh): Sir, I would keep a look at the clock.
Thank you very much. I would like to make just a reference. Mr. Naresh Agrawal,
Mr. Tyagi, Mr. Veer Singh and others expressed their agony. For what? What really
is the state of affairs of this Ministry? Not only that, when they ask for a change,
when they ask for new Benches, and almost all the people who spoke, including
those from Tamil Nadu talked about these things, you have to have a look into
that. We really welcome this Bill. But, at the same time, think of it. These ad-fioc
measures will not help the judicial system, because if from 5 lakhs, it goes up to
50 lakhs, from %50 lakhs, it goes up to 32 crores, then, tomorrow where would
we go? We may go up to I5 crores. But let us have a look at it so that there is
uniformity as far as these kinds of judicial things are concerned.

Sir, with your permission, I would take only one minute. An hon. Member
from Tamil Nadu mentioned it. Let us take Andhra Pradesh. Even when there was
undivided Andhra Pradesh, there were agitations for three years for a Bench in Andhra
because people from Vizag could not go to Hyderabad. This is what was happening.
Today, you have given us a separate State after a struggle; like Mr. Tyagi said, you
give it only after things turned violent. You have given it and we have achieved
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it; thank you very much. But for what? There is a State without a separate High
Court. Can you imagine this? There must be a separate High Court for us. There
is a Bill which says you would give it to us; there is Section 30. Today, because
of your delay, what happens is, one great Judge comes and says that it is not clear,
vou have not used the word 'bifurcation’; you have said, 'a separate High Court for
Andhra Pradesh and a separate High Court for Telangana'. So, he feels where is
the bifurcation? Sir, we wish to thank you that, yesterday, you promised us in the
Lok Sabha that you would be sitting with us and sorting out this problem. There

is nothing for you to sort out because Section 31 says,
High Court of Andhra Pradesh” — which has become contentious as far as the setting

...the principal seat of the

up of the Court is concerned — “shall be at such place as the President may, by
a notified order, appoint.” This means that the President and the Government have
the right to appoint or notify the place. So, please let us have a separate High
Court for Andhra Pradesh.

Just one word more, Sir, because my two minutes’ time is getting over. The
genesis of Telangana agitation is Courts where our Mulki Rules were struck down,
when 98 per cent of the cases of the Telangana people were rejected. Today let
it not happen again. ...(Time-bell rings)... Let it not be repeated. Don’t drag us to
strects. Please give us a separate High Court as promised by you. Thank you, Sir.

SHRI D.V. SADANANDA GOWDA: Sir, though it is a very small Bill, yet, the
debate went on as if it was for a total reform in the legal system. ...(Interruptions)...
I will answer your query.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: So many advocate are waiting for getting it passed.

SHRI D.V. SADANANDA GOWDA: That is true, Sir. But everybody was talking
on something other than the Bill. They were talking about High Court Benches.

...(Interruptions)...

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: That is because they fully support the Bill. So
they have to talk about something else also.

DR. KP. RAMALINGAM: That is relevant.
SHRI NEERAJ SHEKHAR (Uttar Pradesh): That is very much relevant.

DR. K.P. RAMALINGAM: Sir, he has been the Chief Minister of Karnataka
and he knows the linguistic issue.

SHRI BAISHNAB PARIDA (Odisha): The Lower Courts, the District Courts,
have not adopted Odisha as the language.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Now please take your scats. Only the Minister
will speak.
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SHRI D. V. SADANANDA GOWDA: Sir, I really appreciate the concerns of
hon. Members. Even though it is a small Bill, yet, they want to see that the whole
legal system is reformed. For that reason, they have given various suggestions and
their requests have been made on the floor of the House. So, I appreciate all the
Members who have supported the Bill and who have placed their requests. Now I
will not go into the details.

Some hon. Members have asked as to why there are only four Courts which
have the Original Jurisdiction. Practically, under Article 225 of the Constitution, the
High Courts, particularly, Presidency High Courts had the Original Jurisdiction in the
pre a Independence era, and it is continuing till today since no changes have been
made up till now. So, four High Courts, out of 64 High Courts, have the original
pecuniary jurisdiction. As far as the contentions of Shri Vijay Goel are concerned, I
do appreciate that by amending it through this Bill, the pecuniary jurisdiction of the
Delhi High Court will be raised from 320 lakhs to 32 crores. Certainly, it will provide
justice at the doorstep of litigants and it will help in speedier disposal of cases. Out
of 60,000 cases in the High Court, more than 12,000 cases will be transferred to
eleven District Courts. Automatically, the disposal of cases will be speedier. As far
as the point raised by Shri Naresh Agrawal is concerned, I do consider it. I don’t
dispute his arguments. I do agree with things which are happening today. I don’t
dispute that. But the supremacy of Parliament will be taken care of. At no point of
time will the supremacy of Parliament be taken for a ride. At the same time, we
do not want to encroach upon the independence of the judiciary. We will take care
of both the aspects and we will go ahead. Shri K. C. Tyagi and a few others from
Kerala and Tamil Nadu have raised their demand that there should be a separate
High Court Bench. Sir, the problem is this. The infrastructure for any High Court
Bench has to be provided by the respective State Government, and the administration
will be taken care of by that High Court. So, unless a proposal comes from the
concerned State, it is not possible. Satishji knows it very well. ...(Interruptions)...

SHRI K. N. BALAGOPAL: Kerala has sent it. The Court is not accepting that.

SHRI D. V. SADANANDA GOWDA: That is what I am saying. The Chief
Minister should make a move; the Chief Justice should have a concurrence and
they both should send a proposal to us. Then it will be taken up. But as far as
Uttar Pradesh is concerned, recently I have received a letter from the hon. Chief
Justice saying that there is no such proposal. I have received a letter. I can send
a copy of it to you.

SHRI SATISH CHANDRA MISRA: Sir, if he needs a new proposal....

SHRI D. V. SADANANDA GOWDA: No, no; I will tell you.
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SHRI SATISH CHANDRA MISRA: There was a Commission...

SHRI D. V. SADANANDA GOWDA: Sir, we should find out some alternative
way. At present, we know that the Chief Ministers and the Chief Justice don’t
go hand-in-hand. So, recently, the Chief Ministers’ and Chief Justices’ Conference
was held at Delhi on 5th April. This matter was discussed there in detail because
whenever the State is ready to provide infrastructure and other facilities, automatically
the Chief Justice should give concurrence and we should go ahead. What happened
in Telangana? I myself went to Hyderabad. I met the Action Committee Chairman,
Shri Rajendran Reddy, and I had discussions with the people who were agitating
there. Then, I called the Chief Ministers of both Andhra Pradesh and Telangana, and
I tried to find out a place for a separate High Court for Andhra Pradesh. Meanwhile,
one gentleman filed a Public Interest Litigation before the High Court. 1 think two
days back some court has delivered a judgment, but I have not received the copy
of it. As soon as the matter went to the court, our hands were tied. Just because
it is sub judice, I could not go ahead. But, yesterday, there was a huge protest by
Telangana friends. I told them that we will hold a meeting, we will sit together
and we will see how it should be sorted out. Even today I assure you that after
consultations with all the people, within a fortnight or so, we will find some way
out. Certainly, a High Court bench is really needed for Western UP because they
have to travel about 800 kilometres from the other High Courts. The litigant is put
to great difficulty. But the practical difficulty is how to work it out. For that recason

we have to find out some way. So we are working on it.

Sir, an issue was raised by Prof. Rajeev Gowda, that more and more IT
initiatives should be taken. Computerisation of nearly 14,000 courts has been completed.
Phase 1 is completed. We are not going to Phase II. We are taking the approval of
the Government and we are going ahead. We want to see that each litigant, each
advocate, even public should know the proceedings, the dates of their cases and
other things. So, on all these things we are working. We are going ahead with it.

One important matter is with regard to regional language. It was discussed in
Chief Ministers” and Chief Justices” Conference, but earlier a full Bench of Supreme
Court said that it might not be possible. It may not be possible, but the regional
language up to district courts is being used as a language. ...(Inferruptions)...
Somechow, above High Court and Supreme Court, there is a heavy demand from
almost all the regional...

DR. K. P. RAMALINGAM: In Kerala it should be Malayalam, in Karnataka
it should be Kannada and in Tamil Nadu it should be Tamil, in Odisha it should
be Oriya.



486 Government [RAJYA SABHA] Bills

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Okay; he told you that it is the Supreme Court’s
decision. ...(Interruptions)... Now, please sit down.

SHRI D. V. SADANANDA GOWDA: Sir, we have to have consultations with
the Chief Justices of the High Court and the Supreme Court. We should have
consultations with other stakeholders. Then only we can come to a conclusion. I
don’t say that we are not on it. Practically, regional languages arc the need of the
hour because to understand law more and more regional languages are required. But,
to work it out, we have to look at some other alternative steps.

So, this Bill will, certainly, give a huge relief for litigants in and around Delhi
and there will be a speedy disposal of cases.

In view of the above, I pray that the Bill may be passed.
SHRI RAJEEV SHUKLA: Sir, you have not replied to my point.

SHRI D. V. SADANANDA GOWDA: Sir, onc minute. Last time the Bill was
deferred because the Commercial Courts and Commercial Divisions of the High
Courts Bill was brought before the House. Sir, even the Standing Committee observed
that these should be taken together due to jurisdiction and other matters. The Law
Commission also said that the Pecuniary Jurisdiction of the Commercial Benches is X1
crore. So, here, we are making it 32 crores as far as Delhi High Court (Amendment)
Bill is concerned. But, in the Commercial Courts and Commercial Divisions Bill,
we have defined that specific value in such a manner so that by rules we can have
a parallel Pecuniary Jurisdiction across the various High Courts. So, there may be
not much confusion as far as that issue is concerned. Shri Rajeev Shukla has raised
a valid objection. Certainly, it will be taken care of.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: So, Mr. Minister, I believe, you said that the
Government will take it up with the Chief Justice of India and the Chief Justices
of various High Courts regarding using regional language in High Courts. You said
that ...(Interruptions)...

SHRI BAISHNAB PARIDA: Sir, Odia is not being used in Odisha ...(Interruptions)...

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Sir, in Tamil Nadu also Tamil is not used

...(Interruptions)...

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Now, please, sit down ...(Interruptions)... Don't you
want regional language used in High Courts?

SHRI D. V. SADANANDA GOWDA: Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, in the recently
concluded Chief Ministers and the Chief Justices conference the issue of using
regional language has been discussion. But, we could not come to a conclusion.
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So, we will try to take it up again.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: But, more or less, the entire House is making that
demand. You kindly note it down.

Now, the question is:

That the Bill further to amend the Delhi High Court Act,
1966, be taken into consideration.

The motion was adopted.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: We shall, now, take up clause-by-clause consideration
of the Bill

Clauses 2 to 4 were added to the Bill

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: We shall, now, take up clause 1 of the Bill. There
is one Amendment (No. 2) by the hon. Minister.

CLAUSE - 1
SHRI D.V. SADANANDA GOWDA: Sir, I move:
(2) That at page 1, line 2, for the figure "2014" the figure "2015" be substituted.
The question was put and the motion was adopted.
Clause 1, as amended, was added to the Bill.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: We shall, now, take up the Enacting Formula.
There is one Amendment (No. 1) by the Minister.

ENACTING FORMULA
SHRI D.V. SADANANDA GOWDA: Sir, I move:

(1) That at page 1, line 1, for the word "Sixty-fifth" the word "Sixty-sixth" be
substituted.

The question was put and the motion was adopted.
The Enacting Formula, as amended, was added to the Bill.
The Title was added to the Bill.
SHRI D.V. SADANANDA GOWDA: Sir, I move:
That the Bill, as amended, be passed.

The question was put and the motion was adopted.



