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PROCEEDINGS OF THE BOARD OF REVENUE
(SEPARATE REVENUE).

Reap—the following letter from the Hon’ble S. SRINIVASA RAGHAVAIYANGAR,
Dewan Bahadur, C.L.F., Inspector-G_eneml of Registration, to the Secretary
to the Commissioner of Salt, Abkéri and Separate Revenue, dated Madras,
614 :—

9nd February 1895, G. No.
In Board’s Proceedings, dated 17th April 1894, No. 133 (Separate Revenue), the
Board has ruled that, where for want of a single impressed stamp of the required value,
tanding Order No. €, two or more

tamp vendors issue under Rule 14 of Board’s S
i ; te value is equal to the value of the stamp paper

smpressed stamps, Wwhose aggrega
ap;l:lied for, thepsiamp papers issued should not subsequently be used separately for
different transactions, and that documents written on stamp papers so_used should be
treated as unstamped and refused registration by registering officers. I communicated
the ruling in due course o the registering officers for guidance, but some of them
have made representations pointing out that the ruling seems opposed to the spirit of
the decision of the Calcutta High Court reported in 18 1.L.R., Calcutta, pages 39—
42, and requested a reconsideration of the matter. :
9. In the Calcutta case above referred to, it was decided that a document written
on two impressed sheets, whose aggregate value did not fall short of the amount of
the prescribed duty, could not be treated as being _not duly stamped” within the
meaning of sections 3 (10) and 9 of the Stamp Act, simply because the stamp vendor
had omitted to endorse on the stamp papers a certificate to the effect that he was
unable to furnish a single stamp of the x:equxred value and that the stamps sold by him
was the smallest number he could furnish out of his stock to make up the value, as
y the Rules 5 (a), (6) and (¢) published in the Government of India Notifica-
The Government of India also, being advised

required b
tion No. 1288, dated 3rd March 1882. ]
wer to the Governor-General in Council to make rules

that the Stamp Act gave no po o (
blio the duty of obtaining from a stamp vendor a certificate of the.

kind mentioned in the above rules, cancelled these rules. The Government of India
at the same time directed that the substance of the Rules 5 (a), (¢) and (c) should be
der section 55 of the Act, as a local rule for the

issued by the Local Government, un
guidance of Treasury officers and stamp vendors, and this has accordingly been done —
dated 2nd July 1891, No. 394, The rule thus issued is

vide Board’s Proceedings,
fficers and stamp vendors and not on the public.

binding only on Treasury ©
3. There is no obligation on the part of a purchaser of stamp papers to use them
for which he intended them at the time of purchase. He cannot

only for the purpose |
sell them, it is true, under section 68 of th
giving them away to another person or to his exchanging a stamp of high value for

stamps of lower denominations. This being so, and having regard to the fact that the

certificate of the stamp vendor has no binding legal effect as above stated, so far as
the public are concerne jection taken to the Board’s ruling

is valid.
I have the honour to request that you will bring the

4. In these circumstances,
matter to the notice of the Board, in view to the ruling being modified, should the

Board concur in the view above expressed.

e Act, but there is nothing to prevent his

d, it seems to me that the ob
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