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Lo IiL > proper col

ed letters, ave ore me one {

“ Master a r72ght to refuse

“be granted” ?—To this I repl;

The 2od question is ““Is i

To this I reply that it must depend upon the

»

3. As a general rule, when, without ¢
sirous to part and there no reason to §
come distressed, and that it will be
of opinion that under such circumstances the Shippir
and that if he were to do so he would not
would not be *“just.”

{. The present however
motive for separation appears to be wilful determi
part of the
where the
in any future ones of a like nature.

5. I think the Shipping Master, in this view of the ¢
policy of the Act and of his duty under ] 07 as applicable to this particular case.

) agree with the Shipping Master that the policy of ct as colleeted from &

s to 218 inclusive, and : the instructions of the Boacd of Trad

ted against permitting any Seaman being left abroad *except in case

unle
him that the fact of ages being due to this Seaman, i

lue precautions are “ta for their return to the

58S G

becoming chargeable to the public; wh

man’s bad character and to hi oatswa ss not in demand here, heis verv unlikels

to t with employment at this Port.

7. At the same time I n add (the rather b Can Mel L
take a different view of the Act from what I do) that if James Bowman wer larly
charced at Madras under the provisions of Section 107 and with the Shipping M :

1 do not think that + distressed he mi B » & A R
rel d or sent home at the Public expens ‘he Section ] Rty is Section 218 which
only 1efers to ¢ where a Seaman, has ; ,

previous Sections applicable to such a ¢
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