e

M T

;v;:m' o

il
i
Sl
iy
““v‘;@-ﬁl il

e

ﬂ'
it e
i B
e
it by

T
iy 7Ky,

-

o

%ﬁm

s
i lr
A

ik




I ————
A P A
—

fadras Government, Marine. Department,
14¢h March 1861.

Proceedings of the
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having any control over his proceediugs. For these reasons, I

14¢th March 1861, No. 105.

ORDER. THEREON,
nd for Port dues at Cochin against

No. 51
will allow the dema

the Grovernment

As a special case,
the ¢ Cutch Merchant,” to be foregone.
(Signed) T. PYCROFT,

Chief Secrelarys

Exd. F. Cartledge.




AP S S

R

Madras Government, Marine. Department,
14th March 1861.

Proceedings of the
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