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IT Schedule I of the Act.If,as ---
assumed by the Presidency Pori offi-
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cer,it can be grouped with the East-

.

S 5, ern Ports for the levy of dues then
ort Officer,Madras,No.942/161 G d/6th May 1896,

‘: "¢‘-€5° Presidency F why not with the Western ports alsos

His Excellency the Governor tn»‘j'
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. There is no more authority in the

{  Act for the one than there is for

b the other,

Council considers that the inclu-
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sion of the port of Madras in the 3 3. It is submitted that the Presi-

pastern group for the purpase of -- ”/ dency Port Officer's interpretation

lavying port dues would be inexpe- of the Act cannot be sustained.
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dient even if the Act admitted of

such an arrangement, which is,how-

aver by RO means clear.
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dras is 'wm as ﬁapara,t«e from the M
A _ Wm “the lmrposes of Accounts, but
w there 1is no provision :LE the Act that Mras
Md not be treated as a port of the Fastern Grou;p in |
respect to the levy of Dues at other pbr'as in the same

Group. I think that a vesael calling at Madx*as under
e and: } the circumstances speeiﬁed in the case of the "Aurora" ‘ft“

Mﬂ. have the benefit of the remission of Dues allow— h

ed to vessels calling at ports ot.her than Madras in the (u.
- Eas'bem Group, and that the Dues levied a BGCQnd time
on the "Aurora" at Coconada should be refunded. |
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