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6.0., No. 111, 10th February 1897.
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Fees

Considering that the preseribed — for - a Port officer’s attendance on the occasion
vessel entering or clearing out of office hours or on a close holiday, should be.

m&whethor the im}i]l; done by the Port officer himself or by any other Govern-




(1897) Department.
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. Reap—the following paper :—

From Commander H. A. STREET, R.I.M., Presidency Port Officer, Madras, to

it the Secretary to Government, Marine Department, dated 29th January
- i 1897, No. 474/29 G.

I have the honour to request that the views of Government may be obtained as
: to whether, in the case of a Port officer being absent on duty from his port or pre-
5 vented from other official causes from attending at his office on a vessel entering or
& clearing out of office hours or on a close holiday, and the certificate required by the
ke ship is signed by the clerk of the Port office for the Port officer and on that officer’s
) responsibility, the fee prescribed for the Port officer’s attendance for the occasion
2 3 should be levied.

. 2. As a case in point, I would mention that, r
YR cherry lon a close holiday when the local Port officer, who was then in charge of
Mangalore port also, was away at the latter port on duty. The papers put in by the
ship were examined by the Port office head clerk in bekalf of the Port officer, and

2 the certificates required to be signed by the Port officer were signed by the clerk for
the Port officer.

3. Tt seems to me that as the Port officer, notwithstanding his absence from the
office, is personally responsible for what is done in his behalf, the fee leviable on

account of the Port officer should be charged, but I prefer to have a ruling of Govern-
ment on this point.
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ecently a vessel “ entered ” Telli-

4. In the particular case above cited, the fec has not been collected yet; and if it
1 is held to be non-leviable, it will result in a loss to Government also, as such fees are
. divisible in the proportion of a moiety to be credited to Government and the other
moiety to be retained by the Port officer (G.0., Marine, No. 439, dated 16th October

1889).

. 5. I must add also that if it should be decided that the Port officer's fee is not
to be claimed under the circumstances detailed, it would be only fair that the Port
officer should be relieved of all responsibility in connection with the papers to which
his signature is requisite at present, but I do not advocate the Port officer being
relieved of any responsibility connected with the duties appertaining to his office.

£ | The steamer agents naturally desire to pay as small a fee as possible for services
5 rendered by the Port officer out of office hours, and, no doubt, would be content with
the signature of a clerk ; but a clerk is not a responsible officer, and, in my opinion,
should not be made so in regard to the entering and clearing of vessels,
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Orprr—No. 111, Marine, dated 10th February 1897.

His Excellency the Governor in Council is of opinion that the prescribed fees
should be levied whether the work is done by the Port offigerihim
other Government servant on his behalf. :
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| Under Secretary to Government.
To the Presidency Port Officer.

Exd. T, K. Narayana Aiyangar. B
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Reap the following:—

he Presidsncy port Officer,Mmdras,No.474/29 G, datad

q 2oth January 1857

FOR ORDERS.

It szams unqusstionabls= that
the fesg should b 1 vizd whethex
the work is dons by the Port Officer
hims%lflor by any othex Govarnm=nt
servngt on his bzhalf, The matter
searcsly CORCEIDS
A1l that they raquirs 1is v1lid docu-
ments. Having obtainzd these, they

should pay the preseribad fees,
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" duty. The papers put in by the ship were examined by i 4

P, Presidency Port Office,
Mﬁdras,%ﬁ’January,

Commander H., A, Street, R,I.i%.,

Presidency Port Officer,

HMadras,

Secretary to Government,

Marine Denartment,

I have the honor to request that the views of

Government may be obtained as to whether, in the case of

a Port Officer being absent on duty from his »port or prB!?{
vented Irom other official causes from atiending at his

office on a vessel entering or’clearing out of officai i

hours or on @ close holiday, and the certificate reguired

by the ship . is éigned by the cierk of the port office gggﬁlﬁ”
the Port Officer and on that officer?s responsibility,thgfa
fee prescribed for the Port Officer’s attendance for tﬁe»;>
occasion shoul& be LTevied.

2 As a case In point, I would mention thHat, re=
cently a vessel "entered"” Tellicherry on a close’ holieﬁéﬁ
day when the local Port Officer, who was then in chargeg&:
of Mangalore Port also, was away at the latter port dﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘

e

the Port Office Head Clerk in beghalf of the Port Officer

and the certificates recuired to be signed by the Pord Vs

Officer were signed by the Clerk for the Port Officer. !

- 174 It seems to me that as the Port Officer, not-
withstanding his abgence from the office, is personally‘;;V
responsible for what is done in his behalf, the fee %e-

viable on account of the Port Officer should be charge@,-?

but I orefer to have a ruling of Government on this poinb.
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has not been collected yet and if Lt is held to be

“non19v1ab1e ok w111 result Ln a logs to‘Governmﬁnt
jualso, as such fees are di VLSLblB in the aroportion

Lgf 2 molety to be credited to Government, and tﬂe
i

other moiety to be retained by the Port Officar, (G.0, "

‘Mhr ne, No.439, dated 16th Octobor 1889, )

‘55; I must add also that
& }pd that the Port Officer’s Tee 1s not to be
= '-n“v‘

s gﬁhder the circumstances detailed

If it should be decid- -

claimed
it would °© bpe

g’gur that the Port Officer should be relieved  of all

Loniy

th the paners to whlch

'wﬁgignatura is requisite at present, but'I do mot

‘cate the Port Officer being rel*eved of any  res-

The Steamer Agents naturally desire to

.
«ﬁp&y as gmall a foe as possible for services;rendered .

py the Port Ofcher out of office hours and, no  doubt,

éﬁfwould be content With the signature of » Clerk, but a

Glerk ig dot s rvsnonuxble off¢ce§ and, in ny opinion,

in regard Lo the entering and

cle&rans of vessels,

.
I

I have the honor to be,

3 SLr,

L Your Cbedient Servant;

MmmmMW,RJJQ,

.

Presidency Port Officer,
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