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India Office, .
London, 24th February 1898. | |
! Revenue-

‘._:" R No. 36

e Right Honourable The Governor General of

To His Excellency Th
: . India in Council,

) . . My LORD, '
| 8 [ forward herewith, for the information of Your Excellency's Govern-
dated 11th February ment, COPY of the papers noted in the
margin,* relative to the transhipment of

ough the Canal in quarantine
g ,

: X e #{,etter from Foreign Office,
s E 1898, with enclosures.
? g passengers at Port Said from a vessel passing thr
to another vessel also in quarantine.
1.have the honour to be, R

r—
2o
ey
-
l

" !
e

.
1 My Lord,

o :-' 2 Your Lordship’s most obedient humble Servant,
¥ ; ; , (Signed)
e S T - o

ENCLOSURES.

GEORGE HAMILTON.

‘Foreign Office, »
11th February 1898.

8

Sir,
[ am directed by the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs to"trans;nit‘ %
to you, to be laid before the Secretary of State for India, the accompanying COPY L4
of correspondence relative to a decision of the Quarantine Board at Alexandria s
to allow the transhipment of passengers at Port Said from a vessel Anstig
through the Canal in quarantine to another vessel also in quarantine. BRI
: : ok am, &c., '
The Under Secretary of State 2  GEORGE CURZON 4 AR
s for India. : S M R TR PR T i
ST i
: | ; . Enclosure in above.
- No. 2;(Comme‘rc'1al). i
Sir, : pidey S oy AL
| § [ am directed by the Marquess Of Salisbury to acknow
e your despatch of this series, No. 2 of the 13th ultimo, transmittir
i - dwti DY M5, Alban relative to 2 decision of.the Qmmﬁmamraﬁg
o allow the_ sranshipment' L BECS ers at Port Said from a ve
: _throqgh the Canal in quaran ine to another vessel ai%. in quaran ine. .:
"~ Lord Salisbury approves the view'tgken:bj Mr. ._;-mb,m' of the mean
aling with the matter, and I transmit herew
e b+l + "..: > : e m"!«

]

o thetext of the Plague Rule de
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be communicated to him for his confidential use, a copy of the procés verbaux

of the Venice Plague Conference,

From these he will observe (see page 354) that the Netherlands Delegate
in making the proposal at Venice that passengers should be allowed to embark
at Suez, spoke only of passengers, without any sort of reference to merchandize
and that neither his explanatory speech nor the text finally adopted limits the
privilege to persons coming from land. *The deductions of the French Delegate
with regard to these points are consequently without foundation. =

I am, &e.,

A. B. Gould, Esq. GEORGE Curzon.

Sub-enclosure 1.
No. 2 (Commercial).
My Lord,

Alexandria,
13th January | 898.

With reference to my despatch No. 1 (Commercial), of the rith instant
I have the honour to forward herewith a copy of a memorandum by Mr. Alban
on the decision of the Quarantine Board to allow the transhipment of passengers
at Port Said from a vessel transiting the Canal in quarantine under the Plague
Rules to another vessel also in quarantine.

I have, &ec.,

The Secretary of State, E. B. GouLp,

Foreign Office,

Sub-enclosure ! 2.
Memorandum.

On the application of the Peninsular and Oriental Company, the Quarantine
Board decided on the 4th instant to allow the transhipment of 'passen;gers from .
a vessel transiting the Canal in quarantine under the Plague Rules, to another
vessel which should be also placed in quarantine before the transfer ‘took place.
The operation was to be effected by means of the ship’s boats,

The French Delegate alone opposed the application, and since the
he has informed me that he still believes that he was right and that he is reporting
the matter to his Government. If the French Government are of the same
opinion, then thereis arisk that the question may be re-opened either now or after
the ratification of the Venice Convention. The matter is of importance not only
to the Peninsular and Oriental Company, who are establishing’ a new service at
great expense, but also in view of the principle involyed.

meeting

The French Delegate now argues as follows :—Article 7 of Titre 11, of the
Plague Rules adopted by the Board on 23rd June 1897, the terms of which are
identical with those of the Venice Cornvention, prohibits the “ stationnement * at
Port Said of vessels transiting in quarantine exceptin the cases provided for b
Articles 5 and 8 (Article 8 refers to coaling. Article 5is as follows ;= [ eg
"' voyageurs pourronts'embarquer & Port Said en quarantaine. Mais tout embar.
““ quement ou débarquement et tout transhordement de passagers sont interdits
* pendant le parcours du Canal de Suez4 Port Said.” ~ The French Delegate
now maintains that the first part of Article 5 merely refers to the embarkation of
passengers from Egypt at Port Said, in order to save them the inconvenience of
going to Suez and not to the transhipment of passengers there, and that therefore
the latter is prohibited by Article 7. He also considers that if such transhipment
be permitted in the case of passengers, it may be also allowed in the case of
merchandise, which he, believes the Conference of Venice never intended to
permit. On the other hand, the position taken up by the majority was this.

A

2

e S e R S

! 3
i ngers in the Canal 1s expressly prohibited by ; .

£ o th}g tlr:Sn Si};l?sn:)eon»:hojrgispseeciglly mentioned that it shall not take place at

the Plague Auticfe s does not limit the embarkation of passengers at Port Said

Port Rl rfrom Egypt. Therefore whether the embarkation be from shore

to pa_ssen%ers Ship in quarantine, it may equally be regardfd as permitted and the

to ship or from w}?en effected “ par les moyens du bord ” presents in reality less

latter oPeritlofgrmer The majority also considered that although our, Plague

s A i g ted fr.om'the Convepntion drawn up by the Vemcq Plague Con-

inediitn Opthat convention had not been ratified and they did not possess

ference, yet as ies of the Procés Verbaux, they could only interpret the text to

athoritative cop bility, and were ot in a position to decide what the intention of

the best of their ability, I think that we were fortunate in obtaining so large a

the Qonference h“asi.rcumStances' The view which we took of the meaning of

n;]ajft)ntzr :er;c::; /t[oebg justifiable, but 1 am unable to say what the real intention of

the tex

the Conference was.

If the Conference intended t
Said, it seems strange that it did tqons
when enumerating other opera 10l il

hich had previously been rigorously p et '
whic question of transhipment of passengers

o allow the transhipment of passengers at Port
t specially mention this in the anventlon
at that port, which is now sanctioned but

It is, however, possible that the
escaped the notice of the Conference.

The transhipment of merchandise seems to me to be clearly barred by Article
e trans

7

D M i iews which I have expressed. In
1 i rees with the views whic have

octorf thzrif}?nin%l:::t? l%e confined himeself to interpreting the text of the

his report 0 .

i i to the question of principle.
Regulations and did not enter 1n q :

(Signed) ARTHUR D. ALBAN.

Alexandria, 13th January 1898.

G. C. Press, Simla.~No, 70 H. D,«=14-4-98 =150
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R. NATHAN, Esg.,

Under Secretary 10 the Government of India,

ToO

Home Department.
T Sanitary.

Simla, the  April 1895.

SIR,
ard for the information of

a Despatch from the Secretary of State,
egarding the

h the Canal

i AM directed to forw

a copy of
lated the 24th February Jast, and of its enclosures, T
Said from a vessel passing throug

No. 36-Revenue, ¢

transhipment of passengers at Port

in quarantine to an

other vessel also in quarantine.

I have the honour to be,

I .

SIR,
Your most.obedient Servant,

R. NATHAN,

R e ety

.

Under Secretary to the Government of India.
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R. NATHAN, Esg.,
Under Secretary 10 the Government of India,

To

Home Department.
T Sanitary.

Simia, the  April 1898.

SIR,
directed to forward for the infor

I AM
a copy of a Despat

mation of
ch from the Secretary of State,

of its enclosures, regarding the

ed the 24th February last, and
assing through the Canal

ngers at Port Said from a vessel p
essel also in quarantine.

I have the honour to be,

No. 36-Revenu€, dat

transhipment of passe

in quarantine {0 another v
SIR,

Your most obedient Servant,

R. NATHAN,

Under Secretary to the Government of India.
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No.‘ 36‘

ght Honourable The Govemor General of

‘I‘o His Excellency “The Ri
India in Council : X F
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transhipment of passengers in the Canal is _expressly prohibited by
ﬁ]léhgf.agc};éhlgules, it }i)s nowherg speciglly mentiongd that it shall not take place at
Port Said. Article 5 does not limit the embarkation of passengers at Port Said -
to passengers from Egypt, Therefore whether the embarkation be from shore
to ship or from ship in quarantine, it may equally be regard’c,ad as permitted gnd the
latter operation when effected “ par les moyens du bord ” presents in reality less

be communicated to him for his confidential use, a copy of the procés verbausx
of the Venice Plague Conference,

From these he will observe (see.page 334) that the Netherlands
in making the proposal at Venice that passengers should be allowed t
at Suez, spoke only. of passengers, without any sort of réference to me

.Delegate,
0 embark
rchandize,

i ‘ : jori i Plague ’
' | h the t imi k than the former. The majority also considered that although our Plag 4
:?i%itlzgé rtxgxggl;oh;: c%i?isgaftr%rri’x lzll))ffc T?lzrdedicfi);tng r;?l][)},,eacllr?—g;iihrsgi g;: ll;sules are adopted from the. Convention drawn up by the Vemce:d Plague Con- _
with regard to these points are consequently without foundation i g ference, yet as that convention had not been ratified and t}]ey did not possess b okl
' authoritative copies of the Procés Verbaux, they could only interpret the text to g
Lam, &e., the best of their ability, and were not in a posmofn to decide vyléat the mtenltlon of ;
3 . _ : the Conference was. I think that we were fortunate in obtaining so large a o3
it . (FRORGE Curzow. ' majority under the circumstances. The view which we took of the ‘mea'm.ng of g o
_— the text seems to be justifiable, but 1 am unable to say what the real intention of J'
! Sub-enclosure 1 o the Conference was. ; i ‘ :
; g : : If the Conference intended to allow the transhipment of passengers at P.or_t
No. 2 (Commercial). Alexandria, Said, it seems strange that it did not specially mention this in' the Convention :
My Lord 13th January 18 whe:;'enumerating other operations at that port, which is now sanctioned but :
= | y 1898. ks which had previously been rigorously prohibited. : el
With referenge to my despatch No. 1 (Commercial), of the 11tk instant y It is, however, possible that the question of transhipment of passengers
* I have the honour to forward herewith a copy of a memorandum by Mr. Alban ’ i :

escaped the notice of the Conference.

on the decision of the Quarantine Board to allow the transhipment of The transhipment of merchandise seems to me to be ciearly barred by Article

at Port Said from a vessel transiting the Canal in quarantine under t
Rules to another vessel also in quarantine.

passengers
he P]ague

7. C - - . V it

Morrison quite agrees with the views which _I .l.?a:‘"? expressed. : In iy
his reDgftt (:)rf fh?i:h inqstant, he confined himself to interpreting t]j;eh m of Eﬂe _ :
Regulations and did not enter into the question of principle. i

(Signed)  ARTHUR D. ALBAN,

I have, &c.,

The Secretary of State, E. B. GouLp,
Foreign Office. -

M
-

Sub-enclosure 2. ’ Alexandria, 13th January ’é98 ¥ SRR e A
Memorandum, g : 3 ’ .’.-:*-; : g
On the application of the Peninsular and Oriental Company, the Quarantine ; x P f

Board decided on the 4th instant to allow the transhipment of passengers from
a vessel transiting the Canal in quarantine under tEe Plague Rules, to another
vessel which should be also placed in quarantine before the transfer took place.

i » s bl s R R R b
The operation was to be effected by means of the‘ship’s boats. _ e A i i f‘k"w’ﬁ%:;f:‘tﬁ{%iﬁ
The French Delegate alone opposed the application, and since the meeting " 3% o ; 1S Yingh sl i R LR 10 SR
he has informed me that he still believes that he was right and that he is reporting . : ¢ i o AT 11 'lﬁ;}‘
the matter to his Government, [f the French Government are of the same 2] e R R R
optnion, then there is a risk that the question may be re-opened either now or after o A
, the ratification of the Venice Convention.. The matter is of importance not only o

.y
e
-

$13 "_f v 1|"}rl%}:‘%‘m"xi b el

to the Peninsular and Oriental Company, who are establishing a new service at
great expense, but also in view of the principle involved. '

The French Delegate now argues as follows :—Article 7 of Titre II, of the :
Plague Rules adopte? by the Board on 23rd June 1897, the terms of which are
identical with those of the Venice Convention, prohibits the  stationnement ” at
Port Said of vessels transiting in quarantine except in the cases provided for by :
Articles 5 and 8 (Article 8 refers.to coaling. Article 51is as follows :—* Les <

. ‘1 3% ER

' quement ou débarquement et tout transbordement de passagers sont interdits
" pendant le parcours du Canal de Suez 3 Port Said.”  The French Delegate
now maintains that the first part of Article 5 merely refers to the embarkation of
passengers from Egypt at Port Said, in order to save them the inconvenience of
going to Suez and not to the transhipment of passengers there, and that therefore 5
the latter is prohibited by Article 7- He also considers that if such transhipment T
be permitted in the case of Passengers, it may be also allowed in the case of :
merchandise, which he belicves the Conference of Venice never intended to
S ey permit. On the other hand, the position taken up by the majority was this.

y der L Soa i R L S e ST
PR SRR Y o s P, A i P e e - DA AT
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India Office,
London, 24th February 1898. 1
; | 4

Revenue. v

No. 36.

To His Excellency The Right Honourable The Governor:General of
» India in Council, ' TN

My LORD,
I forwarci herewith, for the information of Your Excellency’'s Govern-
af_etter from Foreign Office, dated 11th February ment, COPY qf the papers note in the .
1898, with enclosures. mar . h,' relative to the tranship ment Oﬁ
sengers at Port Said from a vessel passing through the Canal in quarantine
1o another vessel also in quarantme. .
1 have the honour to be,

: My Lord,
Your Lordship’s most obedient humble Servant,
' (Signed) GeorGE H Aﬁti.-‘mﬁ o i

T ke et

ENCLOSURES.

Sir,.

[P

[ am directed by the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs t transmit
to you, to be laid before the Secretary of State for In Jia. the accomp ing copy
of correspondence relative to a decision of the b

to allow the transhipment of passengers at '

through the Canal in quarantin€ o another vessel als

2 =

The Under Secretary of State Lo el
: for India. %3y
y )E’@Tp&\i‘m in above.

s b 5 5 4
A
b e

1]

" No. 2 (Commercial).
W 1Si';. , . Y '
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B
be communicated to him for his confidential use, a copy of the procés verbaux
of the Venice Plague Conference.

From these he will observe (see page 354) that the Netherlands Delegate
in making the proposal at Venice that passengers should be allowed to embark
at Suez, spoke only of passengers, without any sort of reference to merchandize
and that neither his explanatory speech nor the text finally adopted limits the
privilege to persons coming from land. The deductions of the French Delesate
with regard to these points are consequently without foundation. »

I am, &c.,

A. B. Gould, Esq. GEORGE CuURrzON.

Sub-enclosure 1.
No. 2 (Commercial). Alexandria,
My Lord, 13th January 1898.

With referénce to my despatch No. 1 (Commercial), of the 11th instant,
I have the honour to forward herewith a copy of a memorandum by Mr. Alban
on the decision of the Quarantine Board to allow the transhipment of passengers
at Port Said from a vessel transiting the Canal in quarantine under the Plague
Rules to another vessel also in quarantine.

I have, &c.,

The Secretary of State, E. B. GouLp,

Foreign Office.

Sub-enclosure 2.
Memorandum.

On the application of the Peninsular and Oriental Company, the Quarantine
Board decided on the 4th instant to allow the transhipment of passengers from
a vessel transiting the Canal in quarantine under tge Plague Rules, to another
vessel which should be also placed in quarantine before the transfer took place.
The operation was to be effected by means of the ship’s boats.

The French Delegate alone opposed the application, and since the meeting
he has informed me that he still believes that he was right and that he is reporting
the; ‘matter to his Government. If the French Government are of the same
opinion, then there is a risk that the question may be re-opened either now or after
the ratxﬁca.tlon of the Venice Convention. The matter is of importance not only
to the Peninsular and Oriental Company, who are establishing a new _service at
great expense, but also in view of the principle involved.

The French Delegate now argues as follows :—Acrticle 7 of Titre II, of the
Plague Rules adopted by the Board on 23rd June 1897, the terms of which are
identical with those of the Venice Convention, prohibits the ** stationnement ” at
Port Said of vessels transiting in quarantine except in the cases provided for by
Articles 5 and 8 (Article 8 refers to coaling. Article 5is as follows :—* Les
"' voyageurs pourronts’embarquer 4 Port Said en quarantaine. Mais tout embar-
“ quement ou débarquement et tout transbordement de ‘passagers sont interdits
* pendant le parcours du Canal de Sueza Port Said.” The French Delegate
now maintains that the first part of Article 5 merely refers to the embarkation of
passengers from Egypt at Port Said, in order to save them the. inconvenience of
going to Suez and not to the transhipment of passengers there, and that therefore
the latter is prohibited by Article 7. ~He also considers that if such transhipment
be permitted in the case of passenig]ers, it may be also allowed in the case of
merchandise, which he believes the Conference of Venice never intended to
permit. On the other hand, the position taken up by the majority was this.

- p———— . L

. 3

Although the transhipment of passengers in the Canal is expressly prohibited by
the Plague Rules, it is nowhere specially mentioned that it shall not take place at
Port Said. Article 5 does not limit the embarkation of passengers at Port Said
to passengers from Egypt. Therefore whethér the embarkation be from shore
to ship or from ship in quarantine, it may equally be regarded as permitted and thé
latter operation when effected * par les moyens du bord ” presents in reality less

risk than the former. The majority also considered that although our Plague ;

Rules are adopted from the Convention drawn up by the Venice: Plague Con-
ference, yet as that convention had not been ratified and they did not possess

authoritative copies of the Procés Verbaux, they could only interpret the text to :

the best of their ability, and were not in a position to decide what the intention of
the Conference was. I think that we were fortunate in obtaining so large a
majority under the circumstances. The view which we took of the meaning of
the text seems to be justifiable, but I am unable to say what the real intention of

the Conference was.

If the Conference intended to allow the transhipment of passengers at Port
Said, it seems strange that it did not specially mention _this «in the Convention
when enumerating other operations at that dport, which is now sanctioned but
which had previously been rigorously prohibited. .

It is, however, possible that the question of transhipment of passengers

escaped the notice of the Conference. .
The transhipment of merchandise seems to me to be clearly barred by Article

L ith the views which I have expressed. In

i uite agrees w 3 . _

" his rel;zx(':tt (:)rf ﬂfﬁfﬁmtam, l%; confined himeelf to interpreting the text of the
Regulations and did not enter into the question of principle. :

' (Signed)  ARTHUR D. ALBAN,

L g

Alexandria, 13th January 1898.
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| : : ' ‘ India Office,

i ‘ : | London, 24th February 1898.

\ Revenue. , ' '

A ' : "

1 : No. 36. v
H 9 . To His Excellency The Right Honourable The Governor, Genera.l of

£ | . : ~ India in Council,

. il X My Loro, T,
{ - I forward herewith, for the information of Yom; Excell ency’s. Govern-,

; ] #L etter from Foreign Office, dated 11th February ment, copy he papers noted in the
%{ E : Ay 1898, with enclosures. " margin,* relanve to the transhipment of
13 . , e assen%lers at Port Said from a vessel passing through the Canal in quarantine
413 il . toanother vessel also in quarantine.

; ’ I have the honour to be,

‘ + e o ‘ 4 . p ] . My Lord,, .
: . . . d : ; i | AR i " " Your Lordshtp s most obedxen‘t humbﬁ S%tvmt, &
: : s T : - e "‘ i t

'Eucx,osmxs. |

of " correspon denc :
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be communicated to him for his confidential use, a copy of the procés verbaux
of the Venice Plague Conference.

From these he will observe (see page 354) that the Netherlands ‘Delegate,
in making the proposal at Venice that passengers should be allowed to embark
at Suez, spoke only of passengers, without any sort of reference to merchandize,
and that neither his explanatory speech nor the text finally adopted limits the
privilege to persons coming from land. The deductions of the French Delegate
with regard to these points are consequently without foundation.

I am, &c.,
A. B. Gould, Esq. , GEORGE CURZON.
Sub-enclosure 1.
No. 2 (Commercial).’ Alexandria,
My Lord, ' 13th January 1898.

With reference to my despatch No. 1 (Commercial), of the 11th instant,
I have the honour to forward herewith a copy of a memorandum by Mr. Alban
on the decision of the Quarantine Board to allow the transhipment of passengers
at Port Said from a vessel transiting the Canal in quarantine under the Plague

.
& T

. 3

h the transhipment of passengers in the Canal is expressly prohibited by
ﬁl;hgiggue Rules, it I1)s nowherg specially mentioned that it shall not take place at
Port Said. Article 5 does not limit the embarkation of passengers at Port Said
to passengers from Egypt. Therefore whether the embarkation be from shore
to ship or from ship in uarantine, it may equally be regardsd as permitted and the
Jatter operation when effected “ par les moyens du bord ” presents in reality less
risk than the former. The majority also considered that although our Plague
Rules are adopted from the Convention drawn up by the Venice Plague Con-
ference, yet as that convention had not been ratified and they did not possess
authoritative copies of the Procés Verbaux, they could only interpret the text to
the best of their ability, and were not in a position to decide what the intention of
the Conference was. 1 think that we were fortunate in obtaining so large a
majority under the circumstances. The view which we took of the meaning of
the text seems to be justifiable, but 1 am unable to say what the real intention of

the Conference was. | f »
i hipment of passengers at Port
If the Conference intended to allow the tranship of passer .
Said, it seems strange that it did not specially mention this in the Conventions
when enumerating other operations at that port, which is now sanctioned but
which had previously been rigorously prohibited. s it
It is, however, possible that the question . of vtra’nshlpment of passengers

ed the notice of the Conference. | gl
escal')rhe transhipment of merchandise seems to me to be clearly barred by Am,de

: Rules to another vessel also in quarantine. ; 2> ] g ; ;
: , ke . uite agrees with the views which I have expressed. In
) ; Lol Do e e g the o th
b R The lS?ecrfatary of State, ' E. B. GouLp, ; ' Regulations and did not enter into the question of principle. : ‘
R’ oreign Office: , © (Signed)  ARTHUR D. ALBAN.
. R T R TRA N b - . Vi k

.

Sub-enclosure 2. Alexandria, 13th January 1898.

Memorandum.

r On the application of the Peninsular and Oriental Company, the Quarantine

Board decided on the 4th instant to allow the transhipment of “passengers from
a vessel ‘transiting the Canal in quarantine under tge Plague Rules, to another
; vessel which should be also placed in‘quarantine before the transfer took place.
The operation was to be effected by means of the ship’s boats.

- The French Delegate alone opposed the application, and since the meeting :

he has informed me that he still believes that he was right and that he is reporting R I

the matter to his  Government. If the French Government are of the same - : ’ .
opinion, then there is arisk that the question may be re-opened either now or after ¥ : 3 ) ¢
the ratification of the Venice Convention. The matter is of importance not only - MRS ' : : :

to the Peninsular and Oriental Company, who are establishing a new service. at T .

great expense, but also in view of the principle involved. : s 3 : ; i)

The French Delegate now argues as follows :—Article 7 of Titre II. of the i - : '

Plague Rules adopted by the Board on 23rd June 1897, the terms of which are ' ' :
Jdentnca.l with those of the Venice Convention, prohibits the * stationnement ” at Wy St » R
Port Said of vessels transiting in quarantine except in the cases provided for by T S g ' P SRRt

Articles 5 and 8 (Article 8 refers to coaling. Article 5 is as follows :—* Les ‘ ‘ ' : ‘
"' voyageurs pourronts’embarquer & Port Said en quarantaine.” Mais tout embar.
"' quement ou débarquement et tout transbordement de passagers sont interdits : : i e s AR SRy -k
** pendant le parcours du Canal de Suez3 Port Said.” = The French Delegate - A (s i, A ot - SR i fos amt
. now maintains that the first part of Article 5 merely refers to the embarkation of e AR . ity 1 e G M A ¥

: passengets from Egypt at Port Said, in order to save them the inconvenience of = Lhes

g going to Suez and not to the transhipment of passengers there, and that therefore
S the latter is prohibited by Article 7. He also considers that if such transhipment
be permitted in the case of passengers, it may be also allowed in the case of
i merchandise, which he believes the Conference of Venice never intended to
o permit. On the other hand, the position taken up by the majority was this.
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" 1898, with enclosures.

s
India Office,

London, 24th February 1898.

Revenue. . 4
No. 36. ' g
To His Excellency The Right Honourable The Governor_ General of -
India in Council, . :

My LORD, ‘

he information of Your Excellency’s Govern-
ment, copy of the papers noted in the
margin,* relative to the transhipment of
| passing through the Canal in quarantine

I forward herewith, for t

#{ etter from Foreign Office, dated x1th February

passengers at Port Said from a vesse

to another vessel also in quarantine.
I have the honour to be,

My Lord, s ‘
Your Lordship’s most obedient humble Servant, '
: (Signed) . GEORGE H.&ﬁib‘:."ro&. Abre, . a0
‘ ENCLOSURES.
Sif, A ey

I am directed by the Secretary of State for Foreign Aﬁai#s’ t‘ovtr-aﬁsmit Ly
to you, to be laid before the Secretary of State for India, the accompan ing copy s

of “correspondence relative to a decision of the ¢ uarantine Boar \Lxa
to allow the transhipment of ‘passengers at Port Said from B o

Canal in quarantine to another vessel also in quarantine.

through the-
i am, &cf‘ Ybil Hv_':»l_ .,'»' vk

The Under Secretary of State
for India. :

PR Enclosure in abové ;
No. 2 (Commercial). °
Sir,

to allow the transhipment Fa_q ngers a

" through the Canal in quara ine to another vessel 2
‘Lord Salisbury approves the view taken by Mr. A

the text of the Plague Rule dealing with the matter, and

w r

.

# K
.
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be communicated to him for his confidential use, a copy of the procés verbaux
of the Venice Plague Conference.

~ From these he will observe (see page 354) that the Netherlands Delegate, :
in making the proposal at Venice that passengers should be allowed to embark
at Suez, spoke only of passengers, without any sort of reference to merchandize,
and that neither his explanatory speech mnor the text finally adopted limits the
privilege to persons coming from land. The deductions of the French Delegate

with regard to these points are consequently without foundation. /
I am, &c., '
GEORGE CURZON.

‘2

A. B. Gould, Esq.
_ Sub-enclosure 1.
No. 2z (Commercial). Alexandria,

My Lord, 13th January 1898.

With reference to my despatch No. 1 (Commercial), of the 11th instant
I have the honour to forward herewith a copy of a memorandum by Mr. Alb ;
on the deC}sion of the Quarantine Board to allow the transhipment of p::lssen anﬂ
at Port Said from a vessel transiting the Canal in quarantine under the Pl e
Rules to another vessel also in quarantine. ~&iE

b s

I have, &c., i,
The Secretary of State e
; ) T

Foreign Office. E. B. Goutp, g
i

T

Sub-enclosure 2.

-
ke
s 3

Al
_‘ﬂ}‘ FEr

e
‘r‘.

'-l'; & '#
TR S ch RS

g
e

Memorandum.

-
iy

On the application of the Peninsular and Oriental Compan '
Board decided on the 4th instant to allow the transhipment pof y;’)at:sirgrlel?;arfmne
a vessel transiting the Canal in quarantine under the Plague Rules to ano:gg:'
vessel which should be also placed in' quarantine before-the transfer took place
The operation was to be effected by means of the ship’s boats. i

4

oy
s ¥

& h:;hiz fiﬁgﬁhm]ie:ﬁgitg alﬂfbogl)_posed hthe application, and since the meeting
e still believes that he was right and that he i i
the matter to his Government. If : b g
Eo ! the French Government are of th
s Go . e sam
(t)}?:::::’ﬁ?;? thefre}l)s arisk that the question may be re-opened either now or afté?'
ki Peninzzlgr :mfl \éegnc? ?(():nventxon. The matter is of importance not only
riental Company, who are establishi ' 1
great expense, but also in view of the pgi’nciple involved. joflotulonsiti

The French Delegate~now ar i i :

. gues as follows :—Article 7 of Titre II.

g:rﬁli]f 1Ru}e}sl; adopted by the Board on 23rd June 1897, the'lterms of Whilc):{l :Ez

e :idwx; -thosle of the Venice Convention, prohibits the * stationnement ” at

e of vessels transiting in quarantine except in the cases provided for by
cles 5 and 8 (Article 8 refers to coaling. Article 5 is as follows :—* Les
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.‘ ‘él(:l}t; ?ng::;'sopoélggonts’embarquer A Port Said en quarantaine. Mais tout embar-
e u débarquement et tout transbordement de passagers sont interdits ‘ i
pendant le parcours du Canal de Sueza Port Said.” The French Delegate S

now maintains that the first part of Article 5 merely refers to the embarkation of

Pi?:eng)erss from ggypt at Port 'Said., in order to save them the inconvenience.of b
gomng uez and not to the transhipment of passengers there, and that therefore L

the latter is prohibited by Article 7. He al i i i

: ; ; so considers that if such
be pe}:mxét_ed in the case of passengers, it may be also aﬁovlvefiq%n t:ﬁgslzgsrgeg;
merchandise, which he believes the Conference of Venice never intended to

permit. On the other hand, the position taken up by the majority was this. |

* Port Said. Article 5 does not limi
to passengers from Egypt. There

it

A A R SO

3 .
Although the transhipment of passengers in the Canal is expressly prohibited by

the Plague Rules, it is nowhere specially mentioned that it shall not.take place at
¢ the embarkation of passengers at Port Said

fore whether the embarkation be from shore
may equally be regarded as permitted and the
du bord ” presents_in reality less

L

to ship or from ship in quarantine, it
latter operation when effected * par les moyens 1
risk than the former. The majority also considered that although our Plague

Rules are adopted from the Convention drawn up by the ‘Venice Plague Con-
ference, yet as that convention had not been ratified and they did not possess
authoritative copies of the Procés Verbaux, they could only interpret the text to
the best of their ability, and were not in a position to-decide what the intention of
the Conference was. 1 think that we were fortunate in obtaining so large 2

The view which we took of the meaning of

maiority under the circumstances. . ‘
the] tex¥ seems to be justifiable, but 1 am unable to say what thereal intention of

the Conference was.

1f the Conference intended to allow the transhipment of passengers at Port

id, i it di i tion this in the Convention
Said, it seems strange that it did not specially mention thi% :
Whet’l enumeratinggother operations at that port, which is now sanctioned but
which had previously been rigorously prohibited. [

It is, however, ossible that the question of trans

d the notice of the Conference. : .
o e chandise seems to me to be clearly barred by Artxclg

The transhipment of mer

views which 1 have expressed. In
meelf to interpreting the text qf the
ion of principle.

hipment of passengers‘ E

ik e

Doctor Morrison quite agrees with the
his report of the 4th instant, he confined hi
Regulations and did not enter 1nt0 the quest

(Signed) ~ ARTHUR D. ALBAN,

Alexandria, 13th January 1898.
i "H
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be communicated to him for his confidential use,
of the Venice Plague Conference.

From these he will observe (see page 354) that the Neth

with regard to these points are consequently without foundation.
I am, &c.,

A. B. Gould, Esq. GEORGE Curzon.

—

Sub-enclosure 1.
No. 2 (Commercial).

Alexandria,
My Lord,

13th January 188,

With reference to my despatch No. nstant,

I have the honour to forward herewith a copy of a memorandum by Mr. Alban
on the decision of the Quarantine Board to allow the transhi
at Port Said from a vessel transiting the Canal i

I (Commercial), of the 11th i

Pl
Rules to another vessel ‘also in quarantine. i ¥
I have, &c
The Secretary of State, E
Foreign Office. B. Gouwp

Sub-enclosure 2,
Memorandum,

On the application of the Peninsular and Oriental C : :
Board decided on the 4th instant to allow the transhi ot o Quarantine

i : ment of passengers f

‘a vessel transiting the Canal in quarantine under the Plague Igules %o ano:ggr‘
vessel which should be also placed in quarantine before the transfer took place
The operation was to be effected by means of the ship :

s boats,
The French Delegate alone opposed the a

lication, and s .
he has informed me that he still believes that hepgas ng ance the meeting

: right and that he js reporti
the matter to his Government, If the French Govemmentareof 'thgosaltgg

opinion, then there is arisk that the question may be re-opened either now or after
the ratification of the Venice Convention, The matter is of

: > mportance not op)
to the Peninsular and ngen‘tal Company, who are establ; hing 50 new service a{
great expense, but also in view of the principle involved,

‘The French Delegate now argues as follows :—Article 7 of Titre 11, of the
Plague Rules adopted by the Board on 23rd June 1897, the terms . of which are
identical with those of the Venice Convention, prohibits the “ stationnement ” at
Port Said of vessels transiting in quarantine except in the cases provided for by
Articles 5 and 8 (Article 8 refers to coaling. ~ Article 5 is as follows :— [ o
"' voyageurs pourronts’embarquer 4 Port Said en Quarantaine. Mais tout embar.
" quement ou débarquement et tout transbordement de passagers sont interdits
" pendant le parcours du Canal de Suez 3 Port Said.”  The French Delegate
now maintains that the first part of Article 5 merely refers
passengers from Egypt at Port Said, in order to saye them
going to Suez and not to the transhipment of passengers there, and that therefore
the latter is prohibited by Article 7. He also considers that if such transhipment

be permitted in the case of passengers, it may be also allowed in the case of
merchandise, which he believes the Conference of Venice never intended to
permit. On the other hand, the position taken up by the majority was this.

a copy of the procéds verbanx

erlands Delegate,
in making the proposal at Venice that passengers should be allowed to embark

at Suez, spoke only of passengers, without any sort of reference to merchandize,
and that neither his explanatory speech nor the text finally adopted limits the
privilege to persons coming from land. The deductions of the French Delegate

AL S5 L Y
iy ko 3

1 : 5
L3 “}‘
iy

G g = '~,~.:,‘:l —‘: L My 1:'» . o ’ 'j"-'{ : I R
Bt BRI 2 B R L ;

b
%

S

3

. > - - - b

¢ 1is expressly prohibited by

: f passengers in the Canal is s

Ahh&u gh thlgtﬁ{:sn sil:lri)sn:le:»:lferg sPeciglly mg“t‘l:’“:?d t}:;tp‘; Sssl:;léel::tatalgoﬂagd

il g ‘cle = does not limit the embarkation S s T lste
Port Said. Article 5 do herefore whether the embarkation be fro

Egypt. . There ly be regarded as permitted and the

ol il o fr%"n in quarantine, it may equally be regarde ts in reality less

to ship or from ship ing « par les moyens du bord ” presents

ion when effected . par ‘dered that although our Plague

latter operation W The majority also considere ¢ S Lon

gSkl thiﬁet;lgog){giegom the Ccgnv:-;ntionbdmwr;atg}i 2()1' a;l:le tX:;lfﬁdPnz?possess

T tion had not been ' he text to

ference, yet as th.ats gm? Pl’rocés Verbaux, they COUI% oq]ﬂ)’ell;:mrtel:etiniention of

authoritative C,Oplfi),l.t and were not in a position to decide o oliron s

the Beat, o fhed & 1;)’,1 think that we were 1:‘pr}tlunat;3 :11{ zf the z?neaning of

the Conference was. . The view which we to ) . ;

majority under :gebglgfx::?;:ﬁ;e;ut [ am unable to say what Fhe real lrttentlon o

the text seems

. . gers at Port
o Conf}fre(x;ce fW :esnce  tended to allow the transhipment of passengers a
If the Conie

; is i ition

- i mention this in the anven
it did not specially ich i nctioned but

Sy i st'rangzt;b;t l<tJ;>et'aLt'ioxxs:. at that port, which is now s

when enumerating

1 d' '
. ri orously pl’Ohlblte : 4 . i
b 5, Pfe‘"°“sb;obs::1e %hat the question of transhipment of passengers
It is, however,

i Conference.
escaped the notice of the

' : rticle
i to me to be clearly barred by Artic
i f merchandise seems to T S
The transhipment ©

5 with the views which I have expressed. In

Doctor Morrison quite agrezzn
his report of the 4th instant, he

fined himeelf to interpreting the text of the
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he question of principle. :
(Signed) ~ ARTHUR D. ALBAN.

Alexandria, 13th January 1898.
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