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| Registration of Vessels Qe sficd -
: Stating that it 1s not consideréd desirable to restrict the freedom of action of boat
; owners in the matter of licensed cargo boats leaving the port and tgadmg_ to other ports
¥ . and that shippers ab Tuticorin and elsewhere must offer sufficient inducement to
5 owners to keep their boats within port limits, and communicating Wlth‘remal:ks to

e . . . certain officers and to the Legislative Department of the Government of India, the

s ! iy ' opinion of the Advocate-Genera\ dealing with the law relating to the —.
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3. The Statute does not enforce registration of British ships by providing directly that non-

. registration ghall amount to 81 offence, but seeks to enforce registration by providing that a
. . Pritish ship required by the Statute to be registered ghall not be recognised as a British ship
unless registered ander the Statute, and by further providing that the same may be detained until

the Master of the ship, if 80 required, produces the certificate of the registry of the ship. The

consequences of a ship owned by & British subject pot being recognised a8 & British ship are such

d subject the owner and the Master of such ship to gerious inconveniences and in some

as woul
inal prosecution. The following are some of the chief disabilities and penalties to

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS. cases o crim - : .
’ ' which & British ship 8 clearly subject for want of registration :—

MARINE DEPAR TMEN T. (a) Section 72 provides that a British ship which for want of registration is not recognised
o as a British ship shall not be entitled to any benefits, privileges, advantages or pro-
tection usually enjoyed by British ehips, 00X to use the British flag, or assume

! 4 L

' l the British National character, but 80 far as regards the payment of dues, the
Reap—the following papers :— liability to fines and forfeitures, and the punishment of offences committed on
board such ship, oF by any persons belonging to her, such ship shall be dealt with
From Commander H. A. STREET, RIM,, Presidency Port Officer, Madras, to in the same manner it all respects as if she were & recognised British ghip. Here it
the Secretary to Government, \arine Department, dated 1st February 1897, wiil be noted that che is prohibited from using the British flag or assuming the
No. 646 /34 G. - - -Reitigh National character. A reference to section 74 will show that by reason of
{, Jability, the Master of the ship will be liable to a fine not exceeding £100, as
In reply to Marine Department memo. No. 49 E,, dated 26th January 1897, he cannot, by reason of the prohibition contained iu section 72, hoist the proper
1 bave }che gonour to state that port dues would, in the usual course, be levied OB , n}?;x%gaéf%%gt ;):s ; :é%:zinlg:g oriltiew;c;dgez Ilfy‘fmz:g an (Iiellia 35;2??;:; lsllji%?’ }fnditf
unregistered vessels also, provided such a vessel 18 of 15 tons burthen or upwards g . 3 29 o] : Dritish port.
. " Section 62 (1) of the Indian Ports Act No. X of 1889 also provides that if any vessel
X}e:;elslog.a less burthen are pot liablo to port dues (see Part I of the schedule belonging to 2ny of Her Majesty’s subjects hoists within the limits of anS; port,
¢ Indian Ports Act X of 1889). Where the tonnage is not known, it would be any flag or colours, the use whereof 18 prohibi’g,ed by the Merchant Shipping Act,
:.P:}Ii t(')t the gtogserx:tor to measure the vessel and Jotermine her tonnage UD er the the Master of the vt;)ssel shalll?le liable to & ﬁrt}e oths.ﬁPO in ar%dition to any other
uthorty veste in him by section 41 2 i penslty that may be recoverab'e in respect of such O once. The important rovi-
y (2) of the Act above cited. : sions of section 74 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, relating to the hoist?ng of
proper national colours did not exist in the Merchant Shipping Act, 1854, but were
. for tho first time introduced in the Merchant Shipping Law by Statute 52 and 53

From the G s s . Vict., Ch. 73. .
From the G%iiﬁtiitt Ss(z}ffcl-‘t&l;’ iiia%;?’ (hated 12th February 1807, No. _90- (6) The pr’ovisions in regard to sale and mortgages of British ships, extending from sec-
From the Presidency Port ()fﬁce’r f[ (h.s’ ?ited 10th March 1897, No. 143, tions 24 to 40 (both inclusive) are applicable only to registered ships. 1t may be
From the Government Solicitor. ’Magr as&;t\;d 18th March 1897, No. 646,91 G- mentioned here that gection 14 of the Indian Morchant Shipping Bill now before
’ as, dated 22ud April 1897, No. 258. the Viceregal Legislative Couneil, paoposﬁs tohripeial these sections in respect of

e - native coasting British ships registere in Pritish India.
o ' (c) Part VIIL (sect?ons 502 to 509 both inclusive) of the Merchant Shipping A, 1894,
Endorsement by, the G relating to the liability of ship-Inwners i; applicab(lle to }'ghe whole of Her Majesty’s
A . Y- tne overnment Solicitor 1894 ' PDominions including British India. he lLimited liability of ship-owners under
Yo Noo 304w o , Madras, dated 14th May ’ sections 502 and 503 in certain cases of loss of, or damage to goods, and in certain
other cases of 1088 of life, injury or damage cannob enure to the benefit of & British
6th ship which is not registered under the Statute (vide section 508).

) 1 f B tlsh Sh p un the P Oducblon f

' ‘ of rogistry which can of course be obtained only after regstration was apparently introduced for
the first time in the Merchant Shipping, Acdt, 1694—vide soction 2 (3). The corresponding
rovision in gection 19 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1864, was only to the effect that no officer

—

Excrost
Cr SURE. of customs shall grant a clearance or transire toa Pritish ship for the purpose of enabling ber
OPINION. to proceed to eca @8 @ British ;h?;’ tuI;lees ;heh]-siaster of dsué:h ship, up%n })e}ln% required, produccs
‘ Th . the certificate of registry, an that if such ship proceeds to gea as a ri ish ship without a clear-
be rewagdzgs:aer:hzola%e two questions referred for opinion depend chiefly upoll what 18 to ance or Lrapsire, cach  officers may detain her antil such certificate 18 pro@uced. It will be
licensed boats referred tonow in force in.British India relating to roistration of ghips The observed that tho power of detention under section 19 of the Merchant Shipping Act 1834, can
definition of the word “ 1?: e,”I presume, owned by Indian British sul?jects and fall within the be exercised only if & ship attempts to proceed to B a Brdis} whip without & CloAare S
by oars” (vide 57 and gs %- namely,“ everv deseription of vesscl nsed in pavigation pot Proplenc'd transire; whereas ander sevtion 2 (3) of the Mercbant Shipping Ast, 1894, any sp required by
ActV of 1883, section 3 ict., Ch. 60, the Merchant SbiPPing Act, 1894 soo:ion 742, d Indi® the Act to be registered may be detn_med antil the production of the cer.txﬁeate .of the registry
dated 14th A ;ﬁ 189 n 3). I understand from the Presidenc Po;-t off or’ demi-ofﬁci:ﬂ to MmO : - ?,_’-—9 without any roference t0 her attempting to proceed bo soa 43 a.Bntts{L ghip. This power, &% b
P 7, that the average tonnage of these licc y 1be icer 8 st T effectually ! corcised to_enforce registration of any Dritish ship which is mot exempted under
. T am of opinion that part I of the ssi conse ats is 21 tous. ) t’o f] coction 3 from recistration. The procedure sor dotention of 8 ship, the officer by whom she may
o said Morchant Shipping Act, 1804, which came} be detained, and the penalty for proceeding to sea without reloase from detention are set forth

operation on th ., s
e e st of January 1895 (vide section 748) is in full forcein British India and 8

$o the registration of ships, thoug i
India Company’s chatte};s ‘onl‘;'uf:\d‘ hbee :)ivnx‘xe;) o built aud trading within the limits of the
Indian. Section 1 of the Statu ;

Pl;}:;: in section 6% of the Statute. '}'here was 10 provision corresponding to this section in the Mer-
by Her Majesty’ L Juroped? of chant Shipping Act, 1854, but it was apparelltly éc‘:rtt%e é'gst t&nﬁ) exlzlftc:edog)yss(s)echon 34 of the

S to which layvs dzwne:h ajesty’s s}xb]ects whe_ther ‘t" K ¢hip8 Merchant Shipping Acts Amendment: Act, 157 6 .( atute 39 and 3 icti, Ch. ). .
ers in clause (a) to natural born British m{b’ects %qﬂahﬁct}tmn for owning Bn ‘l%cabl o 08 5. For the foregoing 1easons 1 am of opinion that the registration of the native boats in
, gmi}'l to Indian as to European British sub',,(.t] ? la}, rase which, no doalit, 18 8PP ‘" 268)- , . question excopt such 88 meY fall under clause (1) of section 3 of the’ Merchant Shipping Act,
ection 2 of the Statate provides that eve cts (vide Mayne's criminal law of India, P#8° "-ged 1894, can be enforced in the manner indicated above. Such of the boats 88 fall within the
ry British ship shall, o , have to be recognized a8 British ships though not registered. ;

in section 3, be registered under th Y subject to the two exceptions . 0
i ’ -Ted | st Statute, i P that eDiP® exception W . '
Eilﬁt %?% under the English Statates themina;(fleﬂﬁsfo(z) °§ Mtwu 345 only {‘”f{? 1iLZ;§:tm°“‘ 6. The question DOW to be considered 18 what 18 the effect of the Merchant Shipping Act,
cemed to have been registered under the Me “.{“ 2‘: h}m ler any 1 8:?4 3o for 88 1894, upon the Indis Acts relating to the registration of ships, name'y, Act X of 1841, as amended
rchinnt Shipping Act, 187 by Act <1 of 1850 and gubsequent Acts and Act XIX of 1838, The last-mentioned Act need

British India is .
tons burthen emp{:: D:sme;l 1 the exception will be applicable only to shipa, not exceediPg 13
yed solely in navigation on the rivers or coasts of Dritish [odia.
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not to be considered here. That
A ns . Th ‘ ;
objoets rosiding within the P:Zs%ct relates only to coasting vessel .
igrytand enf‘;) reed by the impo:xitilorf%?aoé Bom%ay, and regist::&:nbeloggmg to Iler Majesty’s
ents amending the same i i ne- nder Act X o it e
India Company’ , registration of ships bui of 1841 and th s
0 y’s charter, namel ps built and trading withi © subsequent enact-
the Straits of Magellan i ' ely, all places and i :
rait . s : seas eastward of imits of the Itast
tered it will not be re 1?70' y, optional, and compulsor i Tho ey oot I b
delegated to the Govco"mzed as a Britizh ship. Aet%(mﬂy in the sense that if ne opo Lo
e he o vernor-General in Council b X of 1841 was passed ot 8o regis-
| . peration of i y sect ey
ping Act, 1854 o 17T nd 18 W O kaved by seotion 108 of ‘the and 3, Vic.
erchant Shipping Act, 1854, 1 ict., Ch. 104). By vi of the Merchant Ship-
built and trading withi » 1854, it was supposed, righ y virie of this saving in tho
the limits of , rightly or wrongl g clause in th
ot X of 1841 and X1 of 1850, and tho Hast Tnd: Siter wos seguli s
. : o a Com s gistration of
relating to the registration ofs%r?tr} Shnot by the Merchant Iéﬁgpif hTer was regulated Onl?ul?s
ish ships was applicable to the %vhoel:; olfsi);i’ Pilf‘t 11, of Whielyl
er Majesty’s domi-,

nions (vide note 1, page 7
page 76 and note 6, page 94 of Maclachlan’s Treati
eatise on the Law of Merchant.‘f

Shipping, 4th edition, 18t
1 N 9 e i
Shpp o8 4h et oo Q)é:;@ page 109 of the abstract of proceedi
by Statute Law Rorision (No, 2;0221:11;2 VII of Statute 3pande?1 %rgs of the Viceregal Legis-
b e o Revision (No. ) A ; 18 74, and the preamble of the s }(clt.S‘ Ch, 56, were repealed
effcct saved by scction 1 of the said o Sttt tho Todia Adte A undr thet Sathto aro
in the Merchant Shipping Act lsgiutwo Statute Law Revision Alégssse%}mder i 20 suring oo iz
185L. Section 2 of the former stat ,tcorresponding to section 108 of th li&re hont Skippiog Aer
in section 1 shall be registered iu o expressly declares that every B G em}}ant il s Sy
not registered under th?zt Sttltlt;n;lteglf/lﬁt Siatute unless exemptedr)f’rorfltmhismp nd i dneﬁncd’
Impoecibl fo reoognise 15 @ Brit’z' 7 s/:p g):nb? nrecognised asa B)‘it[sbl,;;:glst , and. that if it be
a (] .

i t seems, therefore,

y, the British Indian possessi h ortion R
wader the Merchant Shippﬁ; T ship owned by a Brft)ﬂlhys °€-He‘ Majesty’s dominions
1841 or Act X1 of 1850, and to co’n : 94, though she may have b:e g ect Y’hlch is not registered:
usually enjoyed by British ships, or :; ‘;ﬁg?‘; hﬁr t}:le benefits, privﬂeoezegalgs‘:'etd under Act X of

y er to use the Dritish fla; ntages or protection

character even within the 1imi
its of the charter of the East India Comgz;,r? ; assnimo the national -
y, or to exonerate her

from the consequences and penalti :
case of a British ship no steror preseribed under the X ippi
Merchant Shipping e e {out Statats or wndor any ot o provious B, s
Nore e aad 4 Wil 1V, Ch. 85 i hsectmn 745 (d) clause (e). If;vs;ny of the previous English
lature are completely eubordiaate t eredcan beno doubt that Acts s ‘;gm‘d S A
‘Acts X of 1841 and XI of 1850 in 50 fcontmn"d by Statutes of the Dt ﬁ)y o T
States or the subjects of such princ e Ntate they relate to ships OW: ‘;s b Pa“ha{nellt- i
Shipping Not, 1894, e therefes or Stales are altogether outside the y Nativo princes or
China oveaed by British subjects, th ore in no way affected thereby. But? scope of the Merchant
not say that the said Acts in 8o f ey axo controlled by the Morchant Shl.n oo Ack 1901, T do
gle cha{ter ' the Kast India 00;‘;)::‘ ;l}zidrzlvigf zslobshi]%s built and tra(llﬂ‘;ngiﬁgﬁ tl}i? 14 't],:edo
eneral in Council h o ° ritish subj 3 e of
Act, 1894 ; for the At A VN e rgpe?ledyby imph‘fﬁgﬁ Tho Mor ot Shone
1894. The India Acts and the Mergh ne:essz}nly inconsistent with theyuee h erchf"{*' S_hipping
ship built in India may be roristered ant Shipping Act, 1894, can, in la‘ o g A
registering her under the India Ait un%er botl, though there ma.’y be :,tfﬁand o b
S from registration e o the Ens.li ; ut registration under the Indi ’ Alng to be gained by
only optional, but registration und g;;hs Statute.  In short registrati ndes the Tadis Adh 1
This is evidently the view tak in the Merchant Shipping Act 1892)11. B taTly e
in the Viceregal Legislative (? n in the Indian terchant Shipping B'ﬁls D oo bean et
e Rl published. in s ouncil since 1892 (vide SectionE% g3 11 which has been pendiny .
1896). - That Bill also providez tsllllptp lil'nent o the Fort St. Geor;: G e of the. Bod Mercha,ngt
nized as British ships unless re-re etered registered under the India 1: ool o xd of March
Bl e tho chapter relatina " r§1§tire%_ under the proposed Act With?ts shall cease to be recog-
Merchant Shipping Bill). S gistration of ships comes into force (v}(ljlleoslelazt'yea% afftel‘ the date
: . ion 8 of the Indian

7. 1 should here point ou

law, and thereby several of th isi
b e tar o Britis the provisions of the Merchant Shippi
lative Council by Eectilz)rllgld’;ggs (;cx’:ﬁicermd’ by Yirtuo of thetpiglsgmg tACt? ho Vioregal ot
B otopssion ™ i section 18736 of the Statute (vide thevfis ed_ll} the Viceregal Legis-
Ch: Diitsh posesion” @ section dﬁ% the Tntorprotation Act, 168 ;ﬁmtlon of « Legislutflre ‘
registration of country craft. In thy oult o york the Statu%e in I S't?tute s et

. e meanwhile it will be exped.ieni;ni:g3 xrrlltallih ndia in res’pect Of’

e certain regulations

mol l;IIS oT an ongo: fr t tln ﬂ.t the

barthen. With referenc
- ! ! e to the deﬁ -t. gthereof for h'
given in the said Interpret i nitions of “a Briti ships not exceedi
section $C will bave torﬁéeit;zgg %;f;hle&g (52 and 53 \sliclts.},lcgoségzsmn ; and “ Goégxgng? ,fozs
Ovemor-General Witl{ y Bection 18 th 8
the , the rules under

.sState. The simplest course will
probably be to provide for the issus oF e oo ot

cates on the basis of a certificate i
of . registry under the India Acts, of such terminable certifi-

such terminable certificates to
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until the expiration of one year frem the date on which the chapter relating to

in the Indian Merchant Shipping Bill comes into operation. The advan=-

try coasting vossels not exceeding 60 tons burthen may continue to

be registered, i rdance with the rules framed under seel ion 3 of
tion will be rendered practically compulsory inasmuch as the '

gection 90, which are to take the place of certificates of

remain in force
registration of ships
tage of this will be that conn

Act X1I of 1850 Such registra
terminable certificates contemplated by
i1l be issued a8 proposed only on the bagis of 2 certificate of registry

registry ander that Statute, wil 0pose: .
of 1841 and X1 of 1850. Registration of ships exceeding 60 tons burthen will,

however, b in the manpner and according to the rules prescribed by the

Merchant Shipping Acts 1894, until the Indian Merchant,Shipping Bill is passed into law.

8. In conpection with the question of registrution of British ships, I may mention that
» gre not governed by the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894,

native boats which are not ships :
sble under India Acts X of 1841 and X1 of+1€50 which apply

T

td

e e

wmer@ | 0ugh they 87 og)tionally registr

- m—
—
==

to ships and vessels of whatever tonnage. A
9. Though I Lave expressed my opinion 0D the question of registration of ships referred to
me, yebt 1 fail to see what bearing it has upon the complaints made by Messrs. Adamson,
4 F. Harvey & Co. of Tuticorin, as to the serious deten-

Mactaggart & Co., and Messrs. A. an v i
tion caused to steamers touching that port owing to the licensed cargo boats being allowed to
:n and other local ports and not being always available for discharging

trado betwecn "l'uticorl '

cargo from stcamere. IR aragraph 8 of the Presidency Port Officer’s letter to Government,

Marine Depart ment, dated 19th January 1897, No. 646/16 G-, it is ctated that a boat, if regis-

tered under Acts X of 1841 and XI of 1850, could not ply for hire in & port. There is certainly

no authority for this assumption. . -
is duly licensed in accordance with the rules framed under

within & port, providod she 18

clause (k) of section 6 of the Indian Ports Act, 1889. In the same paragraph there is
a misapprehension of the ruling of the High Court, dated 0th April 1893, quoted in G.O '
No. 188, Murine, ated 7th June 1893. That ruling does not at all lay down that any license
is required for 8 boat plying from port to port. It only decides that a licensed boat plying
ly with the terms of the license as regards the number of passengers

for hire in a port must comply with
to be carried, though its destination may be apother port, inasmuch as it has to ply with

the passengers withi the port before going outside the limits of the port. If the ca
ft by trading from port to port, it does not seem likely that registmtion fee woﬁﬁ?l 3222:
their owners from registering the boats or re-registering them whenever there is a change of a tindal
or mascter. The cargo boats, if registered and Thoir topnage maiked according to the rules framed
ander section 3 of India Act XI of 1850, the maximum fee will be only that fixed by scction 4
of the said Act. So far as registration of ships is compulsory, it makes no difference whether the
are cargo or passenger boats plying for hire within the port or whether they trade from poit t{,
ort or do both and I entirely fail to see how by insisting upon registration whether under
?ndia Act XTof 1§50 or the Merchant Shipping Act, 1694, owners of licensed boats would be
ding frem port to port and be tnduced to ply for hire within the port only. '

deterred from tra
10. The inconvenience pointed out was formerly met by certain rules framed under clause

(%) of gection 6 of Act X of 1889, l.;ut whic)h rules in November 1893 were held ulfra pires by th

H)igh Court in the case reported 10 I.I‘J.l\.. 17, Madras Series, page 397, on the ground]thaz

under clauseé (k) of scctiont 6, the Local Goternment had suthority to make rules only with regard
: t to compel boat-owners to ply for hire; consequently the said rules

make pro

to boats pIy1ng for hire and 1o ' .
piyiRs 4 rules were pubhshed in Angust 1894 which seem to be the rules now in

were deloted, and revise :
forco. India Act 1V of 1842 which was8 enacted for the better management of boats and cata-
and which by India Act IX of 1846 was practically extended to the

marans in the Madras roads, . . 88 )
ned several useful provisions which were well suited

other ports in the Madras Presidency; contal .
to local requirements- Section 13 of the Act provided 8 penalty for demanding hire in excess of

that fixed in schedule B of the Act end section 14 provided a penalty for refusing to let on hire.
Relying upon the validity of the rules frt;med under clause (k) of section 6 of the Indian Poits
Act, 1¢89, which contained provisi . nilar to those enacted 1o Act 1V of 1842 and Act IX of

1 repeated by M .udras Act T of 1893, the said two Acts and
three cther subsequent Acts amending the same (vide Abstract of _Proceedings of the Madras
Legislative Council for 1891, prge 1% and Abstract of P_roceedmgs of the Madras Legis-
lative Council for 1893, page 5). B bsequent o the gassmg of the said repealing Act, the
Madras Iligh Court passed the decision already I ed. 1% will thus be seen that the repeal
of the said two useful Acts was by no means 8 wise step and bhas been the cause of the incon-

veniences now complained of. .
ecially the one enabling Government to fix

 11. The legality of some of the other ruies, €<pe

sates of hire from time to time, seems 88 questiunable as the rules which have been declared
ultra vires. 1f it be considered desirable to restore the sgid tW0 Acts to the Statute book, Madras
Act T of 1893 will have to be repealed and the said two Acts with the three subsequent Acts

emending the same, expressly revived [vide Madras General Clauses Act, 1891, section ¥ (a) ).
Jicensing and regulating boats should

. 12. In conclusion 1 may salso suggest that rules for
Purport to be issned nob only under the Indian Ports Act, ceotion 6, clause (k), but also under

Registration of a ship does not disqualify her to ply for hire .

L e e e
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gection 79 of the Sea Customs Act VIIT of 1878, This latter section provides for licensing and
registering & boat to ply as a cargo boat within the limits of a port and for the eancellation of

such licenses under rales to be framed in that behalf. If the rulesare issued under the combined
authority of the above sections in the two Acts, they can be given & wider scope than under
either of the two sections. I observe that the Lieutenant-Governor of Bengal has issued similar

rules under the combined provisions of sectioq 79 of the Sea Customs Act and the Indian Ports
Act (vide Appendix A, page 129) of Mr. Grimley’s Sea Customs Law of Iudia. I may draw

special attention to Nos. 16 and 18 of the said rules as having a bearing upon the matter under
consideration.

MAaDRAS,
10th May 1897.

.

OrpEr—No. 532, Marine, dated 14th June 1897,

(Signed) V. BHASHYAM AIYANGAR,

Acting Advocate-General.

In January last certain local merchants at Tuticorin complained to Government
that, in consequence o’.i hcensgd cargo boats being permitted to leave the port and
trade beyond port limits, serious detention was caused to steamers. Inquiry has

. . . y
accordingly been made into the circumstances, as well as in regard to the legal aspects,
of the case. -

9. The Government is advised that the inconvenience complained of is in some
measure due to the mercantile community leaving the supply of boats in the hands of
coutractors, who pay much below the authorized rates of hire, and do not regularly
employ all the boats in tarn.  The unemployed boats are thus driven to trade beyond
port limits. The higher receipts from such trading must

he action of boat owners also, it is thought, influence
the action of boa . !

‘

3. As regards the provisions of the law, it would appear: that there is no bar to
licensed cargo boats leaving the port and trading to other ports, and His Excellency
the Governor in Council does not consider it desirable to take any steps to restrict the
freedom of action of boat owaers in this matter. Shippers at Tuticorin and elsewhere
must, if they wish to secure a regular supply of cargo boats

N L 8 Lce , offer sufficient induce-
ment to owners to keep their boats within port limits. .

4. The opinion of the Advocate-General will be communicated to the Presidency
Port Officer, and the Government of India.in the Legislative Department. It deals

minutely with the law relating to the
% Vide Supplement to tbe Fort St ‘George registration of vessels, and may be of use
Gaszette, dated 3rd March 1896. in connection with the revised Indian
Merchant Shipping Bill ®* now before the

Viceregal Legislative Couneil.
5. Paragraphs 10, 11 and 12 of the Advocate-General’s opinion will also be re-
ferred for the remarks of the Presidency Port Officer and the Board of Revenue

(Separate Revenue).
' (True Extract.) ~ '
C & 223l

Under Secretary to Government,

v

To Messrs. Adamson, Mactaggart & Co., | with extract paras. 1, 2 and 3 of

,, Messrs. Harvey & Co., order only (in MS.)
,, the Presidency Port Officer. -

,, the Revenue Department. - ‘
,, the Legislative Department.

,, the Government of India, Legislative Department, with C.L.

JExd, T. K. Narayana Aiyangar.
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