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THURSDAY, 151'u AUGUST 1872. 

W Sepamle lJaging is given to this Pa1·t, in o,·de1· that it ?iUty be.filetl as a seliWI'ctte cumpilatio1~. 

PART V. 
PROCEEDINGS OF THE COUNCIL OF THE COVERNOR GENERAL OF tND\A. 

Abstme/. of the P?·oceeclinys of the oo~mcil of the G01JC•I'nD1' Gene.·al of T!ndict, (t8SWfiLbterL foi' 
the 1J111i'jJOSe nf 1nalciny La.ws cmd R egulat·ions 1wtcler the p1·ovisio.1.s of the Act C!l' PCiirli•J
m.enl 24· and 25 'Vic., Gap. 67. 

The Council met at Simla on Thursday, the 1st August 1872. 

P1·esent : 
His Excellency the VICEROY AND GOVERNOR-GENERAl. OE' INDIA, G.,i\1.8.1., p?'eHitling. 
His Excellency the CoMMANDER-IN-CJHEI', G.C.B., G.C.S.L 
The Honourable Sir JoHN STllACHE\', K.C.S.l. 

·The Honourable Sir RICHAUD TEMPJ.E, K.C.S.I. 
Major-General the Honourable H. W. NORMAN, C.B. 
The Honourable ARTHUR HOBHOUSE, Q.C. 
The Honourable E. C. BAYLEY, C.S.I. 
The Honourable R. E. EGERTON. 

BOMBAY REGULATION XIII. OF 1827, SECTION 34, CLAUSE 9, REPEALiNG BILL. 

The Honourable Mr. HODHOUSE moved for le:).ve to introduce a Bill to repeal Bombay Regulatiou 
XIII. of 1827;section thirty-four, clause nine. That clause provided that witnesses obliged to leave their 
homes should be entitled to an "allowance for subsistence, while so detained, not exceeding a quarter of 
a rupee per day," to be paid by the Collector to the order of the Court. This clause had never beeu 
repealed, and the result was that, so far as regarded payment of subsistence allowances to witnesses in tho 
Courts of Subordinate Magistrates, the practice in Bombay differed from that which prevailed throughout 
the rest of British India. This was obviously inexpedient, and the Bill (which had been prepared at the 
instance of the Financial Department) would repeal the clauso in question. 

The !11otipn was put and agreed tv. 

BUR~lA SPIRIT DUTY BrLL. 
The Honourable Sir R. TEMPLE said that the motion to puss this Bill had stood over in order that it. 

might be ascertained whether or not the Bill had been ·published in the B1-itisJ, Bu1wwJ, Gr~tu in 
accordance with the 17th Rule for the conduct of business. No such publica.tion appeared to hu.ve taluin 
place, but the passage Bill wa.~ urgent.ly required, and he would, therefore, ask the President to lltlllpcnd 
the rules in this case so far as they required previous publica.tion of the Bill in the local official Gazette. 

'The PREsiDENT observed that in the particular eliSe or the present Bill publica.tion was not essential. 
It enacted that.a duty should be levied on certain spiri~ at such rate as the Local Government should 
from time to time notify. But the sanction of the Government of India was expressly made a necessary 

./ preliminary to every such notification. There would, therefore, be full opportunity for considering any 
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objection that might be raised to the proposed rate. U uder these circun\stances, and co~sid:Jring the 
urgency with which the Bill was required, he decla~·ed the r~l~s suspended. ~nt the 1mpo~tanc~ of 
observing in all cases the rules laid down under the Ind1an Counclis Act w~s, to _H1s Excellency s m~nd, 
clenr, and he had given instructions that a record should appe~r on every B1ll. wh1ch can~e on for passmg, 
showing thnt the rules affecting the successive stages of the B1ll had been stnctly comphed w1th. 

The Honourable Sir R. TE~rPLE then moved that the ~ill ns amended be passed. 
The ?l{otion was put and agreed to. 

RE-IM:PORTATION OF GOODS (BURMA) BILL. 
The Houourable Sir R. TEMPLE a.lso introduced the Bill for regulating the re-importation. into 

- -British territory of goods c!eared !Lt ~angoon. for the terri~ry <?f thf/ King of Ava, and mo~ed that 1t be 
referred to a Select Comm1ttee w1th mstructwns to report m s1x "6!eks. ~e had, on movmg for leave to 
bring in this Bill, sufficiently explained its object. · 

The llfotion was put and agreed. 

OATHS AND AFFIRMATIONS_ BILL. 
The Honournble Mr. HoBHOUSE moved for leave to introduce a Bill to consolidate the law relating 

to Onths and Affinnations. This was one of that series of measures of consolidation which, commencing 
with Act XXIV. of 1867, had done so much to render the statute law of India clear and compact. The 
Bill proposed to make no change in the substance of the present law. It would merely collect within 
the compass of ll single short enactment the law regardi!1g oaths 111!d affirmations, which was now ~on
t.ained in no Jess than four Acts and seven Statutes, bes1des, he beheved, sundry fragments of RegulatiOn. 

The ~fotion was p!Jt and agreed to. · 

OBSOLETE ENACTMENTS REPEALING BILL. 
The Honourable !11r. HoBHOUSE also moved for leave to introduce a Bill to repeal certa.in obsolete 

. enactments. This Bill was one of those clearing measures which had done so much, both in England and 
in India, to reduce the bulk of the statute book. The immediate object of the present Bill was to facili
tate the prepara.tion of the revised edition of the laws relatino- to"India, which had been undert-aken by 
the Legislative Department. o • 

The Motion was put and agreed to. 

BURl\-iA COURTS ACT AMENDM'E1~T BILL. 
The Honourable !lfr. HoBHOUSE also introduced the Bill to amend Act No. VII. of 1872 (to con.

rolidate wnd a1nencl flte law ,,·elatimg to the Oou?·ts in B?·itish Bu?'?na), and moved that it be referred to 
a Select Committee with instructions to report in six weeks. His object, when he obtained lea.vc to 
introduce this Bill, wns simply to correct a mistake in the schedule to Act VII. of 1872. But Mr. Sand
ford, the Judicilll Commissioner of British Burma, had since pointed out two other defects in that Act. 
It gave no powers to the Judicial Commissioner to make rules for his own. Court and the Courts sub
ordinate thereto, regulating the qualification, admission, and enrolment of pleaders, their suspension and. 
dismissal, and the feea pllyable to them. And it did not enable the Judicial Commissioner to cn.ll for the 
re.:ord~ of cases in which the Court.~ of first appeal had wrongly refused to submit sta.temcnls under 
section thirty-five of the Act. · 

The Bill would supply these two omissiOilS as well as correct the mistake to which he (M:r. Hos
HI)USE) had ref'en-ed. 

The !l{oticin was put and agreed to. 

POSTPONEMENT OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE CODE BILL. 
The Honourable Mr. HonHOUSE, with the· President's permission, moved· for leave to introduce a 

Bill to postpone the commencement of Act No. X. of 1872, (for ngulating tlie 111'oced1we of the Oo1wt.s of 
a,;,m.inu,l J-udicatu?·e). He sa.it.l that the first section of Act provided that it should come into force 
on the 1st September 1872. But two other great bodies of law-the Evidence Act (No. I. of 1872) and. 
tho Contract Law (Act No. IX. of 1872)-would come into force on that day. It was, therefore, thought 
expedient to postpone for four months the commencement of the new Code of Criminal Procedure. The. 
Bill would simply declare that the Code should come into force. not on the 1st Se11tember 1872, but on 
the 1st January 1873. 

The Motion wa.~ put and agreed to. 
The following Select Committees were named:-
On the Bill for regulating the re-importlltiou into British territory of goods clea.red at Ru.ngoon for 

the territory oi the King of A.va-The Honourable Mr. HonHOUSE and the Mover. 
On, t.b,e ~ll t.o a.mend A:ot No. VII. of 1872 (to consolidate and ctmend the lcwJ?·elat·ing to th~ . 

Oou.rU = Bri.tiah Bu:rm.a)-The Honourable Mr. BAYLEY and the ~fover. 
The Council then adjourned .to the llith August 1872. 

WHITLEY. STOKES. 

Secretary to the Government of India.. 
Sinnla., Ute 1st Au.gust 1872. 
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