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BONIBAY GOVERNlVIENT G1\_ZETTE. 
========== 

FRIDAY, 30m JANUARY 1869. 

I 

PROCEEDINGS Of THE L~GISL.Un~t DEPA!mJr,~~NT, BOMBAY. 
The ~ollo,~ring Extract from tl~e Proceedings of the Council of tho Govemor 

of Bombay, assembled for the ptirpose of" making Laws and R egulations, under 

the Provisions of the Act of Parliament, 24 and 25 Victoria, Chapter 67, is pub­

lished for the info~mation of all ·whom it may concern:-

The Council met at Bombay on Wednesday, the 21st January 1863. 

PRESENT:-

His Excellency Sir H. B .. E. FnEnE, K. C. B., Governor and President in Council, presiding. 
The Honorable Mr. W. E. FnEnE, 
The Honorable Mr. J. D. lNVERAlllTY, 
The H01iorable The AovocATE GENERAL, 
The Honorable ~r. H. L. ANoEnso:-~, 
The Honorable Mr. W. B. TrusTnA)I, 
The Honorable lVlr. MAuHownow Vrt'TUL VrNCI!OOnKun, 

. The Honorable Mr. JucoNNATII SuNKEHSETT, 
The Honorable Mr. PnE~J ,IDHAI HE~IADIIM, 
The Honorable Mr. A. I>. RonEnTsoN, 
The Honorable .Mr. M. H. ScoTT. 

The Council proceeded to consider the Report of the Select Committee on a Bill to faci­
litate the adjustment of unsettled claims to exemption from payment of Land Revenue in the 
Districts subject to Act XL of 1852. · 

Mr. RolrnRTSON said that he tmsted, that as this Bill has now been so long before the 
public, and as its. consideration had already been twice adjourned by the Council, no further 
time might be lost in disposing of the subject. Of the muny thousand landholders affected 
by the Hill, not one had come forward, in its earliest stages, to oppose its principles, and it 
was only at'the last moment when the Bill, so far as this Uovernmcnt was concc,·ned, was on 
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the point of becomin"' la\v that a sin(l'le petit.ion which was now in the hands of the Honor­
able Members of Co~ncil had been broug·ht forward. That Petition had . been clevei:Iy put 
to"'ether; but so as to throw dust if possible, into the eyes of the Council, and to lnde, }w 
co~ceived, the real object which the Petitioners had in view; which '~as.~ot so. much to raise 
objections to the proposed scheme of Summary Settlement as to obtam, 1f possible, an annul­
ment of all the past proceedings of the In am Commission. 

The Petitioners, he said, after pr~fessing to give a short historical acco.unt n! the ~nnner 
in which the British Government acquired possession of the provinces of winch tlus PresH.lency 
consisted, asserted that on ~he downfal of the Peishw<l, a guarantee was given by the Honor­
ai.Jie Mountstuart Elphinstone to all classes that they would be continued in po~session of 
whatever vVuttuns, lnams, &c., they had possessed before the conquest; without hindrance or 
molestation. · 

· Th'e Petitioners next proceeded to· describe the rules and reo·ulations which had br.en 
passed f1·om time to time for the trial and ·n{ljudication of claims t; aliennted lands: the first 
of these Rules they showed to have been framed a11d circulated by the Honorable Mount.stuart 
Elphinstone in March 1819; thus themselves provino· that the colouring which they desired 
to gh'e to the Proclamation of 1818, was illusive. · Itwus·clcar not only from the.se Rt~les; but 
from the Regulations No. 1: of 1823, and No. XVII. of 1827, both of which wet·e passed 
under the Goveniment of the Honorable lVI. Elphinst.one that. he had never intE>nded to continue 
alienations ofi the"Government Revenue without due inquiry as to title, and that what he (Mr. 
Hobertson) had pn~vi.nusly had ,the honour of stating, namely, that the Government had alwnys 
reserved to itself a right of inquiry, was strictly accurate. Such a right had in fact never been 
for a moment abandoned. · 

The· Petitiont>rs lastly attempted to prove the injustice nud iniquity .of Act. XL of 1852, 
nnd concl1.1ded by making seven Jistinct requests Ol' pr~yers. · As the justice however of Act 
XI. of 1852 was not tl)e question befo1·e the Council, l1e would not needlessly- take up its 
time by discussing that question, uor if he might so speak, would he by following this false 
sct>nt assist' in mislf!ading the Honorable Membe1·s•from the real object in hand, which wa~ 
hy passing the Bill, now before the Coui1cil, to virtually supersede the llll!,Ch-abnscd-Act of 
1852, antl thus in efl'ect to comply with the first .prayer · of the Petition. By losing sight of 
this object and rejecting. the l3i~l they would· be undoiug a)l that .h:ld been doue in anticipation of 
:its provisions, and would, be infiicting in point of fact the severest possiule blow upon th~ :r~eti- . 
tioncrs and others siruO<!rlY circumstanced, by' tl11·owing- them ·.back for. the determina.tion of 
their tit.les upon what thry denounced as the hprsh ' an(J injurious . rules ·o(Act XI. of 1852. . . . . 

.. (1·' . • 

The-second pr~ycr of t.he P~!iLion was, that the same rate of compron'l!sc should b:;) offered 
to the holdm·s of aht·uated land. m the'De9c, n, 1\handeish, ~nd he Southern 1.\tl uratha CounttJ, 
as had bce'U offered to stlch lqndholdcrs : in Guja:rat and th~ Concan. The reasons however 

. whiq_h "lmd ind.uced "the Government to concetle to thi latter class ~ IUOI'e favoural)Je rate of 
· compromise than. tl1e form.er, he had already ex"jJiaiqe.d to he· that in the Decc:nl and the 
Southern Mut·atha Country' the. inte1·ests of the Slate' in re"'ard or· alienated lands had from 
the first acquisition of t,1at part of t.he Presidency beeh rno.d . closely watched, and the rio·hts 
of9ovornment rilore strictly eti(orced than: ih (.1ujurat: o ·wit'lg aiso to the ' preservatio~ of 
the valuable State Records of the :Peislnva's Government,. the British Govenfment was in 
nyositio? to press those .riglits w.ithout ' risk of ~ljusti?e more closely than in ~he. oldct• pro­
\11tkcs; m reg·ard to winch such carefully preserved records of the former Govcmments had 
uot fallen into our.hands. _ The. "proposed settlement wfts a coni promise, anti there w·as ""Ood 
reason for sayiug that .such 1\ comprorni.e as i he Bill provided, was a much"n10re ralnalile c~nsi­
d'e!·ution to claimauts of rei~t:fl·ee' land iu tl.te Deccau,;~ontl~cm l\inratl.a Country, anti Khan­
deish, than to those of Gu.1urat U(Id the .Conca1l. I he e;cueral acceptance in fact of the 
proposed comprollli:;e by tlse alic.ners. in the forme•· distt·icts showed clearly that they 
cou~idcred it one by which their interests would. not be prejudiced. · .-:. 

• . With reg?I:? to the third prayer, it' would he ~nflicicnt to state, that .tit~ Regulations to 
winch .the Pcut.wners r<fcrred,_had never Lccu appl1ed to the adju~Jication of titles to alienated 
lauds. m the D~!ccan, h.!JandCJsh ami Sonthem Mmatha Conut.ry. The request, he would 
~ubmit th~t·efore, w_as one, wllicl! harluo' real re.ferencc to the Dill before tile Council. It was 
11~ fact e~tlrely bestu~ the qt~cst wn; for'th~ object pr~posed to be attained by the Bill was to 
gwe ~ 1mlder .alternative agamst the operatwll, not of the Laws anc~ Htgulations of another 
?rovmce, but of tho:e wh_ich were at. J?re:ent iu force, u_ml .!J~, wl•ich tl1e claims of the Peti­
ltoners would !Je det•Ided m a gTeat maJonty of cast's preJntllcmlly. to their interest:>. 

I' 
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1:he fourth pmyer was specifically directed agaiust provisions of Sections X. and XL of 
the l3Iil. In a measure of thi~ sort it was natural that opinions should have differred as to 
whether the acceptance of the settlement should be left optional or nut.. There we•·c many 
reasons why in such a scheme of compromise no option should •he allowed ; but it had been 
finally determined as fairc1· to the alienees that liherty to claim a regular investigation of title 
should be permitted 011 the understanding that the bmthen of proviuo· his title should rest on 
the claimant who rej ected the very liberal terms of compromise by "'wldch the Government 
would, upon the whole, be a considemble loser, and the ln1ulholders considerable gainers. In 
this rule he (Mr. Robertsou) could sec neither injust.iec uor hardship, especially as it had been 
provided in the I3ill that any claimant demanding an \nquiry into his title should be allowed 
the Lenefit of any evidence in his favom to be found in the records of t.he preseut CH' of any 
former Government in the custody of Officers of the Govemment: A provision which had 
be•m made even more filVourable to claimants Ly the addition to it at the last meeting but one 
of t:hc Council, of a clatise himlincr the Officers of Government to search for and produce such 
evidence on application made to tlwm. This addition, he mightJ observe, dispo;;ed also of the 
fifth prayer of the Petition. · 

The fixth prayer did not apply to the holdings whici1 formed the su~jcct of the Dill; 
but was a reques t. that its provisions might be extendl'd to those hohl.ers of alienated land::~ 
whose daims had been tried and rPj ected by the Inam Cummi~sion. This, it appc:arcd to him, 
was a quest ion entirely for the con~ideration of the Executive Govcmment, .and had already ' 
been disposed of by the Executive Government unfavouraLly to Petitioners. !twas obvious 
indeed that the demand for compromise ·came too late when c•miYcting cl'aims had been 
already decided upon, and to concede that demamf in the present instance, would be to run 
counter to the first principles of all sound leg·islation, and especially to this I3ill, by rcvivin~ 
settled disputes and 1:enewing litigation which (,lovernment was willing to make large sacrifices 
in order to preven~. 

The seventh pmyer related to a question, which it belonged to the Executive Govern­
ment alone to dispose of. As he had obser\'ed with regard to thq third praye1·, so he might 
say of this, that it was one lying apart from the :;cope of the present Bill, t.he o4ject of which 
was the .scttl~ment of unadj udicate.d .clai,ms and not the renewal of years of litigation and all 

. it:; att?ntlant eyils, 

.. Mr. MAoHownow Vn'TUL VINcnoomwn said that, on reading rhe Petition letter by letter 
and with due regard to justice; it would be found that all the statements contained the1·ein 
were correct. He was therefore fully of opinion thai. the Petition shou·ld . be complied with; 
and that provisions ih accordance therewith should be embodied in the Bill. By doing this, 
the hundreds of persons who had been ruined by the arbitrury proceedings of the Inam Com­
mission would be placed within the reach of justice. No1· was this all. The considerateness 
and generosity of our Government would become known to the people. 

Pcrhnps it might appear that the Petitioners had extended their statl•ments in the peti­
tion to a great length and that thei•· praye1· was diHlcult (of compliance). But they had 
resorted to thi~ measure through sheer necessity, because a severe enactment was going to be 
passed for being enforced upon them. And their request also was consonant to justice. 

If the several requests preferred by the Petitioners appt'ared difli.cult (of compliance) to 
the HonoraLle .Members of the Council, and if they (wished to) pass the Bill as it was, he was 
of opinion that the foilowing statemeuts made by hi1n might be taken into consideration, ami 
the Petitioners be allowed son1c relief (benefit). 

• On the authority of the Bengal dmft (i. ~. the Bill read before the Lcgislati1•e Council 
at Calcutta) notices had bceu issued to 1.hc people, and the decision for receiving the Chow­
thaee and ~uzzurana fi'Orn them had uecn confirmed. Ou taking iuto cousidcmt.iou the 1·cal 
state of the p<'oplc of this Country, it would be found that some par1ie~ possessed valid 
proofs and. documentary evidence in support of legal e11juymcnt, wh.ich were sufficient to 
enable them to demand a trial. But simply through stupidity, iguumnce, ami other causes, 
they had remained quiet without denmndiug a trial. Secondly, there Wi!S a slight diflercncc 
between the India Bill and the present Deccan Inam Hill. At that time every . Government 
Officei· had explained to the fleoplc the India Bill, and as this Uill had beeu alte,l'etl, a fUI·ther 
provision .>houlc.l Lc added to Section XII. of the present llill to the cHcct that immediately 
after it hud becornc law,. notifications shonld be published at every village and Govcl'!lmeut 
office, and that if those who wished to dl'maud au inquiry, should prc~cnt pditious to the 
Zillah Collector.s within six months from the clute of the promulgation of the notifications, 
quit-rent ~nd 1\'uzznrana should not be levied fwrn the petition('I'S aiHl a trial aud adjudication 
would take place. 
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Some altcrat.ion shonhl be made in Sections X. and XL of the Deccan Inam Bill. There 
\Vas a provision to the cfl'cct that proofs f,·om the records of Government s!lonld be rend ered 
available from time to time to prove the title of the party claiming exempllon from payment 
of land revenue. This provision should be strengthened, and the clai111ant shoul~l not be 
prevented from furnishing other proofs. For it was very unju st ami cruel not to rece1~·e proofs· 
ofieretl by a puny. If the t~-yi~g· auth~ri1y! fo~· an? just grou!1d, consi.dered tl~e evHlence ~o 
be impropt'J", there was no O~Jectwn ~o Ius reJecting 1t! ~nd to h1s reconl111g the 1 cason of ~uch 
rejection. But to throw an obstacle 111 the way of rccCJvmg proofs was tantamount !o oLst1 net­
in.,. the course of justice. The people would abo be losers for nothing·. Alt~ratwus should 
th~refore be made in the Sections he had mentioned, and additions on the subject should be 
made to those Sections. 

Section IV. of the Bill provided that on t.he pnymcnt, hy holders of lands decl~1rcd here-
ditai·y, continuable by Act XI. of 1852, of a N uzznmna at the rate of one anna for each Rupee, r-; 
those lands should become private property. This was a propel' pllovision. But in the ev~nt 
of the non-payment thereof it was stated that, at the time of continuing the holdings .to he~rs, 
a Nuzzuraua equal to o11c ;md two years' assessment should under Rules A and U ol SectiOn 
V. be received iuto the Sirkar. Th.is provision only \nts not p1·ope1·. ~o mention of Nuz-
zurana had lieen made iu the Act XI. of1852, und er which decrees and orders ha~l bee11, passed. 
Nor did the decrees o1· orders contain a11y statement on the 'subject. It appeared. altogether 
imp~·opc1· to disturb pro~ecd ings which had taken place in accordance wi.th a previO.us enact-
ment. If the holder refused to pay Nuzzurana the IIJam should be contmued, to !11m under 
\the terms of the decisi01. lin·mr:rly 'passed,_ or when he or his heir presented a petition with the 
object of h;~ving the holtliugs couvertcd il1to pl'ivate prope1:ty, . it shoult! bu s.ubjectcd. to the 
naymeut of Nuzzurnna, and he should be allowed the benefit ol t.!Jc hold1ug; bemg conlmtwd to 
him a~ private propert:y. But to receive into the Sirkar under Section V. Nnzzurana equal to 
one and two years' assessment, nnd tlu~rcby inflict a hardship upon him in con scqu~uce of his 
not having· agreed to the payment of the above Nuzzuraua, was nut proper . . AlteratiOn should 
therefore be made in this Sectitln also. 

Clause 1, Section VII. of the Dill Jll'o'>ided that the holders who demanded a tri al and 
adjudication of tlJeii' title should be requil'(·d to deposit a ~um and give a security. .A_ll hold­
ers were nnt men ol' property, or in ;diluent circum~tanues. l\u1' couhl they pay money when 
required to do so . Security from them would therefore be suflicicnt. To this effect an alter­
ation should be made in the al.Jovc Scctiou. 
·· Section II. uf the Bill provided that an nnnual guit-rent, equal to one-fourth, and a Nm:­
zurana calculated at one anna for each Rupee of the assessment ~hould be levied fi·om the people. 
This was i1 very g1·eat burden upon them. A~reeably to the 1·ate fixed by the Second Bill on 
the holders of rent-f1·ee lands in Gnjarat and the Koukun, a quit-rent calculated at one-eig hth 
or two anuas for each Rupee, and a Nuzzurana equal to one anna of each Rupee of t.he annual 
assessment should be ueclared payable. An alteration to this effect should be inade in this 
Section. 

Clause 2, Section VJII. of the Dill provided that lands hehl on l.Jehalf of religious o1· 
charitable institutions should, if not already inquired into, be subject to the payment of a 
quit-rent equal to four aunas of each Rupee of the assessment. As this payment had reference 
to Bindoo gods ami charitable institutirms, it should be entirely discontinued. 

Section XVI. should !!Ontain a provision to the l'lfect that., in the event of a party who paid 
a quit-rent equal to Jour aunus, and a Nuzzurana equal to one anna of each Rupee, refusing 
to pay the full amount of the quit-rent and Nuzzurana according to the former rate of 
assessment of his land, it sl10uld be lawf'ulf(ll· au Oflicer of Govemment to enter upon t-he• 
land ftH' the purpose of making a measuremcut only. 

When the Honorahle 1\-lr. Robertson had recommended the present Inam Bill at one ' 
of the mectiligs of the last Session of the Council at. Poonn, he had stated that 'the subject of 
rendering more valid the claims in cases in which the continuance of holdiugs for one or two 
generations only had been guaranteed, was under the consiueration of Govemment. Agree-
ably to this assurance the provisions which might have been formerly made for the con­
tinuance of lnams for one 01: two geuera tions should be embodied in the present Bill, and it 
should be pl'Ovitled that a quit-rent and Nuzzuraua should be received from the party, and 
that his lnam should become private property. ' 

· Tht• AuvvCATE G J;X!WAI. said that, on a J'Gfl•reuce to the former Acts and Re.,.ulations, 
he found that the onu.~ profw.ndi was noli in all instances thrown on the claimants 

0
of alien­

ated laud. For' example, in Sections lll. and IV. of Act XI. of l8ii2, and Rutes A and B of 
the same enactment, he found it laid down that the prc~umption was to be taken in favour of 
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~ claimant in possPssion. In the pre~ent Bill, on the other hand, the onus prnbanrli \TIIS in · 
every case thrown on the possessor claiming the continuance of his holcling. Tiel! parties, it 
seemed to him, who did not succeed in establishing theic· t.itles undc·r this 13ill, ought nnt on 
that account be deprived of the benefits they enjoyed under Act XI. of 1852. The rules 
of' t.he latter enactment. had, lee apprehended, been f'nmH:•d after lung· and careful con~ideration 
of the subject. If claimants were tied down to the lnam rules for proof of their till<'~. they 
ought also to rec~ive the b(•Jwfit of those rult·s in the cases in which pre~cription was allowed 
to count in fanmr of the po~scssor of land. . · 

The Pnc;smENT said that the Petition could only be practically dealt with ns gh·ing rise 
to some speci6c motion of amendment; and of such a motion notice ought to be given. H., 
pointed out that justice had not been done to the motivE's of the Government in creati'll"' the 
lnam Commission and in pas~ing Act X I. of 1852; that the Petition used tenn5 (frech~der, 
&c.) which inaccurately describ~·d tlcc position of fnamclars a·nd gave an erroneoLis account of 
the custom of loi·mer Govemments in dealing with them, and of the proceeding~ of om owu 
Government in this respect. lie described t.hc waut of real security lor the Juamdar under 
former Govcmmeuts 11nt.l their lavi :>lnwss in couferring lnums on ~mworthy recipients, especi­
ally under the last Peishwa, and pointed out that inquiries into rent-free tenures were dit·ectcd 
by Mr. Elphinstonc immediately after the couqucst of the Deccan, and were imperatively 
culled for by ju,;ticc t.o the community, as well as in the interests of the lnarndar himself, 
'vho was subjected to perpetual extortion as long as his precise ri~hts were not inquired into 
and defined. This licst in f~tct was one main reu>on for the con~titution of the lnam Com­
mission, which was inteuded to Lc as much a protection for the hone_it h11lder as for the inter-
ests of the Government. ~ · 

. 13ut wlcile it was only dn e to the origiuatol:S ·of ti1e Iunm Commission to deal \\'ith these 
facts, he was glat.l that .Mc·. iVIadhowrow Vittul's hu · iness-likc statement had been fll'Cseutcd ro 
the Co un cil. l_t \\'Ould be better, h e thought, to consider the Sections objected to by the 
Honorable il'lernber one by one; and also those to which the Advocate General had oltil'cted. 

Mr. Roor::RTSoN had no objection to ofl'c r to this course. It 
The PnF.StoENT said that Mr. Mat.lhowrow Vit:tul 's remarks on Section II. amounted to a 

nroposnl of amendment by chan ging the quit-rent ·to he paid to Government under thati ·, 
:::iection from one·fonrth to onc-eig-.ltth of the total assess ment. .dt 

Mr. RoBtm-rsoN sa id that about forty thousand holders had accepted the settlement; '' 
twen ty -five thousand hacl rect·ivecl suunuds f)·om Government; and these landlhodct·s had ~1~ ·· 
ready paid· six iustalments quit-rent under that settlement. To distnd.J an arrangement •Slf ' 
h~ppily and successively efl'ect cd would be to unsettle men's minds, to foster a litigious spi~a~:· 1 

and .to encoumge new and more extravagant demands. '· ·:I 
!Vfr. J\lh onownow VrnuL V1NCI·JOORKUR snid that as to the , appn•lwnsion Mr. Rohert~Q~·~ ; 

· had cxpresoed of' the ~m~etLi emcnt ~I' men's minds, there was no feat·. that tlce change l~e ; b~~~ ­
propo~ed would occaswn any uneasmess. No landholder would ohJeCt to tile reductum : 91 , 
his quit· rent by one half. :': · .:·~ ; 
. Mr. Jur:ONNATII S uN KUHSETT sa id that though the settlement had been accepted 1;.}1 ,;;~·., 
many landholders, and though it was stated here that they had paid up si x instalments . he 
was not certain, from what he had heard out-of.doors, that these payments had not .~,~lt~r,, , 
been forced !han vo~untary. ,, ··: ·n: : 

The c1uestion was tlten put., that the words" a quit·rent cqua! to one-fourth of thc,as~ess-
• . I l l . l . I t f h ' " . " ~ent" be expunged, anu t1c _wons " a qmt·l'cnt cqua to one-tng1t1 o t e asses_:;:"lcn~,;,, 

~ Inserted. · 
'J'he Council divided:- · .'I~ -

Ayes-3. 
Honorahle Mr. M .-IDHownow Vrr-ruL, 
Honuraule Mr.JuooNNATH SuNKERSF.TI, 
Hunorable Mr. Pm:;)!ADIIAI HEMADHAI. 

Noes-7. 
IIonoraLie Mr. r 111mB, 

Honorable Mr. LEWIS, 
Honorable Mr. ANDERSON, 
llonorahle Mr. lNvJmAuiTY, 
Ilouorable Mr. HooEnTsoN, 
Honorable Mr. TnnmtAli, 
Honorable Mr. ScoTI. 

' · . ... ,. 
. :u ... 

The motion therefore was lost. , . ~- · ::·: : ; : 

Mr. Fmmr:: moved the i~sertion of ~he _words" of five annas i~ the .rupee" ~(!~:~~: nord 
" Government" in the 21st lme of the Sectwn, but afte1· some d•scuss1on he ~~I_th~r~w: phc 
amendment. · 
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. The PRF.Smi;NT said that .the remarks of Mr. Madhowrow Vitt.ul Vincl10orkur Qn Scc.t:~~s 
IV. and V. :unonnlc:d to a proposal to amend llw f(ll·mer by omit1 ing the. wor~s " are to I?, 
the Gth line, and the sut,stitntiou fo1· them of the wurds " may at the optwn ol the holder. 

On this amendment the Council divided :-

Aycs-6. 
Honornl•le Mr. lNVERAiUTY, 
Honorable il'li·. ANnEnso:-<, 
Eonoruhlc Mr. iVL\DuOWilOW VITTt;I., 
Honorable ~1r . .TuGONNATll SuxKEBSETT, 
Honorable Mr. Pn!>MABHAilh~IABliAI, 
Honorable Mr. HonEHTSON. 

J.Yocs-4. 
Honorable Mr. Frunu.:, 
Hor.oralde Mr. LEWIS, 
Honorable Mr. '!'nrsTr.,ur, 
Houorallle Mr. ScoTT. 

The amendment was therefore carried. 'r; 
The Pr.r:.SJDJ,NT then asked what specific amendment Mr. Madh·owrow Vittul would move 

in Srction V. " · 
Aifr. MAn;rownow VrTT:JL said that in Rule B of that Section the exaction of two years' 

as~e;osment was harsh and oppre,-sive. [! e would 1'novc its reduction lo one .Year's assessment, 
which was a suHlci<"utly heavy. duty to levy on any transfer. lt. mi.g!Jt happen tha_t by two.or 
three dtat.hs and transfer'! fun r ot· fiv e .yeurs' assess.neut migl1t be takeu in a stug·le year. 
\Vhcrcas riot more than one year's ass~ssmcn t ought in any case be taken. 

The PnESWilNT ~aid t.hat •mi<Yht be remedied by a provision that the N uzzurana should be 
levied but ouce in u sinf;'"le year~ which · ,~ ith the concurrence 'of the Honor;iblc l:VIember he 
wouhl put , . . 

.i\'f1:. J\L~Dil0\'1110\\; Vrrrur. a•sented , and Mr . .JuaoNNATH StJNKI·:HSETT moved !he addition 
that the N ~1zzen:ma should be t:1ken by instalments. · · 

iYir. HonEIITSON said that if tlti~ tn ntion w0re pressed, he should move . .the omission of 
the Sectiou altogether. · 

i\Tr. A NDI·:nsoN wid that. lhou o·h the con1mnf·ation of claims of Government on the occa­
~ion of succc·ss iou ~ a11cl tran::fcrs int~ one of a sm•dl yeaJ"Iy payment. .was don bt.IC!>S beneficial to . 
the landhuhh:r~, y..-t the payment of the occasillnul rather th•m of the permanent Nuzzurana 
was what mau_v lnamda1·s would think more consonant to their dignity. It was 011 this 
IJ;I'OUnd that he had voted for the nmendment. of the fourth Sect inn, but though he had cou-

. ClliTed in tl1 e nm•·ndmeut nf tln:Jt Section, he 1hought that while the option sliould be left to 
the l:llldlloldeJ" of p:ty ing t· iLII CI' an ann ual o1· occ·asional Nuzzurana , no cncourag·cment should 
he held out to him lo chose the latter ratlwr llnm the former. In the unusual case of two or 
three Nuzzuranas btling due wi1hin using!<:! year, the payer of the lust one might come before 
Governnwnt J,y pctit.iou, wldc:h it was cc• rtain would recei1·e due consideration. The right, 
l10wevcr, ofcollt•cLiug fifty N uzzmanas if necessary inn year ought. not to be abandoned, because 
having el«·cted one course as on Llw whole the 111ost favorable to them. landholders ought to 
take it without il s altcudant disadrantages. By adopting· t.he mnewlment the Act would be 
encumbered with several provisos. 

The P,: m• rllF. N'I' said that the amendmen t was prcn·iding· fo1· a case of n~ry rare occurrence, 
and if Iuamdars cousidcred it in any ,\•ay advantageous to them, and if it would take away 
any appearaucc of lmrslull"ss frum the Section, he thought its adoption advisable. 

The C(IICStion was tlwn ·put that Clause 1 be amended by the addition of the following 
prov~o:- · 

"Provided thnt in the e1·ent of more than nne succession or transfer occurring within 
" t~rd vc· moulhs, such occasional .!.'1 uzwrana or sueccssion or t ranstcr shall not be 
"lcriable more f.hau once." 

The Council divided:-

Ayes-7. 
Houornhle J\'11-. FnERE, 
Honorable 1\fr. L~::wis, 
Honorable 1\lr. TtuSTllA)f, 

Honorable !1111-. lVL\ouowliOI\ V JT'J :·L, 
Honorable Mr. J t:CONNAT.u ;:~1 xz~u::wrT, 
Houorable 1\1 1". Pn:rr.~UDIIAI U L~! .1 ~m,u, 
Honorable Mr. ScoT"r: 

Nocs-3. 
Honorahle JV1r. INVEHAHITY, 
Honorable M1·. ANDEnsoN, 
Honorable Mr. Ron~::nTSoN. 
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The question 1ras then put that a further pro1•isii uz added to the Clause:-

"Provided also that it shall be at. the option of the holder of the land to pay such oeca­
'' sional Nm.zmana in one sum or hy annual instalments not exceeding onc-fout·th of 
'' the whole N uzzuraua per annum." 

The Cuuncii dividet.l :-

A!)es-7. 
Honorable Mr. Frn:nE, 
Honorable l\h. Lewrs, 
Honorable l\1 r. Ttus'f tunr', 
Honorable lVI 1' . M .1 DHownow VtTTHL, 
Huuorable iVIt·.JucoxNAni f.iuNKEllSETl', 
Hnnomlde i\'f r. PR!DlAD!IM HE~IAUFIAI, 
Honorable iVlr. ScoTT. 

These amendments were therefore cal'l'ied. 

iVoes-:.3. 
Houoral.l e i\'lr. hlvErtAilll'Y 
l:Iqnot•ablt~ l\'lr ANtmnsoN, ' 
f-lunora b!<;: }I r. RonEHTSuN. 

Mr. RommTsoN said that finding· I he sense of the Council ~o strongly in fiwour of the 
arnemlmcnts proposed in the Section, he woul.cl not pre:;s fur its omission. 

The Section as an;ended was theu put and carried. 

The Pnr-:s mE;~~T saicl that the next Section to whi<!'h i\'It·. iVTudhowi~w''s remarks applied 
was the seventh, nnd efl'ect would be given t.o the l·louoraL.Ie uwmbet·'s iutention by changing 
the 1\"0I'cling of the s~ction, SO as to all!lW security to be taken instead of a deposit uf oue­
fourth of the assessment. 

·· Mr. FnEtltl said this 1rould he accompli;;hcd by- the omission of the words uetwcen the 
word "reqnirecl" iu the 6th line, and the word "to" iu the Hith line of the Section, :mel of 
the words" remaining: three-founhs thereol'" in tlte 17th line, ami the substitution for the 
lat.ler of the words "assessment of the land," aml by corre;;puudiug changes in other parts 
of the tieetion. 

These amcud ments were thNt put., the Council di.vided:-

AfJCS-5. 
Honorable Mr./INDF.rtSON, 
Houorable Mr. i\io~ouownuw VITrur., 
Honorable Mr.J uooNNATI! :SuNK tmst,Tl', 
Honnmhle Mr. l'i! tD!.\UllAL ll~;)L\IltiAt, 
Honorable i\1r ScoTT. 

J.Voes-5. · 
Honorable Mr. FnEnF., 
H•morahle Mr. lNvr.ll.\HlTY, 
Houorable Mr. TursTnAM, 
Ilonurahle Mr. Lr.wrs, 
Honorable iVl r. ltoumt'fSON. 

The uumbe1· being even, the PnEsiDENT voted in favour of the amendm~nls, which were 
th<.! rcl'ore carried. 

The Pnv.smE:·lT sair\ that the next Section rcmarkccl on by ~'lr. IVI:ulhowrow was Ser:tion 
Vll I., nnd t:lte proposals of the IIonoraiJie member amounted to a rnotiou to olllit Clause 2 
of the Section. 

Mr. Ro!llmrsoN said that t]JC ohj l'ct of the Bill being to stay litig•tliou nn1l to remove 
donbt with rcg;ard to titles, th e compromise it li c·ld unt was as applicalolc lo property held as 
the endowntcutof temples <~S to any othc:·. The last Prislnva H:~t'C'J'ao's p;i fts to temples had 

:--: been as in·"g·ulm· as ar y others, ami 1rcre of cour.-;c equally op('ll tv ia rl'dry. 

Mr .. TuGoNNATH Su~r<r: nsF.TT said that the expenses of many temple> (·quallctl the whole 
income, and if any part was taken a way the services could no longer be pcrl'urm~d. 

l\Jr. A:wr::nsoN said that the ar~umcnt from expenses 11·as not rnure applicahle to temple 
cn.Liowments t.han to private prop~rt.y. 

Mr. NLumo~vtcow VITl'tJL VcwuoonKUll said that lw wi~hed less than one-fourth the 
u:;sessment tu be taken in such cases on account of the rcli e;i .• us character of the: cntlowmcnt. 

Mr. Pmm111 >UI H1DBDI-I:II cousiJcred that tl.is should be ooncctlcd on the same 
p1·inciple upon wltich the Income Tt~x was rcmlttctl in smll cusl!S. 
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Mr. MAnHownow Vn-rUI. then moved the suhstit.ution of the word "one-eighth" for 
"one-fourth" in lines 7 and 8 of Clause 2, Section Vlll. 

The Council divideu :-

Ayes-3. 
Honorable Mn. J\LIDnownow VITTIIL, 
Honorable Mr. JuGONNATII SuNrom~ETl', 
L-:Ionorablc Mr. PREMDHAI HJDIADHAI. 

.Nocs-1. 
Honora hie 'Mr. Frir.nr., 
Honorable i\'Ir. INVE HARITY, 
Honoruble Mr. LEWIS, 
Honorable ~Ir. ANDEHS<J:\', 
Honoral,le M 1·. ScoTT, 
Honorable Mr. TmsTHAU, 
llouorable i\'Ir. HonEnTSON. 

'I he AuvocATE G1;NEHA!. said l1c· would inove the omission from Clause 3 of the word~ 
"wl1ich pn·vent<•d the trans:fer ol'lauds form in"' the endowmeuts of reliu·iuus institutions" which 
tied up in mort111aiu a cousidcra hl e fl\•rtiun of the land of the cotint.l~'. It would he impos­
sible under the Bill fur 1!1e manag~rs of temple ·projJerty to tnwsfer it even when most fur the 
advantage of the Institutions., 

Mr. JuGoNNATii .SuNKEIIS"1"r said that if power were h·ft to the mnnagc·rs to transfer the 
property, they would ft'C'CJUeutly make away with it altogether. They uug!Jt uot to possess 
the power w4ich they were very likely to .almse. 

The PnESIDENT s~id that the ClauSe as it stood appeared to do more "than exempt such 
lands from paymeut of' Nuzzurana or transfer. It t.ied up the l;•nd f'or Her t·vcn though the 

• charitable or religious object Ol' ev~n the religion itself like 13huddism in India slwulu have 
come to an cud. 

The Anvoc,\T" GP.NERAJ .. said that the Clause was open lo the fur ther o~jection that the 
term " ·charitable iustiruLions" as interpre ted by uali\'C conceptions iuclnded vastly g-reater 
uurnber <?f objccls t:hau in the English acceptation of the term. He did not see wl1y this great 
quautity of land liable to con~taut increase should, any more than otlH·r lands, be tied up 
against transfers. 

The ADVOCATE GENEHAL then moved the omission of tlHJ words follo;ving "~hall not be" 
in the 4th line to the cud of the Cluuse; nnd the insertion of the words" sttl•ject to payment 
of uny .Nuzzurana ou account of such lands." 

The Council uividcrl :­

A.tJcs-1. 
Tile Aovoc,,•rr. GENERAL. 

The amendment was thus lost. 

Noa.>-9. 
Honorable i\h. Frrcmg, 
Houoncble JVh. INi'EtL\H ITY, 
Honomhle Mr. TniSTI!AM, 
Honorable i\11'. ANDEnsoN, 
Honorable Mr. NIADHownow VrtTur., 
Honoraule Mr. JuGoNNATH SuNKEHSETT, 
Honorable Mr. Pnrl~BDitAI 1-lEMA ilHAr, 
Honorable Mr. ::)coT'r. 
Honorable i\'lr. lionmTso.-.. 

Tlw Aovoc.tTil GENEtJAr. iuqni1·ed with regard to Section X . why the onus ]JI'Oband-i 
should Ul' thrown upon the holders of lund claiming exemption frunc Gnve1·nm~nt rent. 
Their titles w.oukl have t.o be prov<'d under Act. XI of 1852, and I hey ought. therefore to have 
the teudit of the rules provided uy that Act ,vhcuev~r they were udvantngcous to them·. 

!.VIr. UonERTSON said that the Act reft•JTed to had ·heen pas~ed uot to. continue or ascertain 
rights previously enjoyed by the Inamdars, but to gi,·e them : the benefit of certain rule:; 
un~er Jmrticular conditions, if their cases should he adjudicated on by the Inam Commission. 
Defore ,t .l,~t . ,Aet !'~~ r,ass~.~ t.l1~ holuers of ali('nated land had bee~ bon~d to .f>rove their title 
~!f&'i_n~~· ~o-y~rillli.~nt, .as),n . , ~,,~·lan,d ;\hey, '~oul1l be bound to prove ~~ agamst the Crown. 
Jhcrl· ong'maq ngllls.haa no't' uehn· althred ' hy Act XI. of 1852; and rf now they did not 
choo~~ ~.<?,J ac~~J.lt 1 1th~ .. ~P.!!!Pl'<!!ll~~ . ,o,ffel'fH:bY J.\I~e !~ill, j .~IH:y..,"'iglHtft~:ir;ly be thrown back on 
th~W· orrgmal rrghts, ima rcqui1:e~. ~q nroy.<; tl~e ! tifl~ ~ w)lich.,\~·ey11<r~s,c;He:di : ,l:L/l ,, .... . 

( 

.. 
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The AovocATE GENERAL said that. he did not see .the force of this reasoning. He could 
uot understand why, b;cause P.eople d1d not choose to accept the compromise offered by Go­
vernment, they should be depnved of the rights they had cnioyed alto,.cther ante1·ior to the 
'Bill. J "' 

Mr. Fn~>nE said that the Government was sacrificin..,. a Iar"'e portion of its· rights a~d 
. b " " ' that something must m reason e conceded on the other side. 

The AuvocATg GENEIUL said that if Government dealt with the Inamdars as one 
body this would be reasonable, but in fact Government . did not profess tu deal ·with them 
as a class, but held out an ofi'er of compromise to each individual lnamdar. He could not 
see why any such Inamdar merely for refusing .the offer should be dcprh·ed of a statute right 
which he had possessed for several years. · 

· lVIr. RonERTSON said that this view of the subject had received full consideration. Tho 
fJUestiou had been much controverted as to whether an option should IJc •allowed at all lu 
lnamdurs. There were many argumeuts in liJVom· of making tile proposed settlement com­
pulsory, !Jut in the end it was determined that an option might be allowed·, hut only on the 
condition that tl1ose who did not accept the seuh•mcnt off~r<:d by Gol't•rmnent ahould tall 

- back 10 their original position. 

The AuvocATE GENmuT. said that under 1his explanation he would not press his proposed 
amendment. • 

The PnnswENT snid that ·iVTJ-. l\rladhowrow Vi~;,tul's rcm:;,.k~ or:- Clause 12 Secti•;n X I. 
amounted ,to a motion for the omi~sion of 1hat. provi sion which required the custody of an 
officer of the l31·i1ish Guvernmmlt as the condition of receiving public docnm<•Hts as evidence. 
The reason asigncd for tl1is proposal wtis tlwt· though a dillcrcut rule prevails now, fvnner 
Governments allowed many public documents to rcmain in 1he hmuls of their ollict•rs who had 
transmitted them to theil· descendants. · 

Mr. RoUJmTSoN said that the object of the provision was to prevent forgery and fraud. 
Notices had been issued uuder Act XL of 1852 that all documents of this description were to 
be brought in and delivered tlp to the officers of Guvcmment. A vast uumher had been given 
up, ami if such a document were now brought from unauthorized custody, the 1wesumptiou 
was very strong against its genuiuenc;,~. 

lVh. AN DEIISON said that on principle no available evidence ongh t to be excluded 'merely fill 
the chance of its proving in some instonces spurious. The evidence in auy g·i1•cn instance 
might nut be of mnch weight ; but thnt was a question for the Court, which should not be 
prevented from lookiug at it by any rule of law. 

Mr. FttERF. said the effect would be comparatively unimportant, as by the ordinary rul~s 
of evidem:c uo public document would be admitted unless it came from the proper cu~tody. 

The PnESII>ENT said Mr. Madhowrow Vittul's own f<lmily afl'orded an example of how 
puhlic tlocllm<'nts might he found in JWil'ate custOtly. TIJCy lmd exercised almost viceregal 
authority in Khandeish, and as no strict rule had ueen luid down as tu the custody of such 
documl.'nts, many had remained in their ptJsscs::ion instead of ueing deposited in the archives 
of the.Statc. No geueralrule iudeed had been issued before the one i:;sned under Act XI. of 
1852, and he thought that rule could not be justly enfor(·cd against p•·ivatc iudividual~. It 
miglot frequently occur that the document in the possession of such persons \\'as rt>quircd as 
evidence IJy a tlJird party~ who would thus IJe deprived of its benefit by no fault of his own. 

i\h. HonnnTsoN said that the Clause would uot exclw!e Suuuud and othet· documents the 
custody of which properly belong to private persons, but it would uml ought to exclude the 
proof of such docum~nts by a ·• Bamishee" for instance, not in custody of an officer entitled 
to its possession. 

The question was then put that the words from the beginning of the Clause to" under- ' 
stood that" in line 14 inclusive be omitted. 

The Council divided:-

Ayes-7·. 
Honorable Mr. lNvERARlTY, 
Honorabl~ Mr. ANDERSON, 
Honorable Mr. TniSTRAM, 
Honorahle Mr. MAnHownow VJTTUL, 

Honorable Mr. J uooNNATI·I.SUNI.:ERSETr, 
Honorable Mr. PnEM,\DJIAI J!E~ullJJAI, 
Honorable Mr. ScoTT. 

PROCEEDINGS-55 

Nocs-3. 
Honorable Mr. FnEnl!, 
Honorable Mr. LEwis, . 
Honorable Mr. RonBliTi30N. 



It was tb!:';l put and cal'l'icd that t}}e w?rds" a~ io .an~horised hy tl!e B~·itish Govcm.ment. 
to have charge or custody of the same be mserted altrr the word Olhcer m the 18th !me of 
the Clau~e. 

The PRESIDENT said that Section Xll. to which 1\'h. i\'latlhowro1V's observations were 
next directed, hud ueen reservetl for further consideration. , -

The AnvocATE nm•:EnAL inquirctl whether the intention was to make settlement> effected 
before the hill, pcrpet(ml. 

Mr. RoBERTSON said that the history-of the Section was this, ·that Sir George Clerk's g·o-

f 

vernment had taken upon itself t.o settle the lung-pPtHiing· and vexatioils question of aJi·en:~- ~ 
tinus. The ttmns ollcred had ueen accepted hy 39,300 IJiamdars, and that sett.lenH•nt th1s 
Section was designed to preserve. As· to Mt·. Madh uwrow's.remarks that no tices had in these 
easrs been is~ued with refere!ICe to a Bill bd'ore the LP~i~lative Council of Calcutta, he replied 
t.hat that Bill was precisely t:he ~ame as the IH'esent one, except a~ to ftJnrSections introduced 
to met-t the eit·c•.uns tances of Gnjarnt and thu s make the Bill applicable to the wlu,Jc Presi-
dency. H·~ would adcl that. it w"ulcl not he tilir to the late Governor to 11ps(•t the 
arra.igemeuts eflected by hi111 without full proof th a t the lanclholderti were not ~ati:<fi ed with 
t.hHt settlement. There was nnt Ull)~ such proof; ir. was not even menti oned in th e lon g 
Petition which !mel occupied so much of theit· attention , nor had auy otht·r Petition on th e 
subject been presented. "" " 

The Pn Esmr,N'r saitl that it. would be a doubtful benefit to Ina mdar.,; to allow the cas~s 
~ettled with their consent to be re-op~ned . Bu t apart from th at., it wa< clu e to Sir Georg-e 
Clerk's government !to t to hold out any ind11cemen t to the lnarndars t.o withdraw from a 
compromiRe which they had dPliuPrately entered into, ami which thc·y had accepted at the 
tilnc as extremely liberal t.o t.hem. It must be remembered, that Sir G. Clerk '.; govemment 
incurt·ed a l'l•ry seriotts respousi hility in ollering- terms ofcompromise sn much more libera l 
th>cn the lnamda t·s hat! expected, and this Clause was iu effpct simply to confirm what had 
been so done. 

. Mr. RonmtTSON said l~e had · compared the Bill with the one formerly int1:oduced in the 
Lezislntive Cnnncil of Calcutta. The only differences h e ']tad found , were those l1e hacl 
pre-viously meutiuned. He had bi·ought with him H translation of the uotices issued uy Sir 
Oeorg1! Clet•k's govemment, which wer\l to precisely the s.ame eflcct as those which would IJe 
is~ued under the 13ill. 

Mr. MADIIOII"rtow VnTUL said. that th e provision that thirty years' possession should !Je 
suflicient to given vul.id titlt-, was in the Calcutta Bill, bi.1t not in the present one. 

Mr. RoB~:n-rsoN said tlmt t.hat pt·ovision was limited to Gnjnrat; and beinw limited to 
GujaraL should be sepurately dea lt with.. · 

Mr. l\LiuJ-Jownow Vrrru1. said that under this explanation he would withdraw his 
amendment. 

The PngsJDg:o~T _said iltat the n ex t Sect.ion to which the remarks of Mr. Madho1~roiv 
Viuul applie<l wus the sixt~enrh, and his prc.Jpo;;a l was that the right of' Govemme~et oHicers 
with respect to Inamc.lat·.,; land, should be limited t tliYI E:asuremcnt and not extend to asses>ment. 
The Horwrabl~ m~mber, however, ;cppeared tube under some misappreh<'nsiou as to the mean­
ing or the..Section. 

· Mr. MAouownow VrrruL said that. by the Collector going iuto their lands and re-assessino-
them great loss woulcl arise to the luudholders in cases in which the old assessment was greate~ 
than the new. 

Mr. RoBERTSON said th~ Honoraulc mem~e•· .nrpeared to be apprehen~il'e that by the 
assessment by the"Colh·ct.or lor the pu-rposes of thts Act, a landholder would• be forced to 
suulet his land at the Govenuneut as~essm~nt .. That, howev.,r, was not its int,-.ntion; itsohjrct 
was me1·ely to effecr. a St!ttlemeut between Govenunent anti the landholdet· without interb·ence 
heLweeu the Jattet• und his teuaut:;. 

The PRESIDENT saitl. that Rule I. of Section II. appeared to make this Section almost _,~­
superfluous. He thought it might be omitted. 
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The question that Section 16 ue omitted was then put and carried. 

The PnESIDENT said that the next proposition of Mr. Madhowrow Vittul wns that a 
provision ue emuodietl in th~ Bill for allowing those landholders whose holdingR had 'by for­
mer adjudications heen contlll~aell f~r o~e o~· two Iil•es only, to ohtain the benefit of this Act 
_upon paying the Nnzzurana for whach at stapulatcd. 

• J 

. Ma·. RonEnTSON said that. the Uill was . not. meant t.o interfere wit.h adjudicated cases; its 
object was not to llllSet.tl_e what had b~en a\a·ead~ d:cided, but to afford the means for a speedy 
and liberal settlement ol the cases winch were stall 111 douht. · 

Mr. l'vlADHownow Vnrur. · said it would be a sound and·' generous policy to adn1it nil 
subjects of Govemment who had sufl~red by former procccrlinO'S to the same benefits as those 
who fell under the op~ration of the Bill. 

0 

Mr. RonERTSON said that the titles of those persons had lwcn Sl:trlell, ami if they wished 
to convNt their life-holdings into permanent grants, it would he a matter of calculation of the 
comparative value~ of the two. Go\·ernmeut was interested, and intended in its executive 
capa_city to afl'oa·d an oppua tunity for such conversions. 

Mr. ANo.,nsoN said that au Act, he thought, would he required to ~uthorise s'uch a Settle-
ment as was comtemplated. , . • ' 

.Mr. INvr.nAiliTY said that the question now mooted, appearer\ to him to be somewhat. 
beyond the competence of the Couucil to dispose of. The settlements previously afl'ectcd had 
been carried out under the orders of the Home Government, nn1l it was uoubtful, he thought, 
wheth~ a· they could upset or modify them without refercn~e to the same authority. 

The question was then put that the following Clause be added to Se_ction XVI.:-

" The provisions o~ this Act shall be applicable to any grants which have been adjaiui­
cated nndr1' Act XI. of 1852, and continued as grants rent-fref! for one or more generations 
but not. in perpetuity," but the motion was negatived without a division. 

i\'Ir. RonERTSON snit! as the llill hat.! beeu subjected to several important alterations, he 
would defer moving its second reading until the next meeting of the Council. 

The further considcmtion of the Bill was tl1cn adjourned. 

The consiueration of the reports of the Select Committees on the Police Bills and on the 
Bills for tlae settlement of unadj udicated. clai~s, &c. in parts of the Presidency of Bombay not 
subject to Act XI. of 1851, was postponed. 

iVIr. TniSTnA~l said he wished to move for the first reading of the Bill for regulating the 
burial or dispoRal of t.he Dead in Bombay. 

The p n ESIDENT woulLI sngge;;t that, as the princi pic of the llill would have to be discu~sed 
upon the motion foa· it~ first J'eading, and as that discussion wus likely to occupy a guod 
deal of time, the motion might be postponed. 

Mr. Tnrs·rn.ur asse~tcd, aud the order relating to tl1e Bill was postponed. 

The Council then proceeded to consider the report of the Select Committee upon the 
Bill for the establishment and regulation of Reformratory Schools foa· Juvenile Otl'enders. 

On the question that Section VIII. stand part of the Bill, the Aovoc ,\TE GENERAL said 
that undea· Act XXV. of 1858 the Municipal Fund~ were vested in the .Municipal Commis­
sioners, and Government had no powea· to dispose of them. He' did not think that arrange-
ment ought to b.e disturbed uy legislation upon another subject. . 

Mr. RonRnTilON said that the MHgisterial Fines thrown into the Municipal Fund and thus 
vested in the Commissionea·s under Act XXV. of 185::1, had been intended for the purpose of 
supporting Reformatory Schools, and ought, he thought', to be s.o appropriated. 

'The PRESIDENT said that he t.hought there were many reasons why Go\'ernmcnt should 
not huve £urh power to put its hand into the Municipal purse. 



I 

193 

The question was . then p!•t tlmt the words following the word "promoters" in line 13 to 
the end of the Section be omitted. 

Can·icd. 

The Bill, as amended, was read a secon~ time and passed. 

Mr·. TnJsTn.or moved, pursuant to no.tice, fur leave to introduce a " Bill to confer certain 
powers ou the Bombi1y Gas Company (Limited).'' The Hill, he said, required but little ad­
vocacy. ,Jts object was a 'practical one which commended ' itself to all. The main provisions 
of the Bill had been copied from Act No. V. of 1857, under which a Company had been 
established for supplying Cnlcutta with Gas; and which Act it.self had been transcribed almost 
t•e1·batim from the English Statute on the ~arne subjt>ct. Certain modificatious might, perhaps, 

f 

appenr desirable in some of the· provisions of the Bill, lm't no· doubt, he .thought., could be f.: 
felt as to its principle. · 

J..eave was then g·ive~ to introduce the 13ill. 

Tlr~ Pn~IDENT ~hen adjourned 'the Council ,; ;1til~ ~¥cdne~day, th~ 28th instant, ~ t 2 P, M. 

By order of His Excd lcncy the Governor in Council, 

R. '\VEST, 

Bomba~7J, 261/t Jau!/.ary I 863. 
OHi'ci~ting Under-S.ecretary to Government. 
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