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i Government Notifications, Appointments, &c.
. (]
NOTIFICATIONS. 7. Gubgod. 32, Kibali.
UE DEPARTMENT 91 D e
EVENUE P/ MENT. 9. Ilimani. 4. Hegnur.
B 10, Honikomb. 35, Kaejgi;
Bombay Castle, 14tk June 1890. 11, Huwinmani, nagi,
- 5 - c 12.  Chaparmani. . Atimurd.
No. 4147 —A Survey S.ef,t-]cmer_lt having beex}y_;é 13. Ojgar. 38 Haligogri 8
introduced under the provisions of Bombay. Act - }é g:d;nrlnnm. . Hasargod,
No. V of 1879 into the below-mentioned villages® 16, Tiwinbil 5 R
belonging to the Sidddpur Téluka of the Kdnara 17. Unchali. } Tolgln-Sarkuli 8
Collectorate, it is hereby notified for general in- }8- gn‘? ﬁ:’l Manigar. -
formation that in exercise of the powers. conferred 23_' x(‘;n;ar. ;
by Section 102 of the said Act His Excellency 21 Hdrsikatti.
the Governor in Council has been pleased to declare 22, Naligar.
i der the said Settlement 23. Kupgar.
the assessments imposed under the said Settlemen 51 Haod
fixed for a period of 28 years commencing wx‘th 2. Kodsar.
the Revenue year 1890-91 and ending with the 26, Ménikmani.
: 1917-18 :— 27. Karkisaval.
5 Revenue year, : S gg. }({“tﬁﬁ
. Dénmio, 4. Balgod. . Kowlkop.
;. giug‘;;l‘l?m\i. 5. DBegir, 30. Muthali,"
3. Lakabikeri. 6. Kalkai. 31, Honihad.

1.—16
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Bilekop.

{ 70. Bilegod,

- 58, Halibal, 71. Kowsla,
59, Nilkund. . 72. Nirgod.
60. Mulgund. 73, Kodigadi.
0l. Halibal, 74. Kadwadi.
62, Nandiyani. 75. Upadgadi.
63. Handiyanimath. * 76, Negar,
G4, Sivalmani. 77. Kaloli.
65. Hukli. 78. Halegubi,
66. Hutgar. 79. Kibali,
67, Tandagundi, 80. Kudegod.
68. Dodmani. 81. Talekeri.
69, Gijgani.

Bombay Castle, 1st July 1890.

No. 4581.—The following rules framed with

the sanction of Government by the Commissioner

~ of Customs under Section 9, clauses (@) and (c),

- - of the Sea Customs Act, 1878, prescribing and

- limiting the powers, duties and procedure of
officers of Customs in respect of General Passes
valid for the Ports of more than oue Presidency,
and in carrying out the provisions, of the Act
relating to-vessels sailing under such passes are
published for gencral information :—

Interpretation.

1. In these rules the
word “ Agent ” shall in-
clude masters and owners.

* Agent” includes mas-
ters and owners.

The words ““ Notified Port ” mean any foreign
 Nokified Ports. port regarding which it
y has been notified under
Section 13 of the Sea Customs Act, VIII of 1878,
- that all goods imported from or esported to the
same shall be treated as goods imported from or
exported to Customs Ports.

The words “Foreign Port” shall include all
foreign ports whether on
the Continent of India
or not, except those regarding which a notifica-
tion has been issued as above.

Foreign Ports,

The words “Dutiable cargo or dutiable
goods ™ shall be held to
mean—

(@) All goods shipped from foreign ports for
- Custows ports or notified ports, whether
transhipped at any Customs or notified port
or not ;

(b) All goods specified in schedules 2 and 3 of

Dautiable goods.

- from or to foreign ports or Customs ports or
~ notified ports;

(c) All goods ‘e’xlﬁ:rted under claim for draw-
~ back or under bond for duty of Customs or
- Excise ;

d) All goods the importation or exportation of
hich is prohibited or restricted under
Section 18 of the Sea Customs Act, or any
r Jaw for the time being in force.

words ““ Free cargo or free goods ” shall be
held to mean all goods
which do not fall within
f dutiable. :

the Tarift Act, XI of 1882, whether shipped *

granted, and the powers, duties and procedure of
officers of Customs relating to "vessels sailing
under a general pass, shall be as hereinafter set
forth. :

3. (a) Every general pass issued in the Bom-
bay Presidency for a
coasting steam  vessel
shall be granted by the Collector of Customs,
Bombay, under his own signature.

(b) It shall be in the
Its form, form prescribed in Ap-
pendix A. :

TIssuc of General Pass,

(¢) Tt shall be terminable on the 31st July in
each year, and shall be

- renewable by endorse-.

ment on application to the Collector of Customs.

The term of its validity.,

(d) Iv shall be stated on the face of every
general pass whether it

ts extent, £ 5
Liexien is valid—

(1) Tor certain specified ports only ; or
(2) For all Customs ports and notified ports
throughout India.

(¢) The pass shall remain in charge of the
Commander or other
respovsible officer of the
vessel for which it is granted.

Tts custody.

(f) Lt shall be kept posted up in a conspicuous

Pass to be kept in con- place on board, aud shall
spicuous place and deliver- Dbe shown to any Customs
G el officer on demand.

(9) A copy of these rules shall be furnished
with each pass for the

HOopyectisnionta be fur- 56 of the ship to which
it relates.

(h) The Agents or owners may choose at their

; option at which presi-
LI e dency the pass shall be
taken out.

(2) The granting of a general pass shall not
relieve the Agentsof a
vessel from any such
provisions of the Customs Act, or of any rules
for the time being in force uunder that Act,
or of auy such law for the time being in force as
may be applicable to them.

Lffect of General Pass.

(#) By applying for a general pass the Agents
of a vessel bind
themselves, should
a pass be granted, to be respousible :

(1) That all port and light dues shall be
paid and all duties short levied or refunds
or drawbacks erroneously disbursed in con-
sequence of errors or omissions in the
cargo books, manifests or other documents
they are required to keep or put in, shali
be made good on demand ; and further,

(2) That they shall deposit with the Collec-
tor of Customs a sum in cash or Govern-
nent promissory notes amounting to
Rs. 500 for each vessel, but not more than
Rs. 3,000 for any one company’s line, and

Obligations it imposes.

b
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shall give him a general authority to
recovér from the said deposit all sums
adjudged to be due from them, whether as
dues, duties, recoveries, fees or penalties
in respect of the vessel for which the pass
is granted, or of any other vessel or vessels
belonging to the same owners and also
sailing under a general pass.

Nothing in this condition, however, shall be
beld to prejudice their right to appeal as provided
by Section 188 of the Sea Custows Act, VILI of
1878, in any case in which they may cousider
themselves aggrieved by the Collector’s decision.

4. (@) A Cargo book in the form B should be
kept on board every
steamer suiling under a
geueral pass. The said
Cargo book shall be kept in accordance with the
requirements of Section 165 of the Sca Customs
Act, VIII of 1878, and shall further show separately
the dutiable and free cargo received at each port
for each port, whether Custows or foreign. Cargo
received for transhipmeunt shall be shown as for
the port at which transhipment is to take place,
but the port of ultimate destination shall also be
given.

Form of Cargo book to
be kept.

(b) The keeping of the said Cargo book shall
not be held to dispease
with the presentation of
manifests, except in so
far as may be hereinafter provided.

Not to dispense with
Mauifest,

The Agents shall be at liberty to add to the
form prescribed any columns they may require to
adapt it to their own purposes.

5. No general pass shall be held to exempt
the Agents or masters of
vessels sailing under a
general pass from pay-
ment of any fees for
special services or from auy restrictions as to
lading or discharge of dangerous goods imposed
upon them by the rules of any porv at which the
pass is valid,

General Pass not to
excmpt from fees or special
restrictions.

Lading and Clearance.

6. At all intermnediate ports vessels sailing
under a general pass may
be entered outwards and
shipping bills granted in
anticipation of arrival,
At tinal ports the special
permission in writing of the Collector will be
required.

Except at final ports
entry outwards and Ship-
ping Bills granted in auti-
cipation of arrival.

7. No goods except transhipment goods and
passengers’ baggage shall
be received on board with-
out a shipping bill. All
shipping bills shall be in
English ; and at ports
where there are no facilities for their preparation in
that language, the Ageuts of the vessel shall be
bound to provide for this requirement. Shipping
bills shall be in the annexed form C. For free
goods they shall be prepared in duplicate, printed
in black aud blue. For dutiable goods they shail

Shipping Bills in English
required except for tran-
shipmeut and passengers'
baggage.

bea triplicate, printed in black,. blue a.ud red,
with the word “dutiable” printed across in large
type in red iuk,

8. Free cargo may be shipped at any time,
duy or night, excepton
Sundays or holidays,
without special permission or supervision : pro-
vided that no goods shull be shipped at night
without supervision except such as have been
water-borue for shipment during ordinary work-
ing hours.

Shipment of Free Cargo.

9. Dutiable goods shall not be shipped except
under Customs supervision. ‘The original ship-
ping bill shall be filed at the Custome House,
and the duplicate shall accompany the goods on
board. The triplicate shall be retained by the
officer supervising the shipment, cither at the
wharf or on board, who, after endorsing upon it
the particulars of the goods actually received on
board, shall return to the Customs House for use
in checking the vessel’s export geueral manifest,
as provided below.

10. The Agents shall cause the endorsements
50 muade upon such tris
plicates to be copied ou
the duplicate shipping
bills for dutiable goods, aud shall also be re-
sponsible that the particulars of the free goods
actually received on board are endorsed on the
duplicate shipping bills relating thereto. ‘Lhose
for dutiable goods shall accompany the vessel;
those for free goods shall be retained by the
Agents for presentation with the export maui-
fest.

Endorsements on dupli-
cates.

11. Port clearance must be applied for during
office hours, uuless other-
wise directed by the
Chief Customs Officer,
and at least four hours before the departure of the
vessel, aud must be sent on board before she
actually leaves tie port.

Application for Port
Clearance.

12. The export manifest shall be in the same
form as is prescribed for
the Cargo book by Rule =
4. Tumust be putin by
the Agents within five clear working days from
the date of sailing, aud must be accorapanied by
a duplicate prepared in separate parts one for
each port for which geods have been shipped, and
by the duplicate shipping bills for free goods
endorsed with particulars of actual shipments as
required by Rule 10,

Export Manifest when to
be put in.

13. After the origival and duplicate have been
compared and checked
with the triplicate ship-
piug - biils for dutiable
goods, and the duplicate
shipping bills for free gouds, the ditferent parts of
the duplicate manifest shall be sent by post,
together with the corresponding duplicate o
triplicate shipping bills, as the case may be, t :
Customs Collector at the ports to whicn t
respectively relate, and the original export
fests shall be retained for use in comjunc
with the original shipping bills in recording ex
statistics. s, )

Duties of Customs offi-
cers in respect of Shipping
Bills, Mauifests, &c.
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- Entry and Discharge. ()
14, Within 24 hows after arrival in any
Customs port, final or
Lxtract from Cargo book  jntermediate, a duly au-
ﬂ’:"“;g"'"’"“ted onCustoms 1} eonticated extract from
: the Cargo book kept on
board as required by Rule 4, showing all cargo,
free or dutiuble, to be discharged, whether for
Janding or transhipmeunt at that port, shall be
presented at the Customs House, together with
the duplicate shipping bills referred to in Rule 9
for all dutiable cargo comprised in the extract

- which may have been shipped at Customs ports.
Note.—'The form of the extract may Le modified by the
substitution of columns for record of. presentation of
bill of eutry and final clearance of dutiable goods, for

columns 7 and onward in the form of Cargo hook.

15. At ports where the cargo is to be dis-
charged direct on to a
Extrncti: tl‘mn: g (Ll-ml;g whart, a duplicate of the
: 8 :

il'::):xﬁnﬁ:'d !{::' cllll:cﬁingudis- extract from t‘].'e Qm‘go
charge of curgo. book shall be furnished
: for use in checking the
eargo as it is landed.  When the cargo has to be
discharged into bouts, the duplicate copy may be
~ dispensed with, but a boat note showing clearly all
particulars necessary to the identification ot the
packages, and signed by a responsible officer of
the ship,.shall accompany each boat load ashore :
Provided that at ports of call where the extract
from the Cargo hook to be put in uuder Rule 14
- or alist of the cargo is hauded to the Customs
officer on board, or accompanies the goods ashore,
no boat notes or duplicate extract from the Cargo

book need be insisted upon.

16. At ports in the Lower Provinces of Bengal
and at ports in the
‘hUm;di."ii‘Jl;:n:iﬂu W, t;“;; Madras Presidency (the
e Ao chiet port of Madvas
E excepted) discharge may
bie commenced as soon as the vessel drops auchor,
~ when firee cargo way be landed at any tnne, day
~ or night, without speciul permission or supervision,
“but no cargo from any foreign port and no cargo
~ from any Customs port, which was wraushipped
~ trom a foreign poit, shall be discharged except
- under the written authority of the proper officer
Customns, y
~17. At ports in the Bombay Presidency dis-
e . charge may be com-
; 1“),.““’ Bombuy Presi- )61 1ced as )soon as the
vessel drops anchor, and
o, whether dutiable or free, may be lunded at
any uiwe, day or uight, except on Sundays and
~ holidays, without special permission or super-
vision, except in respect of work at wharves where
rvision may be necessary out of howrs:
ided that the Agents shall be responsible that
le cargo sball be covered by separate bout
s or Listsat' the “cargo is discharged by boat
ked sepatately on the wharf, aud thas it
} delivered on production of bills of
pussed by the Customs Deparunent,
ment of any duty that may be due

Cargo book filed at the Customs House as required
Ly Rule 14, after check, if the goods are said to
have come from a Customs port, with the ship-
ping bills filed with the extract.

Notr.—See note to Rule 14.

19. A the ports of Madras, subject to the
right of the Master As-
tendant to regulate the
boat traffic on considerations of weather, goods
may be landed on the beach or at the pier at any
hour between 6 A.M. and G Py, or sunvise and
sunset, but not afterwards, unless the cargo boats
have left the ship’s side by 6 o’clock Paf., in
which case they shall be entitled to discharge at
the pier up to 6 M. on Sundays and holidays as
well as ou ordinary work days. The Collector of
Sea Customs may, at his discretion, extend the
time for the landing of goods on good cause for
granting the extension being shown. The regu-
lated fees must be paid to the subordinates of the
Customs and Marine Departments in accordance
with the prescribed rales in consideration of the
extra iabour entailed, whenever they are called
upou to work overtime or on Sundays and holi-
days under the orders of the officer in charge of
the Customs House.

At Port of Madras.

20. Except at ports in the Lower Provinces of
Beugal free cargo may be removed by the owners
as soon as it has been checked off on the extracr
from the Cargo book furnished for the purpose,
or Cargo list, or boat notes, as contemplated in
Rule 15; when the cargo huas not been checked
off on the original extract from the Cargo book,
the Cargo list, duplicate extract or boat notes used
for the purpose, as the case may. be, shall be
retained for subsequent comparison with the
original extract from the Cargo book.

21.  The Ageunts of the vessel shall be bound to
account, ou being called
upou to do so, for all dis-
crepancies both as to free
and as to dutiable cargo, and to make all amend-
ments necessary to secure the correctness of the
documents put in by them.

Agents to account for
discrepancies.

22. The Agents shall further be bound to under-
take that when the vessel
Ageuts fo amrange for fouches at any foreign
despateh certificates from g d ¥
Koréii Ports s’ tolships s POrb in the course of any
ments, coasting voyage, a certi-
(e ficate under the signature
of the Chief Gfiicer of Customs at such port shall
be despatched within 24 hours of her departure
to the Customs Collector of every Customs port
for which she has taken in cargo at such foreign
port, giving number and description of packages,
numbers aud marks they bear, and a general
description of their coutents.

They shall also be bound to farnish to the Chief
Customs Qfficer of any
Customs port ficm which
any goods may Lave been
shipped under bond for
Customs or Excise duty or under claim for draw-
back, for any foreigu port, a certificate from the

and as to discharge of
goods under boud or on
drawback,

articulars of discharge of such goods.

toms Officer of the said foreign port
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Conditions as to Transhipment applicable
to all Ports elsewhere than in the
Lowgr Provinces of Bengal.
23. All transhipmeut cargo to be discharged
or received by a vessel
sailing under a geueral
pass shall be separately
enteved as such in the Curgo book of such vesscl,
and in the extract from the Cargo book, or the
Ixport General Manitest to be put in under Rule
14 or 12 respectively, as the case may be,
24. The particulars of all cargo discharged
for transhipment shall be
Y Iranship- entered by the Customs
ment gools tolle el oficor on board  the
foils. discharging vessel, or if
there be no Customs
officer, then by a responsible officer of the ship
in a boat note or hoat notes with counterfoils,
and no such cargo shall be received on board with-
out a boat note, which shall be endorsed by the
receiving officer in the same mauner as a shipping
bill.

Separate boat notes shall be given for free aund
dutiable goods respect-
ively, those for the latter
being rendered readily
distinguishable by having the word “dutiable”
printed across the face in large type in red ink.

25. The counterfoils shall be sent to the
Customs House before the
vessel sails, and shall be
afterwards checked with
the inward extract from the Cargo book, put in
by the discharging ship under Rule 14, and if the
goods are from a Customs port or Indian foreign
port, with the export manifest and shipping bills,
or the certilicate of shipment, received trom such
port as provided by Rules 12 and 22,

26. The boat notes shall also be sent ashore
and shall be presented by
the Agents of the receiv-
- ing ship in support of the
Ixport General Manifest to be put in by them
after the vessel’s departure, as provided by Rule
12, If the goods covered by them are for a
Customs port, they shall, aiter the Ixport Geueral
Manifest has been checked, be forwarded as accomn-
paniments with the duplicate manitest to the
port of destination. If the goods have beeun ship-
ped at a Custowms port, the shipping bills relating
to them, received trom the port of shipment, shall
be sent on with the bout notes and the duplicate
of the export nanifest to the port of destination.

27. Free goods may be transhipped as above
without supervision.
Dutiable goods shall not
be . transhipped unless
otherwise directed by
special order in writing, except in the piesence
of au officer of Customs, who shall fill in the boat
notes aud counterfoils required by Rule 24.

28. Ifany cargoonwhich dutyhastobe recover-

% ed at the port of djscharge
shall have been ttauship-
ped for any Customs port,
the master of the receiving vessel shall, before
Jie sails, present to the Customs ofticer on board a
list in duplicate of all such cargo received by

i Il-'_170

Separate entry for Tran-
shipment.

Discharge of Tranship-

Distinet for free and
dutiable goods respectively.

Counterfoils how to be
dealt with,

Boat notes to be present-
ed by Agents.

Supervision and order
necessary to traushipment
of dutiable goods.

Lists & of transhipped
gouls by reeeiving vessel,
. L T

him for each such port. The Customs officer
alter verifying the lists shall retain one copy and
return the other to the master for presentation
on arrival to the Customs authorities at the port
of destination.

In the case of dutiable transhipment goods
from a Customs port the duplicate shipping bills
brought on by the discharging vessel shall be trans-
ferred to the master of the receiving vessel with the
copy of the traushipment list of goods on which
duty is to be recovered, for presentation at the
Customs port of discharge.

29. Transhipments of dutiable goods from
foreign-goiug vessels shall be subject to. general
rules as to, liabilicy to fees and necessity for
tranship-permits before transhipment is allowed.

30. The foregoing conditions 23 to 29 are not
applicable to ports in
the Lower Proviuces of
Bengal. At those ports
goods for transhipment shall be subject to the
following conditions :— ’

Notification by the Government of Bengal,
dated 26th November 1883,

Transhipment rules in
Lower Provinces of Bengal.

1. Applications for the transhipment of free
goods should be presented to the properofficer of
Customs before 3 P.ar., and such goods will be
allowed transhipment under the pass issued,
without any charge.

2. Applications for the transhipmentof duti- :
ablegoods should be presented to the proper officer .
of Customs before 3 P, on the day priorito that
on which the transhipment is required, accompa-
nied by the fees payable under Section 133 of the
Act, on the following scale for the Port of Cal-
cutta :—

For each transhipment between the hours of
8 AM. aud 5 P.M.—

Rs. a. p.
On packages not exceeding 350 in . ¢
number, each ... . 0 4 0
On every ten or less than ten i
packages in excess of 50 el ) (1

«3. When transhipments of dutiable goods
are not completed before 5 P, an additional
fee of Rs. 4 will be charged. =

“4, Chittagong.—The transhipment fees pay-
able on dutiable goods are as follow :—

Rs. a. p.
For single pack-~ 0 8 0  per package.
ages,
For goods in 6 4 0 per . 10
bulk, maunds,”

Notice by the Colluclor of Customs,
Caleuila, dated 27th June 1852,

“ Until further notice the transhipment
free goods will be allowed without the attenda
of a preventive officer and without an
Lv will still, however, be neceszary to o
permission of the Collector of Custows |
shipment under Section 128 of Act VII

«“2. Unless it is clearly shown by the
or other documam.’produged that the oo
transhipped are free goods, they will
purpose of transhipment, be treated
goods, and fees churged acco
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~ In the case of free gaods, as soon as the
- ment is completed, the transhipper should
yeturn the pass to the Collector of Customs with
an endorsement showing the number of packages
~ transhipped, and the marks and numbers of the

- packages, if any, short transhipped.

«4, Inthecase of dutiable goods, the fees for
~ transhipmeat will be the same as heretofore, with
 the exception that the extra fee of Rs. 4 per
diem for work after the first day will not be
harged so long as the regulation working hours
m 8 A.M. to 5 P.M. are not exceeded.

~ “5. There will be a special form of tranship-
ment pass for free goods, the present form being
used for dutiable goods.” :

This General Pass is granted to the S. S.
of - Register No.

Stores.

31. No stores shall be transhipped from any
foreign-going vessel to any vesselsailing under a
general pass except with the permission of the
proper officer of Customs.

Passengers’ Baggage.

32. Passengers’ baggage may be shipped and
discharged at any time without supervision or
restriction except as regards baggage shipped at
foreign ports. [t will be the duty of the master
to enter all such baggage in his Cargo book and
extracts therefrom to be presented under Rule 14,
and to see that no such baggage is landed out
of hours at any Customs port unless it has been
passed by a Customs officer on board.

.

APPENDIX A.

Torm for General Pass.

Tons , belonging to

under the provisions of Section 164 of the Sea Customs Act VIII of 1878.
X This Pass shall be in force until the 31st day of July 189 , inclusive, subject to the power of revoca-

~ tion vested in the Chief Customs Authority of this Presidency by Clause 3 of the said Section, and to

 shall, so long as it is current, entitle the said S. S.
ecified below.
- .:clmi'rency.

_ Dated, )

180 .

11 Customs Ports throughout British India,
or

.

the due observance by the Master, Owners or Agents, of all obligations imposed upon vessels sailing
- under a General Pass for the time being in force, and of all the conditions on which this Pass is granted
d which are more particularly set forth in the (printed) statement thereof herewith delivered, and

to the beuefit of all facilities

rovided by such rules for entry and lading, discharge and clearance at all ports for which it is valid, as

Provided that this Pass shall not be valid for any voyage or voyages which the said S. S.
may make otherwise than as a regular coasting vessel during the period of its

Collector of Customs.

Collector of Customs,

Ports for which this Puss is valid.

by mame).
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APPENDIX B.
Form of Cargo-book preseribed by Rule 4.
SIS , Tons, Register No. Master

’111“(161‘ colors, Voyage No. , sailed from
, on the 189 , for o

No. and Dato DESCRIPTIONS OF CONTENTS, DATE oF ,
‘of‘Shimlin'; Marks and Shi 4 | Port tor by
i Number IPPers | Consignee's k | Rema .
ngt'llllo‘;f&‘&c: of I'nckages,| Dutiable as | Free as defined Numne, Nume, !“;’;hi’;c':l /) ik r
Shipment defined in Cluuse| in Clause 1 of i pped. Shipment, Delivery,
5 1 of tho Rules, the Rules,
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 2 10
- | ¥
EXPLANATIONS. : . 1

%

The name of each port at which cargo is shipped to be written across the form, and helow it the .
names of each port for which cargo has been shipped with particulars of the cargo shipped to be
entered.

Column 9 to be filled in when cargo is discharged.

Export General Manifest to be in the same form as the entries under each port of shipment, with
the addition of such columns as may be prescribed for registration purposes by local authorities.

: '

Tmport General Manifest or Tixtract required under Rule 14 for each port to be in the form of a
collection of entries of cargo shipped for that port under the various ports of shipmeut headings, wit y
the addition of such columns as the local authorities of each Presidency may prescribe for clearance or

registration purposes, 5 !

Transhipment goods to be indicated by a note in the column of Remarks.

ArrENDIX C.
Form of Shipping Bill.

Entry of Goods exported by from per ~
under colors to . T

1 2 3 4 5 6 1
Market or Real DUTY RECOVERED, IV ANY.
Merk Number and Kind | Description | it or Quantity Market Rates s';:;‘::n“;l(?fx +
b of Packages. of Goods, 8! Y+l for Value, of Act VIII of /
1578, Rate. Amount,

LI

Any additional columns or endorsement forms required for purposes of registral
- &c., by local usage may be added under the orders of local authorities. =

EXPLANATIONS.

In shipments of free goods, columns 7 and 8 may be left blank. ]

An additional column may be opened’ for specifying the class of
warehouse or drawback goods, goods exported under special rule of r

to duty, and country goods free of duty.




No 4591 —TIn exercise of the powers conferred
by ectmn 216 of the Bombay Land Revenue
ode, 1879, His Ixcellency the Governor in
ouncil is plew}d to authorise the extension of the
'*pronsmns of Chapters VIIT and IX of the said
Code to the village of Ganje in the Jévli Tdluka
£ the Sdtdra District.

No. 4592, —Under No. 68 of the rules framed
~ by Government under Section 214 of the Land
‘Revenue Code, Bomb’lv Act 'V of 1879, His IExcel-
 lency the Governor in Council is plcased to direct
~ that the amount of fine leviable under the said rule
“on any lands within the undermentioned limits
~ shall be fixed by the Collector of Dhidrwdr in his
~ discretion at rates not exceeding those named in

column 5 :—

Amount

City. Town or Limits to which the | of fine

District. | Taluka. Village. Notification applies. | leviable
per Acre.

1 e 2 4 b

.+ Re,

k,r ~ Dhdrwdr JHubli .| 1 Keshavapur ..1Y
LA £ Nagshettikop..! | (1) Witllin a radius| 1,000
of halia mile
from the Hubll
likut Railway  Sta-
4 l\lurlnn Tln)~’n- tion.

r (2) Beyond the! 500
above  limits
und within o
radius of one:
mile from the
Hubll Railway

8 Krishnapur .. Station.

3 Mndhmil.unnr-

mar,
3 Bommﬁpur .
G Yellipur
7 Ayodliya o

9 Nariyanapur..}!

No. 4595 —Whereas it appears to the Governor
~ in Council that land is requived to be taken up by
(Govornment in the Mahdbaleshvar l'n e-Mile Rmu
¢ 1 public purpose, viz., for forest, in the vxll‘l(ro
of Dahyat, tiéluka Wdi in the Sd,lul 4 District ; St
- hereby declured that, for the above purpose Jand
shown below is required in the aforesnid village

of Dahyst :—

Name of Village. Suryvey No. Arca,
it i Sy
AT
ves ver 8 3 105 25
Boundaries,

South, , East,

Awakoli ar:d Boro-'aon ... Waraye, .
(:umghur. \ E

|
|
R
]

Bombay Castle, 2nd July 1890.

No. 4598.—The following Notification by the
Government of India is 1epubhshe<l =
“HOME DEPARTMENT.
Puzric.
Simla, the 20tk June 1890.

No. 1191.—1In exercise of the powers conferred
by section 5 of the Indian Fxplosives Act, 1884,
the Governor-General in Council is pleased to
direct the substitution of the following Rule for
Rule 6 (vi) of the Rules to regulate the transport

and importation of explo-

" Republished at Pages sives, published in I{ome

311 to 318 of Pact Lofthe  71y,50 tment  Notification

1101 iay Government Gazelte
of tho 30th June 1887. No. 1417,* dated the 24th
June 1887 :

Subject to the exception provided for in clause
(¢), no explosive shall be conveyed by passenger
train except of the kinds and in the manner herein-
after specified in this rule :

(a) Safety cartridges and percussion-caps and
safety-fuze (tor blasting), also fog-signals
tor railway use, which may be conveyed
in ordinary wagons or carriages,

(4) Dynamite which may be carried in the
form of cartridges up to the limit of 5 Ibs,,
provided that no detonators are carried in
the same compartment,

(¢) Detonators which may be carried to the
number of 200, provided that in no case
the amount of fulminate of mercury in
the package or packages containing the
detonators exceeds in the aggregate 3 oz,
(a certificate to this eftect ])Lll)“‘ given by
the Company, firm or person tendeunn-
the detonators for transport or by its or
his Agent), provided also that no dyna-

. mite is carried in the same comp.ntmuxl

() Sporting gunpowder or non-safety car-
tridges packed in double cases as before
prov l(l(‘(l so long as the gunpowder is con-
tained in one- pmmd tin canisters packed
in a stout wooden case with an outer cover-
ing of tin or zinc completely spark-proot,

“or in metal-lined cases of a pattern ap-
proved by the Railway Administration.
But no outer case shall contain more than
25 Ibs. of gunpowder, and the total consign-
ment of gunpowder or non-salety cartr uloe~
by one train shall not exceed 80" 1bs,

(¢) Xxplosives may be carried by mixed trains
on any line on which goods truins are not
running, subject to the conditions that
not more than one vehicle containing
explosives is forwarded at any one time bv

¢ a mixed train; that the plemuhons
prescribed for conveyance by goods trains
are observed ; and that d\r(-ctlv:t wagon
confaining e\plouvez- avrives ab a section
on which goods traius are running, it is
detached from the mixed train,

. (Signed) C. J. LixaLy,
Offg. Secretary to the Govt. of India.”
By order of His ]}.u,cllwcy the Right
waurable the Governor in C’mmul

J. NUGENT,
5 Clnef Sectetm'y to (:rox emmen‘«’ :




£

" Reap—

Paer I THE BOMBAY GOVERNMENT GAZETTE, JULY 3, 1890.

a PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
¥ (RAILWAYY)
Bombay Castle, 1st July 1590. .}
No. 27.—The following Resolution, No. 2341 dated 12th May 1890, by the Government of ‘
India in the Department of Finance and Commerce is republished for general information :— d

“No, 2341,
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA,
FINANCE AND COMMERCE DEPARTMENT.
STATISTICS Axp COMMERCE. 1
Statistics, y ok |
RESOLUTION, '
Simla, the 12th May 1590. |

Office Memoranda from the Legislative Department, Nos. 551 and 625, dated the 19th and’
28th March 1890 respectively, transferring for disposal- - 5
(1) A lecler from the Bombay Chamber of Commerce, dated the 11th February 1890,
urging legislative action on its proposal that railway receipts should be recognised
as negotiable and {ransferable instruments, carrying a title to property in the samo
way as bills of lading ;
(2) A letter from the Madras Chamber of Commerce, dated the 25th ¥ebruary 1890, and
a memorial from the lending pative merchants and commission agents in Bombay,
supporting the proposal:

ResonurioN.—Considering the strong expressions of opinion in support of the proposal n
contained in the communications cited above, and the equally strong opinions adverse to it !
which have been received by Government, it seems desirable that the question should be again M
fully considered by the mercantile community generally. For this purpose the papers on the e

subject have been printed in convenient form, and copies of the collection should be transmitted
10 all Tiocal Governments, and published- in view to eliciting as wide an expression of public
opmion as possible on the question at issue. The Government of India also wishes to ohtain the
opinion of Liocal Governments and Administrations.

Orprr.—Ordered, that copy of the foregoing Resolution and of the collection of papers be
transmitted to all Local Governments and Administrations, and to the Public Works and
Logislative Departments. Y

(Signed) J. E. O’Coxor,
Assistant Secretary to the Government of India.

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA.
FINANCE AND COMMERCE DEPARTMIENT.
Enclosure to Resolution No. 2341 of 1890.

Proposal that railway receipts should be declared. to be transferable and
negotiable instruments, carrying a title to property like bills of lading.

1. "This proposal was first made by the Bombay Chamber of Commerce in u letter addressed to the
Legislative Department of the Governwent of India, The Chamber’s proposul was afterwards supported by
the Chambers of Madras and Bengal.  The lettors of the Chambers are printed below.

No. 1.] 1 am directed by the Committee of the Chamber to represent to Government the , Bombay
s 2 > . dated the
unsatisfactory condition of the existing law relating to railway receipts in India with the hope ... 7
that Ilis Ixcellency the Governor-General in Council may sce fit to initiate such legislative i
action as may be necessary, not only to regulate more definitely than at present the respective
rights and liabilities of the public and the various Railway Administrations under these docu-
ments, but also to render them trans.l'crable and negotiable instruments, carrying a title to pro-
perty in the same way as bills of lading. {7

Of late years the use of railway receipts has been so widely extended that they have be-
come practically indispensable to merchants as a basis on which to finance th_e rail-borne trade of
the country, and for that purpose a practice has grown up of utilising them in the same
a3 bills of lading by attaching them to drafts as collateral security. ] §o long as all
the transactions so financed continue solvent and adhere to the spirit of their conf
system works well ; but a few months ago the failure of .a number - of dealers eng

1.—171
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grain trade between Bombay and the interior showed the danger involved. -Merchants who
had paid for produce in transit on the security of the railway receips found it impossible to
obtain possession of it, while, in one instance at least, a Railway Company who had delivered a
consignment to the holder of the receipt was held by the Court liable to the consignor for the
value.

The risks attendant on dealing with railway receipts as carrying a tiplc to property having
thus been fully exposed, their use has latterly been in some measure rgstnctcd ; b.ut even now,
with a full knowledge of the danger incurred, merchants find it _u_nposs1ble .to entirely dispense
with them, and there is little doubt but that in the keen competition of business they will at no
distant date be restored to their former position, only to lead to fresh trouble and disaster when
their powers of security again come to be tested. The simple fact is thai the distances in India
over which merchandise has to be transported by rail are so great, and the time occupied in
transit is so long, that without the means of finance which railway receipls are made to afford
all but the largest firms, with exceptional monetary resources, would he precluded from trading.
In other words, as the law now stands, the issue lies beween a restricted trade, or one based on
inherently unsound conditions, while by conferring on railway reccipts the powers and rights
pertaining to bills of lading hoth drawbacks could be entirely obviated.

My Committec are so strongly convinced of the advantages to be derived from such a
change in the law as they have indicated, that they consider only very serious objections should
be allowed to stand in the way of immediate legislative action ; and these, so far as they are able
to judge, do not exist. Before approaching Government on the subject, they deemed it
advisable to acquaint themselves as fully as possible with the legal aspect of the question, and
they desire me to submit, for the information of Government, a copy of the opinion expressed by
the Solicitors to the Chamber, Messrs. Craigie, Lynch & Owen of this city. This, it secems to
the Committee, so clearly demonstrates the absence of any legal difficulty, that they feel Jjusti-
fied in asking that Government may be pleased to give the matter the earliest possib'le considera-
tion, and either by framing an amendment to the Indian Contract Act or the Bills of Lading
Act (IX of 1856), or passing a Railway or Inland Carriers Receipts Act, remedy what is
undoubtedly a defect in the law from a commercial point of view, and .detrimental to the
interests of the general community.

of the No. 2.] We heg to state, as requested by you, our opinion on the advisability of the
olicitors ’l‘;fuﬁd Chamber’s addressing Government,  with a view to obtaining such alteration or modification

B e Bombay of the law as to render railway receipts transferable and negotiable instruments, carrying a title
o to property in the same way as bills of lading.”’

‘Whilst expressing our opinion in the matter, we understand that we are desired to point
out the distinctions which exist in law between bills of lading and railway receipts, as also the
causes for the existence of such distinctions, and the reasons which may occur to us for or
against invoking the interference of the Legislature in order to place railway receipts on the same

y footing as bills of lading.

3 As regards the dxstmctxo{ls exxgtlng b.etween _bills of .lad.ix_lg and railway receipts, it seems
obvious that both documents in their origin or primary significance are of similar import ; that
. . . T . J
18 to say, both are receipts given by carriers acknowledging that goods have Leen entrusted to
them for carriage or transport, in the one case by land, and in the other by water.

Further, both documents usually include (together with the acknowledgment of recei :
the goods for carriage from one specified place to another)_the terms and conditions w)loex(;uy}v)‘l;li:lt
the goods are to be carried and delivered. : '

So far, therefore, a bill of lading and a railway receipt resemble each other,

: As to their respective special or distinctive characteristios, we will now take eac o
¢ separately, and, first, as to i acchidocauent

THE BiLL or LADING.
Ite most valuable features ave

(1) txlll:;:s i:)ﬁq :s negotiable and transferable by endorsentent and delivery or trans-

(2) that endorsement and delivery or transmission of the hill
: property in the goods to the endorsee (in thé abse
i the part of endorser and endorsee) :
: (3) that it may be endorsel either specially or in blank :
(4) that the holder of a bill of lading may by negotiatin Torsi
1 ; ¢ g, endorsing or transfer-
: :m;g?t to a bond fide transtbm'eg defeat the vendor’s right t: sﬁ)p i tr::sif;.

 were not conferred upon bille of lading by any |
y merchants, and continued in ugntl{theg'
Z s W

I of lading transters the
nee of 2 contrary intention on

egislative
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Tn Engl#nd this custom of merchants in regard to bills of lading was recognised by the
courts of law at a very early period, although such recognition was not perhaps a matter of
clear authoritative record until the year 1793, when, by the decision of the leading case of
Inickbarrow v. Mason, the existence of the custom of merchants in regard to bills of lading was
placed beyond the limits of contention, and the principle that a vendor’s right of stoppage ie
transitu is defeated by the boud fide assignment of a bill of lading by a consignee to a third
person for valuable consideration was definitely established. v

The custom of merchants in regard to bills of laling also received the recognition of the
Tegislature by the Act XVIII and XIX Vict,, Cap. 3 (commonly called ¢ the Bills of Lading
Act ,) . . 2

The preamble of that Act recognises that by the custom of merchants, the endorsement of
a bill of lading may pass the property in the goods to the endorses, and the Act then provides
that every consignee named in a bill of lading, and every endorsee thereof to whom the property
in the goods therein mentioned shall pass by reason of the endorsement, shall have transterred
to and vested in him all rights of suit, and be subject to the same liabilities as if the contract
contained in the bill of lading had been made with himself.

The Act also provides that nothing thercin contained shall aftect any right of stoppage in
transitu, or any right to claim freight against the original shipper, owrier, or any liability of the
consignee or endorsee by reason or in consequence of his heing such consignee ov endorsee, or of
his receipt of the goods by reason or in consequence of such consignment or endorsement.

And the Act, lastly, provides that every bill of lading in the hands of a consignes or
‘endorsee for valuable consideration shall be conclusive evidence of the shipment of the goods
therein mentioned as against the master or other person signing the bill of lading, notwith-
stunding that such goods, or some part thereof, may not have been shipped, unless the holder of
the bill of lading shall have had notice at the time of receiving the same that the goods had not
Dheen in fact laden on board. The only exception or reservation is that of the master or other
person signing the bill of lading being able to show that the goods, or part thereof, had not heen
laden on hoard owing to default on lns part, and that their non-shipment was due to fraud on
the part of the shipper or holder of the bill of lading.

It being considered, as we presume, that this Act did not extend to India, its provisions have
been made applicable to India by Act IX of 1850, which is word for word the same as the
English Bills of Lading Act.

Tt will be noticed that in the preamble to the Bills of Tading Act, it is affiemed that the
endorsement of a bill of lading way pass the property in the goods ; and as to this it reraains to
be stated that such endorsement does not of necessity operate in every single case without excep-
tion to ¢ pass the property,” and will not pass the propecty within the meaning of the Act in
cases where it is the actual or implied intention of the parties that the property shall not pass.

As, for instance, where the shipper of goods, having endorsed the bill of ladin

1 in blank,
deposits the same with his bankers by way of sccurity for money advanced.

The law in such case has been clearly laid down in a recent decision of the Court in

England (Burdick v. Sewell, 10 Q. B. D., 365 ; 153 Q. B 1., 159 ; and 10 Ap. Ca., 74).

As regards right of stoppage in {ransilu, section 102 of the Indian Contract Act provides
that the right of stoppage ceases 1f the buyer, having obtained a bill of lading, or olher docu-
menl showing title lo goods, assigns it, while they ave in transit, to a second buyer, who is acting 2
in good faith, and who gives valuable consideration for them.

And section 103 of the same Act further provides that where a bill of" lading o olher
tnstrument of Litle to any goods is assigned by the buyer of such gools by way of pledge to
secure an advance made specifically upon it in good fuith, the seller cannot, except on payment
or tender to the pledgee of the advance so made, stop the goods (e Lransile.

(It may be remarked parenthetically that if the words € other document showing' title to
@ools’ and ‘other instrument of title’ included railway receipts, these would, of courss,
secure the benefits or immunities conferred by the sections above referved to.  We shali state "
further on our sors tor considering that < railway receipts’ are nvither ¢ dacuments’ nor
¢ instruments ’ of title within the meaning of those sections.)

Lastly, section 108 of the Indian Contract Act provides that no seller can give to the buyer
of goods a better title than he has himself, except in certain cases ; and one of thoss cases is 3
that when any person is by consent of the owner in possession of a bill of lading, he may trans-
fer the ownership of the goods to which such bill of lading relates to any other person, and give
such person a good title thereto, notwithstandiug any instructions of the owner to the contrary,
provided that the huyer acts in good faith, &e. :

It will be seen from what we have above stated that the position of bills of lading as :
their negotiability, and in other respects, is elearly ascertained and defined by law both in Enels
and in India ; but turping now to : 3

o1
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I s
Ratnway RECEIPTS, ;
it will be found that the case is altogether different, their position and effect b_emg l-defined
and ambiguous with reference to negotiability, and with reference to the right which they confer
as between the holder or endorsee and the carrier and consignor. .

In the first. place, if any custom of merehants has grown up, whether in England or in
India, in relation to the negotiability or otherwise of railway receipts, such custom has never,
we helieve, been established in a court of law.

Next, there is not any Act of the Legislature, either here or in England, which defines ov
recognises any status or effect on the part of railway receipts in regard to negotiability or other-
wise.

Speaking generally, and subject to what is hereafter stated, a railway receipt is—

(1) neither negotiable (in the legal sense of the word),

(2) nor capable, when endorsed, of passing the property in goods,

(3) nor is it when in the hands of a bond fide endorsce for valuable consideration
of eflect to defeat the consignor’s right to stop in transit.

1t is true that so far hack as the year 1833 (in the case of Hall v. Grifjin, 10 Biung., 246),
it was held by the court sitting in Banc that the delivery of a whasfinger’s receipt upon an
advance of money ¢ was a symbolical transfer of the property, and might be considered the same
as if the goods had passed from hand to hand ;’ and this case was in recent times relied upon
by the plaintiff ¢n a swit brought in Calentla against the Bast Indian Railway Company. It

B . Was there argued on the plaintifi’s behalf, upon the authority

Gomj;{m”' § B L. It 681, Y of the case of Zlall v. Grifjin, that a railway receipt is cus-

tomary evidence of title, and that although it may not have

the full power of a bill of lading, yet that it is an instrument which confers upon the holder
thereof a right to deal with the goods.

The Court of Appeal (Couch, C. J., and Macpherson, J., reversing the decision of the lower
court) seem to have approved the ruling of /all v. Griffiu, and to have considered it applicable
to a railway receipt, and it was held that the Company was bound to deliver the goods to the
holder of the receipt, notwithstanding a request to the contrary on the part of the consignor,

But in that case not only had the receipt been sent by the consignor himself to the
holder for the purpese of enabling him to receive the goods, but it also appears that the goods
were delivered to, and accepted by the Railway Company for the eapress purpose of heing sent
to the plaintiff, and (Zere/ore the Cowrt held that the property and right to possession passed to
the holder of the receipt, and that the consignor could rot revoke the authority which he had
given to the holder to receive the goods. g

And in the case of Zlall v. Grifiin not only was the receipt of the wharfingers at Stockton
(whence the goods were to he despatched to London) handed to the claimant of the goods, but:
the consignor also addressed and ordered his agents (also wharfingers) in London to deliver
the goods upon arrival to the receipt holder, and further those ugcnts‘ promised to deliver the
goods to him on arrival,

It follows, in our opinio.n, that so far as this case and the Caleutta case decided that pro-
perty in goods passes by transfer of a wharfinger’s or vailway receipt, they only so decided,
having regard to special ctrewmstances whick had happened in eack case, and not that they
decided as a general principle that the passing of the property was a matter inherent in all
cases to the delivery or transfer of a wharfinger’s or railway receipt.

And neither case can be regarded as an authority to show that the endorsement of a railway
receipt to a third party for valuable consideration will protect the holder from consignor’s rig];t‘
of stoppage i {rausitu.

With the exception of the cases above referred to we are not aware of any reported decisions
bearing upon the effect of the transfer or endorsement of a railway receipt.

In a case lately disposed of by the Bombay Iigh Court (Gunesk Shundiram and others v.
the Bowbay Baroda and (-'4:11!1'411 Ludia I?u[/ﬂwy) the Company had, notwithstanding objection
notified to them by the consignor, delivered the goods to the holder of the railway receipts ; but
the receipts had not been endorsed to the holder, and the Court found that he had obtained
possession of them 4y frand, and ordered the Company to refund to the consignor the value of
goods delivered by them to the veceipt holder, It appeared that the receipt in this instance
comprised a condition (printed thereon) that the same should be produced by the consignee, or
the goods would not be delivered, and that ¢if he did not attend himself to take delivery,

ist endorse a request for delivery to the person to whom he wished it made’ As already
the receipt had not been endorsed, but it was proved that the Company had frequently

0 21 years delivered %oods to holders of such receipts unendorsed: The Court

cescould not exonerate the Railway Company, and that, even if it
t a distance from Bombay could not be held hound by it.

Y . e
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‘Whether the Court would have held the Company justified in delivering the goods suppos-
ing the receipt had been endorsed by the consignor (in accordance with the condition) is not
clear. 'We apprehend not, as the holder of the reccipts had obtained the same by fraud, and
notice of the fraud had been given to the Company.

There remains to be considered the question whether the words ¢ document of title’ used
in section 102 of the Indian Contract Act, the words ¢ instrument of title * used in section 103,
or the words ¢ document showing title’ used in section 108 include within their meaning
respectively a railway receipt.

‘We do not think that this question has ever been decided by a court of law ; at all events
we are not aware of any reported decision on the subject.

We apprehend, however, that there can be but little doubt that a railway receipt is neither
a ¢ document of title,’ nor an “instrument of title,” nor a ¢ document showing title.”

Such a receipt is, of course, evidence (though not necessarily conclusive evidence) that the
Railway Company who have granted the receipt have actually received the goods for carriage.
But what evidence is such receipt that the goods belong to the person who producesit? And if
the receipt in no way evidences ownership, then how can it be said to be a “document showing
title to the goods ?

7 ‘We have examined the forms of receipt used by all the principal railways in India, and we
find that a very large number of them contain a clause to the effect that the ¢consignee’ must
produce the receipt, or the goods will not be delivered ; if he does not himself attend, he must «

i endorse a request for delivery to the person to whom he wishes it made. A receipt so framed is
doubtless a document evidencing the right of the person therein named as consignee to receive
delivery of the goods from the Railway Company. But thereisa very wide distinction between
a document which shows ¢ a right to receive’ goods from the carriers thercof and a document
which shows title (z.c., a right of ownership and of disposal) to the goods themselves.

1t may be said that, judged from this point of view, a bill of lading should be no better
than a railway receipt,
But the answer is that the established custom of merchants recognised by the courts of
law and by the Legislature has invested a bill of lading with the character of a document show-
ing title, whereas no such established and recognised custom exists as regards railway receipts.
Further, it is noticecable that section 108 of the Indian Contract Act, to which we have
before referred, expressly includes not only bills of lading, but also ¢ dock-warrants,’ a ¢ ware-
house-keeper’s certilicates,” and a ¢ wharfinger’s certificate or warrant or order for delivery,’
but ¢ railway or carrier’s receipts > are not mentioned.
‘We have now shown that there is a very material distinction between the value for commer-
cial purposes of a bill of lading and a railway receipt, the latter enjoying few, if any, of the
special advantages and privileges which attach to the former.
The reasons for this are not far to seek.
The Western trade of former days was almost entirely carried on by water. Railways are
comparatively of modern date, and distances in the United Kingdom so short that goods may
arrive at their destination as soon as the railway receipt granted at the place of their despatch ; :
possibly for this reason not very much would be gained by making railway receipts negotiable,
2 so far as the United Kingdom 1s concerned. That such receipts have not acquired the same
advantages as bills of lading is probably due to the circumstance th:_xt it may not have been
hitherto worth the merchants’ while to secure those advantages for railway receipts.
But in India the case is different : goods travel long distances by rail, and are often several
days on the road. Tt seems obvious that commercial transactions must be greatly facilitated if
under such circumstances a railway receipt can be made to afford the same or as good security
as a bill of lading.
As a matter of fact, considerable transactions in the way of negotiation of railway receipts
take place in India, and especially in Bombay ; and such transactions facilitate, and indeed are,
we believe, often necessitated by the lawful operations of trade.
As matters stand at present, a merchant who buys a railway receipt, say for 100 bales of
cotton, is exposed to the risk of the goods being stopped in transit, or claimed in the case of an
insolvency by the Official Assignee, or claimed on the ground that the consignor was not the
true owner of the goods. -
‘Why should the negotiator of railway receipts be compelled to incur these risks ? +]
It appears to us to be a hardship and an anomaly that risks of the kind should attend the
negotiation of railway receipts whilst the negotiation of bills qf l:uhqg' is Prmtlca]ly'free from 2
them ; and the very fact that such risks exist in connection: with railway receipts scems
caleulated to operate in restraint of trade.
. It may well be that a mercantile custom is even now growing up, if it be not ajready in
existence, to treat railway receipts on the same footing as bills of lading, :
1f this be the case, then it is of all the more importance that such custom should be recog-
nised and established by law. SN
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The application by the Legislature to railway receipts of the lJaw which governs hills of
lading would not, we think, be a matter of any'difficulty. o
¢ This object could, we submit, be effected by an amendment of the Indian Contract Act or

5 of the Bills of Lading Act (IX of 1856), or by passing a ¢ Railway or Inland Carriers
Receipts Act.’ . ;

Such amendment of the law might with advantage e made applicable also to ¢ canal
receipts, and perhaps to other carriers’ receipts. : Eri ;

We are of opinion that to place railway receipts upon an equal footing with bills of lading
is desirable, not only in the interests of traders, but of all the community generally.

It follows, therefore, that in reply to the question put to us, we are of opinion that it
is advisable that the Chamber should address the Government \yxth a view to obtain such u_lter-
ation or modification of the law as will render railway receipts 'trzu_lshn;uble and negotiable
instruments, carrying a title to property in the same way as bills of lad_mg, ““‘1.(‘\'0 nxy add)
as will secure to railway receipts the same privileges in all respects as bills of lading enjoy.

Madras Clamber, No. 8.] I have the honour to state, for the information of the Government, that this

,.:,’“,‘Q; 8th Decem= Ghamber has been favoured by the Bombay Chamber with a copy of the letter which it addressed

- to you on the 10th ultimo, asking that legislative action may be taken to place railway receipts
on the same footing as bills of lading.

= The opinions expressed by the Bombay Chamber are shared by the mercantile community
of Madras, and T am desired to say that this Chamber entertains the hope that the Government
will be pleased to take the legislative action that has been proposed.

~ Bengal Chamber, No. 4] I am to say that this Chamber is generally in favour of the proposals set out in the
dated the 25th April letter of the Bombay Chamber of 10th November last. They can see no reason why railway
receipts should not be placed on the same footing as bills of lading. Small parcels and pack-
ages could be covered as now by parcel receipts.

2. The proposal was referred by the Government of India to its Law Officers, and _t,h_e case spuled
for the Advocate-Genernl by the Government Solicitor and the Advocate-General's opinion are printed
below =

Jase stated by Mr. No. 5.] The questions raised in the accompanying papers, and on which the Government
4, Adkin, Offici- of Tndia desire the opinion of the IHonowrable the Advocate-General, are, as it appears to the
Solicitor to the G i - R L o T o S R &
ament of India, Government Solicitor, (1) whether the application of the Bombay Chamber of Commerce to
the Government of India in the Legislative Department makes out a sufficient case for the
initiation of legislation with u view to placing receipts granted by Railway Administrations to
consignees for goods entrusted to such administrations for conveyance by railway on the same
footing as bills of lading ; (2) whether any practical objections suggest themselves to the
initiation of such legislation ; and (3) the form which such legislation should take.

These questions are, of course, based on the assumption that, as the Jaw of India at present
stands, railway receipts are not negotiable instruments ; and as to this, it appears to the Govern-
ment Solicitor that the letter from Messrs. Craigie, Lynch & Owen appended to the letter
from the Secretary of the Bombay Chamber of Commerce makes out a conclusive case.  Unless,
however, the Honourable the Advocate-General concurs in this view, the questions, as above

‘

stated, will not arise.

_Th(.a. considerations urged by the Bombay Chamber and their Solicitors in support of their
application appear to he very strong, and no reasons occur to the Government Solicitor (who
concurs in the views expressed in Messrs, Craigie, Lynch & Owen’s letter) against the proposed
legislation. '

The Honourable the Advocate-General will please advise on the questions stated above.

by Mr. G. No. 6.] The letter from Messts. Craigie, Liynch & Owen to the Secretary of the Bom-
Adrocate- bav{ Chamber of Commerce, I think accurately enunciates the principles of law relating to bills

of lading and railway receipts respectively. I am further of opinion that the Bombay Chamber
. of Commerce has made out a strong case for legislative action, If railway receipts are put on
Ae 2 par with bills of lading, doubtless the legal responsibility of the Government either as owners
or principal proprietors of Railways will be increased in cases'where unpaid vendors can legally
exercise their right of stoppage ¢ fransitu. The question for the Government to decide 18
whether in view of the great advantages to trade which would be afforded by railway receipts
- being put on a par with bills of lading, an additional legal responsibility should not be incurred
by the Government. This is a question of expediency and policy which is beyond my province
s the Legal Adviser to the Government. But if my advice is sought on this subject, 1 would
- bedisposed to view favourably the change in the Jaw recommended by the Bombay Chamber

{o the Agents of Guaranteed and the Managers of State Railways
¢d to send their opinions to their London Boards. It was also

the question should bo discussed with the Boards of Directors of

eived are reproduced in substance below i 2 ;
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. Bexgan-Nacrur Rarmway,

No. 7.] In my opinion the custom on the subject requires alteration, and that a rail- From the Ma
¥ PR TR ot ol % - x ) : ST dated the Sth
way should be justified in handing over goods at any time to any one producing their receipts §o5* *
for the same, and that, having done so, they are free of all responsibility in the matter. ¥
2. It is not universally admitted by legal authorities that a special legislation is neces=
sary. Macpherson on Law of Indian Railways and Common Carriers, page 37, would lead to
the opinion that all that is required is a receipt in the form of a special contract approved by
the Governor-General in Council, as has been done with risk notes, and that such a contract
could not be altered by the Civil Courts, (ol

Brraseur-litawai STatE RAILWAY.:

%

No. 8.] Officially no instance of the difficulties attended on the non-negotiability of , Fromthe Maua
ailwav recel . | g . X dated the 5th
railway receipts has ever occurred to me, I, however, am fully aware of the truth of what the jgg7.
Secretary of the Bombay Chamber of Commerce puts forward, and do not anticipate any

difficulties likely to accrue to Railway Administration by giving effect to the suggestions,

Burara StaTe RAInway, 5

No. 9] The matter was discussed at an official meeting held at this Office on Monday, dlgr(“'"b::“ ;‘715‘"“

the 13th instant, when the Examiner of Railway Accounts pointed out that the following 757, .
A endorsement appears on Goods Receipt Form No. S, N. 36: 7
“This receipt must be produced by the consignee, or the goods will not be delivered ; if he does not 3N
himself attend, he must endorse a request for delivery to the person to whom he wishes it made, If the
consignment or this railway receipt is sold one or more times, the cudorsement must he a distinet order to
deliver to a certain person or firm, and this order must be on a one-anua stamp. If more than one order
appears on the face hereof, each order must bear a stamp.’

It was therefore resolved that in reply to the reference, it he pointed out that the above-
quoted rule, which is issued under the authority of the Government, evidently constitutes the
document concerned a negotiable instrument, and that, as far as State Railways ave concerned,
no legislative action appears necessary.

LAsTERNY BENGAL STATE RATLWAY.

No. 10.] Thelegal aspect of the question appears to have been fully dealt with by Messrs, dF "?’"’”“,;"‘i
Craigie, Lynch & Owen, Solicitors to the Bombay Chamber of Commerce, and these gentlemen, l:‘}‘f?g. therFaet
after setting forth arguments in favour of the proposal, state

“This object could, we submit, be effected by an amendment of the Indian Contract Act or of the Bills of
Lading Act (IX of 1836), or by passing a Railway or Inland Carrviers Receipt Act.’

I have referred to this, as I consider from a railway point of view that, in the event of the
Legislature favouring the proposal, the manner in which the object is effected is of some im-
portance. In my opinion the latter alternative is the best.

I do not follow the Advocate-General where he seems to imply that if railway receipts are
put on a par with bills of lading, an additional legal responsibility-will fall on Government
as owners or principal proprietors of railways, It seems to me that the responsibility of the

¥ railway as a carrier should not extend heyond the delivery of the goods to the consignée or
endorsee, as the case may be, In this connection, I may remark that the right of stoppage
i transifu is very rarely exercised, and there appears no valid reason why railway receipts
should differ from hills of Jading in this respect.

Toor Stare RAILWAY.

No. 11.] T see no material objection to this as far as the railways are concerned, assum= From
ing that the projected legislation to eftect this protects railways from loss or undue responsi- dated ¢
bility. The endorsement to a consignce, for instance, which would give him right of property 257
in the goods, should at the same time involve responsibility to the railway for freight and under-
charges, though we may still have to hold consignors responsible for fraudulent or mistaken
description of goods. Due account shoiild also be taken of the difference between the station .
staff on Indian Railways and those who have to deal with ordinary bills of lading used in
shipping. e
It is to be noted that the comrespondence received with your letter under reply shews that
the supporters so far of the proposal are those who would be buyers or consignees of goods to
be dea{)t with under these negotiable receipts. Tt would be well ta take the views of sellers on
the matter. Tt would possibly be found that they were not so favourable to the proposal, and
that the anticipated increase of trade among the smaller firms at ports, which it is ur T
- mmplied as likely to follow on the realisation of this proposal, would not be fulfilled unless
= operation is protected by greater security to the consignor at the station of consignment,
any case consignors would desire, T think, that railway receipts are not made gene
able, but only when endorsed, or better still, when granted and exccuted o
intended for such negotiable receipts. 4 B et

y
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NorTH-WESTERN STATE RAILWAY, 2

Feami. No. 12.] The proposals are apparently that the railway receipts should be made in law an

911?0."1'::[;:8 instrument; of the same nature as a bill of lading, the most valuable features of which are stated
to b 4

(1) that it is negotiable and transferable by endorsement and delivery or by trans-
mission :

(2) that endorsement and delivery or transmission of the bill of lading transfers the
property in the goods to the endorsee (in the absence of a contrary intention on
the part of the endorser and endorsee) :

(3) that it may be endorsed either specially or in blank :

# (4) that the holder of a bill of lading may by negotiating, endorsing, or transferring

the same to a bond fide transferrce defeat the vendor’s right to stop in transitu.
The bill of lading is also seemingly, with certain reservations as to fraud, &e., conclusive
) evidence of the receipt of the goods as against the carrier.
The State Railway form of receipt, after providing that it ‘must be produced by the
consignee, further provides that—

¢If the consignment or this railway receipt is sold onc or more times, the endorsement must be a distinct
‘written order to deliver to a certain person or firm and this order must be on a one-anna stamp. 1f more than

-one order appear on the face hereof, cach order must bear a stamp.’

This would seem to indicate an intention to recognise the receipt as a negotiable document
and instrument showing title to the goods, and the proposed legislation would apparently define
and legalise its position in these réspects.

I am not quite clear as to the position the railway would occupy in the case of—

(1) An endorsement in blank.
(2) The bond fides of a transfer being questioned, and the consignor seeking in conse- -
quence to exercise a right of stoppage iu transitu.

But I am inclined to think that, so far as the railway is concerned, the receipt should be
specially endorsed, and that its production duly endorsed should be accepted as sufficient evidence
-of title and delivery made thereupon, except 1n case of an interdiet from a Court,

Any increase in the responsibility of the railway is, T think, to be deprecated, and probably
the requirements of the mercantile community might be sufficiently met without adding to the
liability of the railway.

‘With reference to the remarks of the Bengal Chamber of Commerce, it would probably be
desirable to have a distinction between the parcels and goods receipts. \

The proposals have been made in_the interest of the export trade, but there is also a Iarge
internal trade to be considered, and I am unaware whether the proposed changes are such as
would commend themselves to the large body of Native merchants who chiefly carry on the
internal trade of the'country. Steps might perhaps be taken to ascertain this. If necessary,
there might be two sets of forms—one for the export, and the other for the internal trade, to be
used at the option of the consignors; but, except upon very strong grounds, it would scem
undesirable to have forms of different legal nature for the same railway purpose.

e Trafic . NO.13.] It would, I think, be expedient to obtain a full explanation of the extent to
dent, Pun- which the legal responsibility of a Railway Administration is increased.
a . . s ey .
1587, The Advacate-General implies that this increased responsibility will be incurred only in
cases where unpaid vendors can'legally exercise this right of stoppage in transition.
The clauses of the Contract Act which affect the case ave—

y 99. ‘A seller who has parted with the possession of goods and has not received the whol i i
the buyer becomes insolvent, stop the goods while in tmn&it to the buyer. ¢ Rassabricsmay, Jt

101, *The seller's right of stoppage does not, except in the case hercinafter mentioned, cease on the buyer

re-selling the goods while in transit and receiving ]tlula‘ !n-iee, but continues until the goods have to be deliyered

to the sccond buyer, or to some person on his behalf.
102. *The right of sto if the buyer, having obtained a bi R, nootion o i
| goots e T T ol Inding, assigns 4, while the
* them.’ ‘
' To take the cases given in the Contract Act : A sells and consigns certain woods to B
sends him the bill of lading.  /f being still unpaid, B becomes insolérent and nsstlé'ns the b;lla%(}?
ing. for cash to C; C either knows or does not know that B is insolvent, In the former caso
tion is not in good faith, and A can stop the goods in transit, In the latter case
on is in good faith, and 4 cannot stop the goods in transit,
ailway Admix}istmtion_ i not in a position to know whether the transacti
C'is in good faith, and, in the absence of such knowledge, must of nece:ssiz; ?)IGI
ima if A orders the goods to be stopped in transit. :
oes. t on .’s instructions and allows the goods to be delivered to C,
‘the transaction between Band ¢ :v,;as not in good faith, it
£, on the oth hand, the. railway stops deli-

: g T
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very of the goods, and it turns out that the transaction between B and € was conducted in good
faith by C, th&n C can sue the railway for loss of market.

If my interpret:\t.io_rg is correct, there is no question that Railway Administrations will incur
a very serious responsibility ; and the question is, whether the facilities given to merchants wol_lld
be likely to increase trade to an extent which would compensate railways for the increased risk
incurred.

On the whole, Tam doubtfully disposed to believe that the prospect of extending trade is
worth the risk, and to recommend that we declare in favour of the proposed legislation.

No.14.] Before we are called upon to express a definite opinion, some explanation 18  fyom the Manager,

.equired of the extent to which our responsibility would be increased by the proposed legislation. Punjab Section,
I : 3 y Pror B dal:c{l the 28th ng‘f,::.‘

Therwording on the form of receipt in use on State Railways would appear to imply that z9¢7, o

we already consider the receipt as a document showing title to the goods by the person to whom : g
it has been last duly transferred by endorsement. I cannot, however, say under what responsi- : {‘
bilities the railway actually labours in the case of an endorsement in blank or in the event of Rt
the boud fides of a transfer being disputed by the consignor, and his instructions received to stop 3
delivery. The responsibility would seem to depend upon whether the transfer was made in good by
faith between the- partics concerned ; but how the railway is to ascertain this before it may be %
too late is in no way indicated. f’-’;‘
If the proposed legislation will remove this difficulty, or at all cvents place us in no worse s 1:1

a position than we are now, I would willingly advocate the acceptance of the assimilation of bills o
of lading and railway receipts which the mercantile community appear to desire ; but the opinion
of the Honourable the Advocate-General distinctly indicates increased responsibility in certain i
cases, and we ought to know what the extent of this responsibility is likely to be. ‘({
No. 15.] There can be no doubt that to place railway receipts on the same footing as bills  #rom the Traffic ;€

of lading will be an immense convenience to merchants and bankers, Superintendent, Swmd
: Section, dated the

At the same time it is equally certain that the responsibility of the railway carrier will 24k June 1887.
be Jargely increased, especially so if the consignee is allowed to retain his right to stop goods
while in transit, and while the present practice of delivering goods on indemnity bonds remains
in force. These considerations, however, cannot be allowed to outweigh the great convenience
that would be afforded to traders, and T think it would be well if railway receipts were rendered
negotiable documents.

o0.16.] I concurin the general opinion that a railway receipt should be a negotiable Fromthe Manager,
document, Dut as this will virtually prohibit delivery without production of the receipt, it 3:’“‘1 “93’“;"%1.83 a
may possibly be advisable to restrict its application either to— e 1stut/EIaRg

(1) certain trading localities,

(2) to consignments of certain value or quantity,

(3) to certain classes of goods,
and allow all other traffic to be conducted on ordinary principles. A form of indemnity bond
will also be necessary to meet cases of lost negotiable receipts,

There are also certain small consignments for short distances, the freight on which will
scarcely cover the cost of printing and filling in the numerous forms which now complicate and
retard the business of a railway, and T would venture to suggest, while the alteration of the law
is under consideration, the advisability of still further altering the law and making it legal for
railways to book small consignments at owner’s rigk without cither a consignment note, receipt,
or invoice, the fact of their entry in a receipt book and of a signature on a delivery book being =
considered conclusive evidence of receipt or delivery.

East Ixpray Rarnway,

No.17.] My own opinion is that before any change in the law is considered, the alleged From the
inconvenience to the public should be fully ascertained and established, 1f from the circum- :’:;Bpard,qf
stance of railway goods receipts not posscssing the legal status of bills of lading the inconvenience getembe
to trade should be found to be considerable, I am of opinion that Railway Administrations
shoyld be preparved to accept the increased risk and responsibility which a change in the law
would entail. Correspondence is enclosed, P

- No.18.] I am desired to hand to you the enclosed copy of a report from Messrs. Fresh-
tields & Williams, the Company’s Solicitors, in which the question of the proposed legislation i
fully discussed from a legal point of view. i

For the rest, you are aware how anxious the Board have always been to grant the utmost
facilities to traders using the Bast Indian Railway Company’s system or that of oﬂ}qff@ompa-
nies in connection therewith, 4

It appears, however, to the Board that the alterations now suggested by the Bombay and
other Chambers of Commerce, if carried out, must entail increased, an Yrobably Onerous,
responsibilitics upon the East Indian Raglwa.y Company, and they therefore feel their inability
arrive at any judgment upon the question until they are able clearly to understand wha
of legislation the Government of India would propose. : O R

1.—173 3 1 y
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Should the Government;, therefore, decide to proceed to any legislative emctment to alter
the present status or force of the existing railway receipt for goods, you are d}recﬁ:d_ to ta.}w t]}e
earliest opportunity of apprising the Board thereof, and to forward for their consideration (in
conjunction with their legal advisers) the full terms of any measure to be introduced into the
Legislative Council. You will further, at the same time, most urgently represent to the
Government of India the Board’s request that they may have ample time to consider any _such
legislation on a matter which appears to them of vital importance to the East Indian Railway
Company before its final adoption.

; Bessrs. No. 19.] We collect from the correspondence and papers that, as a matter of practice, the

ifields & Wil Fast Indian Railway Company already treat the railway reccipts to a certain extent as bills
! m(g“ m’% of lading, and deliver the goods at their destination to any endorsce of the receipt appearing
going letter).  thereon entitled to such goods. This practice, it is clear, is carried on at the Company’s own
s risk.

The question then arises, what effect would the proposed legal assimilation of railway
receipts with bills of lading have on the liability and responsibility of the Company in the
carriage of goods.

‘We may here-observe that it isnot quite clear in what way the promoters of legislation pro-
pose to make the new law obligatory on the Railway Companies.

At present the system of railway receipts adopted by the Company is an entirely voluntary
arrangement,

‘We understand that, under the Indian Contract Act, the sole duty of the Railway Com-
panies as carriers is to deliver goods to the original consignees, and that the Company is not
bound to issue railway receipts at all nor to recognise or act upon endorsements, and consequently
the Company can depart from or modity their present practice in any particular case when it
may be convenient or prudent to do so.

If the law were altered so as to place railway receipts on the same footing as bills of lading,
and a statutory form of bill of lading were preseribed and made obligatory on the Companies,
they would become liable for the proper delivery of the goods to the party entitled under
the bill whether as endorsee or otherwise.

As a consequence of this, the Railway Company would have to take into consideration
questions as to irregular and forged endorsements, and in the event of goods heing delivered even
to an innocent holder for value when a previous endorsce’s signature had been £ rged, the Com-
pany would he liable to the right holder whose signature was forged for the gooas so delivered.

In addition to this, further inconvenience would arise in connection with the exercise by an
unpaid consignor of his right of stoppage in transitu.

At present, when a consignor and consignee stand in the relation of unpaid seller and buyer,
and before the delivery of the goods the consignor finds out that the consignee is insolvent, the
former has a right to stop the delivery of the goods to the consignee ; but, in the case of a bill of
lading, the consignor cannot stop the goods ¢ ¢ransitu if the consignee has parted with the bill
of lading, and it has passed into the hands of a foud fide holder for valuable consideration.

. It follows that if railway receipts were turned into bills of lading, questions of the good
faith, &c., of the holder would have to be considered when an unpaid consignor attempted to
stop goods o transitu.

. Whether or not, in the interests of trade, it would be advisable for the Government of India
to impose upon Railway Companies the additional risk and responsibility which we have pointed
out, it is not for us to express an opinion ; but in our opinion the proposal is at least open to the
criticisms and objections passed upon it and urged against it in the letters of Mr. Macpherson

3 and Messrs. Morgan, and we think that, as pointed out by Mr. Macpherson, if any alteration of
the law takes place in the direction now contemplated, it is essential that it should only apply
to consignments above a certain fixed weight or value ; otherwise a wide field would be opened
for potby frauds on the Railway Companics, and we think that some provision for protecting
Railway Companies against forged endorsements should, as suggested by Messrs, Morgan, be
introduced into the Bill. We prefer to defer giving any more definite opinion until we see the
exact terms of the proposed legislation.

GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA RAILWAY:

.. No.20] The object which the Chambers have in view is understood to be to give further
the facilities to traders in the conduct of their business, and, in as far as it may be possible to secure
b object, the Board recognise that the proposal is of a character deserving their support. It
b necessary for the Board to go at present into details as to the manner in which the ar-
nent suggested might affect the Railway Companies as carriers, but it must be remembered

in that respect circumstances which could not be overlooked in any proposed

d with the understanding that it is not contemplated by means
unduly responsibilities at present attaching to the Railway
will be read ive their best considerz}tion and assistance to
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any Bill whiche may be introduce(! into the Legislative Council on the subject, and which
they assume will be procc.edeq with in the Council in a way to afford the Railway Companies
the fullest; time for considering it, and representing their views in the matter.

BoypaY, Baropa axp Cexrran INpra RAILWAY.

No. 21.] The change which the Bombay Chamber of Commerce advocates is one which _From the dgent to
confers certain advantages upon the mercantile communities of the ports of exportation, and it ¢k B"l“’;:‘f{hm’s';;
does not appear from the opinion expressed by the Solicitors to the Bombay Chamber of Com- ff:;,’,m‘,‘_,', e
merce that the interests of the inland traders, or that the increased risks and responsibilities
which would be entailed upon Railway Administrations by the introduction of the proposed

change, have been dealt with in connection with the subject.

It is pointed out in the correspondence that difficulties would be likely to arise with respect
to the stoppage of goods in transit in the case of the loss of railway receipts and with regard to
the lien that Railway Administrations now have upon the goods of a consignee who has hecome
insolvent, as well as in connexion with forged endorsements on railway receipts. Delivery with-
out the production of railway receipts would involve the railway in increased risks, and to insist
on the production of railway receipt would often delay delivery, and so block up storage accom-
modation. This would specially affect the short distance traffic, such as our cofton traffic
from Gujardit and Kathidwir, which often arrives at Bombay hefore the railway receipts can
reach the consignee through the post. «

The negotiability of bills of lading is doubtless in complete conformity with all existing
legislation regarding shipping matters, while the extension of the same principle to railway
receipts might necessitate many alterations in law as now affecting railways; but in the main -
I agree with the opinion expressed by the Agent, Last Indian Railway, (copy attached, with 1
copies of opinions of East Indian Railway officers), that if suflicient necessity is shown for the -
introduction of the proposed change, or the interests of trade and commerce are to be promoted
thereby, I would not oppose the introduction of legislation to make railway receipts negotiable,
provided that it is accompanied by safeguards to protect Railway Administrations against undue
risks and responsibilities,

No. 22.] This subject is one of much importance, and in the opinion of the Board should fom the Board
not be legislated upon without full previous enquiry as to the nature and real extent of the of Directors to the =
disadvantages to traders and others alleged by the Bombay Chamber of Commerce, with the ‘14,”""" dateb thal itk

p P P 5 o : s February 1858,

concurrence of the Bengal Chamber of Commerce, to result from the present status of railway

receipts as untransferable and unnegotiable instruments not carrying a title to property in the
same way as shipping bills of lading. The Board concur in the view expressed by yourself and
the Agent of the East Indian Railway Company to the effect that, if a change in this status is
advisable in the interests of trade and commerce, the Railway Companies should not oppose a
necessary alteration therein, provided that in any legislation undertaken with a view to this end,
the railways are fairly protected against undue risks and responsibilities, and are not unreason-
ably hampered in the prompt conduct of their business as common carriers.

BHAVNAGAR-GONDAL RAILWAY.
.

No. 28.] The Traflic Superintendent of this Railway reports that no complaints have mrom te Manager,
been received from merchants or traders of any inconvenience avising from the railway dated the Zith De-
receipt not being a legalised document in the same sense as the bill of lading is, but at the cember 1857
same time he has no doubt that the railway receipt being placed on the same footing in point of -
Jaw as the bill of lading would he a convenience generally to the trading community, and in this :
opinion I concur.

4. Ahout this time the Secretary of State had under consideration certain claims for compensation
preferred by an officer of the army on account of injuries received, and the question of the liabilities and
obligations of railways owucd by the State was discussed. The opinions of the Legal Advisers of the India
Office on this question and on the question of the negotiability of railway receipts were sent to the Govern-
ment of India for consideration in connection with the Railway Bill which was then under preparation. The
opinion on the latter point was as follows :

No.24.] I do not think there is much legal aspect in this case, though the general o, gy the
considerations which apply to it are important. Ior I do not quite see why the legal respon- Adviser of the Ini
sibility of the Government would be increased by the proposed change as suggested by the Ofice on bills
Advocate-General ; and, if it would be, provision could be made in the proposed legislation for Ju,:‘f"}s;,‘_ i

negativing such responsibility,
The general considerations applying to the case are as follow :

The negotiability, &c., of bills of lading was brought ahout by custom or the law merchant,
they being ancient mercantile documents applicable to goods ab sea shipped in one bottom, which,
if sold, could not be delivered by reason of being on the sea. If the bill of lading was not
negotiable, the species of property to which it applied would be locked up, and, in the old sailng:
days, for long periods. ¢
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It may be doubtful whether the existing law as to bills of lading would have grown up
and taken root so as to be recognised with judicial sanction in these days of quick voyages.
And at all events the principle on which the negotiability of bills of lading is based, vz, that,
for a long period the goods, and the captain in charge of them, cannot he communicated with,
does not apply to railway carriage with telegraphic communication.

Tiowever, in the words of Mr, Justice Buller in Lickbarrow v. Mason : ¢ In all mercantile
transactions, one great point to he kept uniformly in view is to make the circulation and nego-
d tiation of property as quick, as easy, and as certain as possible,” and if land carriage and watev
b carriage were on all-fours, the proposed legislation might be heneficial,

: But so far from being on all-fours, there are important distinctions applying to them.

In water carriage, to which bills of lading apply, all the goods up to thousands of tons go
in one bottom from port to port.

Tn railway carriage only part of the goods probably can go by each goods train, which
would necessitate a separate receipt for each load, giving enormous trouble to the carriers ; for
a bill of lading is an acknowledgment by the captain of having received the goods on hoard his
ship, and it will' be a fraud by the captain to sign a bill of lading if he had not received the
goods on board. And it appears to me that it would be improper to interfere with a vendor’s
rights, at‘all events until the goods were in actual transit—that is, not whilst they were lying
at the railway station to be loaded for transit, For a hill of lading would not apply to goods
on a wharf awaiting shipment.

And instead of one bottom carrying the goods, they would possibly have to pass over
several systems of rails, the oflicer at the starting point who gave the receipt having no authority
from the Company at the station of delivery.

On the whole, I think the question requires very careful consideration, and I doubt whether
& it can be properly dealt with until a system of through booking is established,
I may add that Lord Blackburn, in dealing with this question in his book on the Contract
i of Sale, says :
| “There have been some attemptsmade to give the same effect to the endorsement of dock warrants, wharfin-
gers' receipts, delivery orders, and similar docwnents as is given to the endorsement of a bill of lading,

“These documents are generally written contracts by which the holder of the endorsed document is rendered
the person to whom the holder of the goods is to deliver them, and in so far they greatly resemble bills of lading ;
Lut they differ from them in this respect, that when goods ace at so, the purchaser wha takes the bill of lading
has done all that is possible in order to take possession of the goods, as there is a physical obstacle to his sceking
out the master of the ship and requiving him to attorn to his righis; but when the goods arc on land, there is no
reason why the person who receives a delivery order to dock warrant should not at once lodge it with the bailee,
and go take actual or constructive possession of the goods. “Chere is, therefore, a very sufficient reason why the
sl custom of merchonts should make the trausfer of the bill of lading equivalent to an actual delivery of possession,
and yet not given such an effect to the transfer of documents of title to goods on shore.”

6. Tt was then decided on consideration of these opinions to discuss the question in the Legislative
Council on the Railway Bill, and the Chambers of Commerce were o informed on the 1st Novembrr 1888,
The Statement of Objects and Reasons, which was civculated with the Bill, contained the following remarks
on the subject : ; g
. Railway  Bill: No.25.] Secetions 57,58, and 59 —The first of these sections legalises the existing practice
4%{5’?;?'"'{“:"{ Objects with respeet to the disposal of unclaimed property. The second and third of them have been
Rl oo suggested partly by existing practice, partly by the case of Liugleton v, the Last Indian Railway

Company (8 B.L.R., 581), and partly by the proposal to give railway receipts the same effect as
bills of lading, X
The proposal to give such an effect to railway receipts has not been adopted in the Bill
* because Railway Administrations are understood to be averse to it, and it is not justified by
existing legislation elsewhere. ) : ;

: In discussing the Bill, the Chambors of Commerce of Bengal and Bombay wrote as follows on this
question :

VR LR Chaniber: No.26.] In this connection, however, I am to invite your attention to my letter of 29th
o et August April 1887, in which this Chamber gave its adhesion to the suggestion of the, Chamber of

: Commerce, Bombay, that railway veceipts should be placed on the same tooting as bills of lading.
This question appears to the Committee to he one which might be discussed by such a body as
a Railway Conference with great advantage, and they would suggest that the papers submitted
te Government by the Bombay Chamber may form one of the subjeets to which the attention
of the Conference will be invited by Government,

Chamler, No. 27.] Indealing with the proposal of the Chamber for giving to railway recel 5
Ucto: status of negotiable instruments carrying a fitle to property coxi'eycﬁ by mil\3}}1\}5(}23?;;2:23
that conferred by bills of lading on goods transported by sea, the ¢ Statement of~0b]'ects and

~ Reasons’ attached to the Bill says that the proposal to give such an effect to milwuj: receipts
~ has not been adopted in the Bill because Railway Administrations are understood to be averse
nd it is not justified by existing lc:‘g,rjs]ation clsewhere.”” As to whether, and for what
the majority of the Railway Administrations are averse to the proposed change of the law
to railway receipts, the Committee are not in a position to speak, the latest information
osal being conveyed in the Government of India’s letter to the Chamber, dated 17th

g
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May 1887, whéh it was stated the question had betn submitted to the Secretary of State for dis-
cussion with the Boards of Directors of the Indian Railways. The representative of the Great
Indian Peninsula Railway, however, expresses himself as strongly in favour of the Chamber’s
suggestion ; and as the Chambers of Commerce of Bengal and Madras have also supported
it, the Committee would de]:u'_ec:xte the omission of the provision regarding the altered power of
railway receipts from the Bill until opportunity has heen afforded the Chamber of ascertaining
the extent and character of the opposition. That the change is not justified by existing legis-
lation elsewhere is not, in the opinion of the Committee, sufficient ground for rejecting the
amendment ofithe law in India, as the conditions of railway traffic in this country are admittedly
widely different from those prevailing in England and Continental Europe. The length of time .
oceupied in the transit of a large portion of the railway traffic in this country renders, some means

of intermediate finance, as between interior markets and the sea-board, absolutely essential to

avoid restriction of trade, and it is impessible to imagine a better basis for it than the mode

suggested by the Chamber of giving to railway receipts the same power and effect as bills of

lading. The legitimate rights of the consignor and consignee would thereby be effectually safe-

guarded, while the liabilitics of the Railway Administrations would be immensely simplified and
diminished. "The mere fact of its being an innovation on the existing practice in other countries,

should not, the Committee respectfully submit, be allowed to stand in the way of the adoption

of what the commercial community regard as a much needed reform.

-

7. The Honourable Sir Dinshaw Manockjee Petit also wrote : a

No. 28.] The Chamber of Commerce of Bombay wish to provide about the negotiability o '?“'2 fl’-‘ g,’{‘h
of railway receipts as bills of lading. The Great Indian Peninsula Railway and North-Western G e 7955, :
Railway are in favour of such suggestion. 1T do not think that any Railway Company can have

any possible objection to the same.

Tt may be mentioned that an unpaid consignor had filed a suit in the Bombay Court of >,
Small Causes against an assignee of a railway receipt who had advanced moneys on the sume, :

and that the Chief Judge of that Court had held that railway receipts are negotiable under el
section 102 of the Tndian Contract Act ; but it is understood that an appeal is intended to be 3
preferred to the High Court against this judgment,
The Bombay Cotton Trade Association at their meeting held on the 4th September 1889,
passed a resolution on this subject, and it will, T think, be better if T quote it here :—
¢That in the opinion of the Cotton Trade Association, the practice of advancing money on railway reccipts
in the present state of the law is most unadvisable; but as it appears impossible to alterat present the custom .
of buying produce from the North-West, the Association desires to signify its approval of the action the
“hamber of Commerce has taken in requesting Government to legislate for the purpose of rendering railway
receipts negotiable instruments, carrying a title to property similar to bills of lading, and that the Secretary be
requested to prepave arepresentation to Government in support of the "Chamber’s proposals.’ .
The law which at present exists operates as a source of restraint on the thriving trade of
this great country. On the railway receipts in its present form, a trader cannot get an advance
on his goods as he can do on a hill of lading, and cansequently the money invested in the goods
remains locked up until he is able to sell the goods. 5
From my experience as a merchant, T am of opinion that if the railway receipt be made
negotiable, as represented by the b'orpbuy Chamber of Commer'cc, not only there will be great
facility to the trade, but the same will be much (.leveloped and increased ; for if the receipt will
be negotiable, the merchant will be able to obtain advances on his goods, and thus, by free
circulation of his money, he will be able to invest the money received by him as advances in the
purchase of other goods. This will greatly increase the traflic, and the Railway Companies
also will thereby derive great benefit.

8. Meanwhile the question had been submitted to a Railway Conference which rat at Simla in the
summer of 1888, with the result stated in Resolution No. 110 of the Conference, which was as followe :—

No. 29.] Proposed by Mr. Carter, seconded by Mr, Hanna,—

That, with reference to the proposal of the Bombay Chamber of Commerce to place railway receipts on 24k
the sume footing as bills of luding, the Conference is of cpinion thet as such a course would increare the
reaponsibility of Railway Administrations without any corresponding advantage, the proposed legislation is
unadvisuble.

The Committee divided :—

Ayes—47 voles. Nocs—10 votes.
'W. S. Berrs (South Indian Railway) 4 votes. H. CoxpeEr (Great Indian Peniusuln
G. F. 0. Boveuey (Benzal Railways) & Railway) ...8 votes,
N. St. L. Cariir (EastIndian Railway) 6, W. B. Jnmm‘ (Iudian Midland Rail-

L. Coxwax-GorpoN (State Railways) 6
R. Garpiner  (Bhavnagar-Goudal-
Junagarh-Porbasdar Railway) ... 3
F, B. Haxsa (Madras Railway) ... 4
A. 1zaT (Bengal and North-Western
aud Rohilkhand-Kumaun Railwazs) 5 .
J. Lieurroor (North-Western Rail- :
WaY) oo ves ol e
1. O'CALLAGHAN aroda and
Central India i
1

” way) A




R T ey

THE BOMBAY GOVERNMENT GAZETTE, JULY 3, 1890. [PART L

[Messrs. Constable (Bengal-Nagpur Railway) and Craik (Southern Mahratta Railway) did
not vote.]

Proposal agreed to.

9. When moving on the 25th October 1883 for leave to introduce the Railway Bill, the ‘Honourable
Mr. Scoblo stated why the proposal had not boen embodied in the Bill, and was followed by the Honour-
able Sir Charles Elliott:

No. 30.] It may be convenient, in connection with this question of responsibility, to refer
to a proposal %o give railway receipts the same effect as bills of lading. This proposal has not
been adopted. 'The two classes of documents stand upon an entirely different footing. The
principlo upon which the negotiability of bills of lading is based, namely, that for a long ‘period
the goods, and the captain in charge of them, cannot be communicated with, does not apply to
railway carriage with telegraphic communication, Indeed, it may be doubted whether in these
days of quick voyages the law as to bills of lading would ever have come into force. If the law
were altered so as to place railway receipts on the same footing as _bl.lls of' lading, and a §t:1tutory
form of delivery order were prescribed under which Railway Administrations were subjected to
the same responsibilities as shipowners, they would become liable for the proper delivery of the
goods to the party entitled under the order, whether as endorsce or otherwise, As a conse-
quence of this, the Railway Company would have to take into consideration questions as to
irregrular and forged endorsements, and, in the event of goods being delivered even to aninnocent
holder for value when a previous endorsee’s signature had been forged, the Company would be
liable to the right holder whose signature was forged for the goods so- delivered. In addition
to this, further inconvenience would arise in connection with the exercise by an unpaid consignor
of his right of stoppage in transitu. At present, when a consignor and consignee stand in the
relation of unpaid seller and buyer, and before the delivery of the goods the consignor finds out
that the consignee is insolvent, the former has a right to stop the delivery of the goods to the
consignee ; but, in the case of a bill of lading, the cansignor cannot stop the goods in transitu
if the consignee has parted with the bill of lading, and it has passed into the hands of a bond fide
holder for valuable consideration, It follows that if railway receipts were turned into bills of
lading, questions of the good faith and so forth of the holder would have to be considered when
an unpaid consignor attempted to stop goods in transitu.

These are among the inconveniences which would result from the adoption of the proposal,
- and the Government of India has not deemed it advisable to impose this additional risk and
responsibility on the railways in the absence of similar legislation on the subject in England.

C. Elliott's No. 31.] My honourable friend the Law Member in his speech has referred to the impos-
sibility of bringing railway receipts under the law which affects bills of lading given by sea-going
vessels, 1t may be worth while to mention in connection with this that section 81 of the Bill
proposes to give one very desirable convenience to exporters from this country, in that it
facilitates the through booking of goods from India to England, and vice versd, and will thus
help to remove the difficultics which have been met with in carrying out the arrangements
which Colonel Conway-Gordon has made between the North-Western Railway and the Hall
Line of steamers for the through booking of goods hetween England and the Punjab. I hope
that the encouragement thus given to this system will tend to its development and spread on
other Railway Administrations.

Railway Bill ; Mr.
~ Scoble’s remarks in
OWMil,iza‘th Octo-

; 10.5 When moving in Council on the 21st March 1890 that the report of the Select Committce on “the
Bill be taken iuto consideration, the Honourable Mr. Scoble again stated his opinion, being supported on
this occasion by Sir Alexander Wilson, the representative of the Calcutta mercantile community :

y  Bill: No. 32.] In connection with this Chapter, T may notice another proposal which has been
emarks by made, that railway receipts should be given the same effect as bills of lading. This proposal
gg:,’_' #18t has not been adopted by the Select Committee.

In introducing the Bill, I stated the objections which to my mind stood in the way of the
acceptance of such a proposal. One of these was the inconvenience likely to arise in connection
with the exercise by an unpaid consignor of his right of stoppage in transitw. A recent case
which has been decided by the IHigh Court at Bombay affords a good illustration of this
difficulty. A firm at Bijapur sold to a firm in Bombay three parcels of wheat, and recceived
from the purchaser fundis payable at sight for the purchase-money. The railway receipts
were thereupon handed to the purchaser, who promptly endorsed them for walue to a third
party. The Zundis were dishonoured on presentation, and the purchasing firm hecame insolvent.
The endorsees of the railway receipts claimed the goods, and actually obtained delivery of a

. The High Court held that the railway receipts were not instruments of title within the meaning”
- of section 103 of the Iindian Contract Act, and that the unpaid vendor was therefore not deprived
- of his right to stop the goods in transit by reason of the endorsement of the receipts to secure a

¢ advance. The endorsee in this case seems to haye been an innocent holder; but it is
 see what a door would be opened to fraud under a different state of facts ; and T am not
d that a very large majority of the members of the Railway Conference which assembled
in 1888 came to the cox{:ht;ls]ion that it was not desirable to give the same Jegal effect

 lading.

portion of them : the delivery of the residue was stopped on a telegram from the original vendor.,
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No. 33.'] A proposal has been brought forward that the Bill should incorporate a provi- sir Ale.candcb?‘j

sion to give railway receipts the same cffect as bills of lading, This proposition has not been Witvon's cemarkss 3
adopted, and wisely so,.I think, looking to the wide difference between a consignment of goods 7
in wagons passing over, it may be, various lines of railway under different administrations and a b
shipment of goods on board a vessel in one port bound to another. ok |
b

I cannot sce that any provision of the kind would have materially henefited the export B
trade, and certainly not on this side of India, and would have been a departure which did not 4
commend itself to the Railway Administrations, and which does not scem justified by existing
legislation elsewhere.

\ |
11. While the Bill was still before the Council, the Bombay Chamber of Commerce again wrote to the 5
Government on the subject of railway receipts, the letter being as foliows: 1

<&
' No.34.] In aletter, dated 10th November 1886, this Chamber had the honour to repre- CII' "":g:'_"“dﬁ‘:’(’l"“‘zf'l..‘
sent to Government the unsatisfactory condition of the existing law relating to railway receipts 7y February 1690s |
in India, and expressed the hope that His Excellency the Governor-General in Council might g

see fit to initiate such legislative action as might be deemed necessary, not only to regulate more e |
definitely the respective rights and liabilities of the public and the various Railway Administra- P |
tions under these documents, but also to render them transferrable and negotiable instruments, 5|
carrying a title to property in the same way as bills of lading. ) |

2. The representation, as the Chamber understands, was duly considered by Government, B
and, further, referred to the discussion of Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for India in con- * )
ference with- the Boards of Divectors of Indian Railways in Liondon, As to the result of these ol
deliberations, however, the only information which has come to the Chamber was the remark in _«;
the Statement of Objects and Reasons attached to the dratt Railway Bill for India (1888), that .y
the proposal to give such an effect (the same effect as ¢ bills of lading ’) to railway receipts P
has not been adoped in the Bill, because Railway Administrations are understood to be averse to il
it, and it is not justified by existing legislation elsewhere.” In reporting to Gevernment on the !
provisions of the draft Railway Bill under date of 13th October 1538, the Chamber ventured to <
express the opinion that these reasons were neither adequate nor sufficient grounds on which to &
come to a final conclusion regarding such an important question, and the Committee of the
Chamber again desire to approach Government in the hope that their proposal may receive further x

consideration in conjunction with the deliberations now in progress on the new Railway Bill,

3. It is unnecessary to repeat here at length the reasons formerly adduced by the " g 2
Chamber for soliciting the suggested legislation. T am now directed to say that in the 3
interval which has elapsed, these reasons have materially gained in strength, and the urgeney for 3
legislation has been more elearly demonstrated by the difficulties which traders have experienced, Q
and the unsatisfactory character of the litigation which has taken place with regard to railway
receipts. In a recent judgment delivered by the Honourable the Chief Justice of the Bombay A
High Court and the Honourable Mr. Justice Scott—a copy of which, for convenience of reference, ; .uii
1 am directed to annex—any doubt which formerly existed as to whether railway.receipts were A
documents showing title to goods within the meaning of those expressions as used in sections 103 P ﬁqﬂ
and 108 respectively of the Indian Contract Act is finally settled. AL 2

4, The judgment also disposes of the possibility of any custom having grown up or being
in existence by which railway receipts could be treated on the same footing as bills of lading, .
and in so doing concludes with the following words : { . '
. “If this be thought by the commercial commuuity to be an unsatisfactory state of the law, it will be ¢
necessary, in our opinion, that the desired change should be made by the Legislature. vt

5. This Chamber, on behalf of the commercial community, begs most respectfully but
emphatically to repeat that it does consider the present state of the law unsatistuctory, and is,
strongly of opinion thata change should be effected by legislation, Such legislation, the ;
Chamber would submit, could be shortly and etfectually dealt with in the new Railway Bill U
now under consideration ; but should the legal advisers of Government object to this course, my
Committee venture, to express the hope that His Excellency the Governor-General in Council
will be pleased to sanction the required amendment of the Indian Contract Act, or the introduc-
tion of a Railway or Inland Carriers Receipts Act.

No.35.] BOMBAY HIGH COURT.—OznIGINAL Sipe. '

[ Before Sir CHARLES Saruknt, Chief Justice, and Mr. Justice Scorr. |

Tue Great INDIAN PeNINSULA RATLWAY COMPANY versus HANMANDAS RAMKISSEN AND
ANOTHER,

This was a reference to the High Court by Mr, Hart, Chief Judge of the Small Causes
Court, upona point of general interest 1o mercantile men in relation to the liability of a Railway
(Company as carriers. 7

The Chief Justice, in delivering judgment, said :—The facts out of which this ref
by the Chief Judge of the Small Causes Court arises are fully set out; in the case state:

.
re!
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Court. With .respcct to the thivd question, whether there was such a delivfn'y to Chinn

Deokarn’s agent at Bijapur as to deprive the ﬁx'st (lefcndar.xb of ]:I‘S right of stoppage, we agree

with the Chief Judge that it must he answered in the negative.  There was no actual delivery

to the agent of that firm at Bijapur, and the wheat therefore remained 7 trausitu in the rhu'r}ds

of the Railway Company until delivery to the consignee—Jaimes v. Griffin, 2 M. and W. 632,

where Parke, J., says—

X ‘ The vendor has a right if unpaid, and if the vendee be insolvent, to retake the goods before they are

p ? actually delivered to the vendee, or some whom he mcans to be his agent to take posscssion, and keep the
goods for him. : "

It is clear, therefore, that whether the first defendant be regarded as a factor ‘.'md quasi-

¢ : vendor, he was entitled to stop the 73 bags before they were delivered by the (':omp;zrry in

Bombay—ZFeite v. Wray, 3 ; Liast and [reland ~. .Z/I.l’lfil‘(/&/-‘lﬁw, 5, H. L, L.R. W lt].I respeet

to the fourth questién, we think there was such a delivery of the 73 bags at the Wari Bunder

3 to second defendant’s servant as to determine the first defendant’s right of stoppage @ transitu,

Section 105 of the Contract Act provides that the notice by the vendor to the carrier to stop

the goods must be given to the principal in possessi‘o.n at such time and qnder ‘such circumstan-

ces that the principal by the exercise of reasonable diligence miy communicate it to his servant in

time to prevent a delivery to the buyer. It is leftin doubt by the case whether the Goods

Traflic Inspector received the first defendant’s telegram 'bef.ore all th? 73.|)ags had been placed

on the carts ; but in any case we must assume that 1t dl_d not arrive in time to prevent the

bags being placed with the consent of the .ruilwn_y olﬁcl_al on the sr:-cond defendant’s carts

hired for the purpose; for it is plain that it was not till the loading the carts had been

completed that the Company’s servants interfered to prevent the second defendant’s servant

from removing the carts from the railway compound. Before that the freight for these 73 bags

had been paid by the second defendant’s servant to the Company, and the railway receipt had

also been given up to the Company duly signed by the second defendant’s servant. It remains

to consider the first and second question as to the effect of the endorsement and delivery by the

A firm of Chinn Deokarn of the railway receipts to the second defendant as regards the remainder

of the 181 bags. * In Zvilam Panachand v. Bombay Baroda and Central Tndia Railway Company,

Mr. Justice Farran held that the railway receipts in that case, which are in the same form as those

which are issued by the ‘Great Indian Peninsula Railway Company, were not documents of title,

being in form simple receipts with a notification that ¢ the Company reserve the right of deliver-

ing the goods without the production of the receipt,” and therefore not distinguishable from

wharfingers’ certificates and mates’ receipts, which were held not t be documents of title in Bolekarw

v. laughan § Co., L. R. 10 Ch. App. 491, and Laiug v. Laden, 17 Lq.92. However, in

Chinulal Jadhay v. the Great Ludian Peninsula Ratlway Company the same learned Judge

had under consideration a railway document signed by the Rajputana-Malwa Railway officials

in the sameé form as that of the present goods receipt note, and which is, we are informed, the

X one in use on all the State Railways, and is somewhat differently worded from the goods receipt
in the former cases. It runs thus:
P ¢ Received from the ignor the undermentioned goods for conveyance to €., Banda Station, by goods train,

Consignee, Chinn Deokarn.  Description, 181 bags of wheat. This receipt must be produced by the consignee
. or the goods will not be delivered. 1f he docs not himself attend, he must endorse & request for delivery to the

2 person t whom lie wishes it made, If the consignment of this railway rcceipt is relied on one or more times, the
4 endursement must be distinet order to deliver to a certain person or firm, and this order must be on a one-anna
. stamp, 1f more than one order appeavs on the face hereof, each order must bear a stamp. For conditions of
contract, see back, —Signature ( ).,

"The learned Judge expressed the inclination of his opinion that such a goods receipt was an
jnstrument of title within the contemplation of section 103 of the Contract Act; but added
‘that he did not intend to decide the question whether he should have held them to be such
without some evidence that they were so treated by merchants and the trade, as he had come to
a.conclusion on another part of the case which made it unnecessary for him to do so. There
*can be no doubt, we think, that such a document or endorsement would not have been treated

in the English Courts as a document or instrument of title to exclude the vendor’s richt of
stoppage 2u transitu when the Contract Act came into force in September. 1872, The decision
of the Exchequer Court in 1846 in Furina v. Lome, 16 M. and W, 119, was then in force (see
Benjamin_on Sales, paragraph 803), by which a delivery warrant signed by a wharfinger,
whereby the goods were made deliverable to the plaintiff € or his assignee by endorsement, wag
held to be’ no more than a token of authority to receive ¢possession.” ¢Blackburn on Sales,
page 297,” or as Mr.' Baron Parke states it—

‘Only an engagement by the wharfinger to deliver to the consignee or any one he may appoint, and that until
e whartinger hus attorned to the assignee, and agreed with hun to hold for him, there was no constructive
lelivery to tho assignce-’ | :

s at decision was never overruled, and authoritatively determined the legal effect of such
t5—at any rate until the passing of:the Factors Act of 1877, 40 and 41 Vict., Cap.
the goods receipt in question scarcely affords so strong an indication of

’ by endorsement to receive the goods as that of the document
nd the document therefore is in no higher degree ¢ a symbol of

than the wharfinger’s certilicate in the above

secti

b




Pipr I] THE BOMBAY GOVERNMENT GAZETTE, JULY 3, 1890. 619

English Tactors Act of 1877, which, as pointed out in Benjamin on Sales,” page 708, assimi-
lates all documents of title as defined by section 4 of the-previous Factors Act 5 and 6 Viet.,
Cap. 39, to bills of lading for. the purposes of defeating the right of stoppage. But that Act
has not been extended to India. In Zrikam Panachand v, Bombay and Barode Railway Com-
pany, Mr. Justice Farran seems to have thought that, in the absence of any definition of a docu-
ment of title on the Contract Act itself, section 4 of Act 20 of 184+, by which the English
Factors Act 5 and 6 Vict., Cap. 39, was extended to India might be properly accepted as a guide
to the meaning of the expressions ¢documents showing title to goods’ or ¢instruments of
title to goods” in sections 108 and 103 of the Contract Act ; but it appears to us that, however
much that definition might assist in construing the expression ¢document showing title’ in
section 108 of the Contract Act which was virtually substituted for the Factors Act and is in
pari materia, it cannot be properly used in construing the expression ©instrument of title’ in
section 103, which relates to an entirely different subject-matter from the Lactors Act, and that
it is therefore more reasonable to presume that in a matter of such general commercial import-
ance, the framers of the Contract Act intended to leave the term ¢instrument of title’ in
section 103 to be construed with Teference to the decisions then in force in the English Courts.
The casc of the Merchant Banking Company of' London v. Phaaix Bessemer Steel Company,
5 Ch. Div., which was decided before that Act came into force, was referred to as bearing on
the question. There doubtless the Master of the Rolls, Sir G. Jessel, decided against the right
of stoppage, but it was on special grounds (see page 217)—first, on account of the general
custom of the iron trade; and, second, because he thought he ought to impute to the vendogs
special notice and special knowledge that the warrant was intended to he used for the purpose
of raising money on it, and having that knowledge they issued the document in that particular
form. In conclusion, he adds :
¢ Vendors purposely issued a second document of title with a view to its being used for a special purpose.’

In the present case no custom has been proved, and there are no special circumstances from
which the intention could be inferred that the goods receipt should be used for pledging the bags. "
‘We must therefore answer the first and second questions in the negative. 1f this be thought
by the commercial community to be an unsatisfactory state of the law, it will be necessary, in
our opinion, that the desired change should be made by the legislature. Costs of this reference
to be costs in the case,

; 12. The Chamber's representation was again supported by the Madras Chamber in the subjoined
etter :

No. 36.] I have the honour to state that this Chamber has been afforded the opportunity  mrom the Madr
of seeing the memorial of merchants and others carrying on business in Bombuay to the Viceroy Chamber, dated &
and Governor-General, praying that a short Act may be passed declaring railway receipts in 7tk February 1530:
India to be instruments or documents of title under the Indian Contract Act, or that other e,
provision may be made, as may be thought expedient, for effecting this object.

This Chamber addressed you on the subject on the 8th December 1886, and it wus in-

formed by the Secretary, Public Works Department, Government of India, on the 1st Novem-

. ber 1888 that the question would shortly be discussed in the Viceregal Legislative Council, and
that the action taken would be published in the proceedings of the Council.

The Chamber is not aware that any action has yet been taken ; and as it shares the opinion
of the Bombay memorialists that the recognition of railway receipts as instruments of ftitle, or
that such documents should be placed on the same footing as bills of lading, is desirable, it
entertains the hope that the Government will be pleased to give the subject the consideration
which it has for several years seemed to the mercantile community to deserve.

13. Lastly, with a lotter dated the 26th February 1890, from Messrs. Chalk, Walker & Smetham, Soli-
citors, of Bombay, was received the subjoined memorial from ‘nearly all' the leading native merchants and
commission agents of Bombay in grain, seed, cotton, and opinm.

No. 37.] Your petitioners are grain, sced, and cotton merchants and commission agents a7,
trading in Bombay, and in the ordinary course of their business are in the habit of borrowing native mereka
and advancing large sums of money upon the security of railway receipts, which are assigned Bombay.
over by or to them by simple endorsement, it being the universal practice among the mercantile
community of Bombay to treat these receipts as documents of title transferable by endorsement,

2. ‘The question whether this practice is such a sufficient legal assignment as will preclude
an unpaid vendor from stopping the goods iz fransitu has heen frequently before the Courts,
but the decisions thereon have, until the decision mentioned in paragraph 3 hereof, been of so 7
conflicting a nature (although in the main holding that railway receipts are not documents of :
title) that your petitioners have been advised to discontinue the practice until legislative provision

18 made to meet the case,

3. There has been for some time past great uncertainty as to the legal effect and value of
these documents in the hands of a merchant advancing money upon them, and this question bas

1—175 . 3 £t
5 j
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0 .
recently been carefully considered by the 1st Judge of the Court of Small C:msgs at Bomba/y in
the casc of the Gieat [adian Peninsula Réilway Company v. Hunnandas lﬂ(tf}l/ﬂ&'.\'é‘/t m}(l Veer-
Jee Hansraj, who was of opinion that in the case brought before him, the railway receipts were
documents of title and valid securities in the hands of a boud fide holder for yuluc. A copy. of
his judgment wherein the authorities are reviewed, the custom of the trade cited, and the subject
most ably dealt with, is hereunto annexed for Your Excellency’s information, and marked A.

4. Up:m the application of the unpaid vendor and first defgmla-nt in the :1l)ovc-mcnt19n‘cd

suit, a case was, stated for the opinion of the High Court l.)y His Honour thr} 1st Judge of the

Court of Small Causes at Bombay, the first question therein propounded being ¢ whcthqr the

o receipts of the Southern Mahratta Railway Company in the 1’01'1}1 13]101'(31111t0 m)nc.\'e(} was, in the
circumstances seb forth in the said case, an instrument of title within the meaning of section 103

of the Indian Contract Aet.’ The receipt in question was a receipt in the form given in the
Public Works Code for use on all guaranteed State Railways, and a copy thereof is hereunto
annexed, and marked B. A copy of the said case is also hercunto :u}ncxed, and _m.:u'kec_l_ C.

The said case came on for argument before the Honourable Sir Charles Sargent, Chief Justice,

and the Honourable Mr. Justice Bayley, when they decided that the said railway receipt was

fj not a document of title within the meaning of the scction. A copy of the judgment on the
E‘xs_ said reference is hereunto annexed, and marked D.

My,

b 5. The question of the negotiability of railway receipts has been for several years under

cofisideration by the Bombay Chamber of Commeree and their views on the matter, as well as
those of the Chambers of Commerce of Bengal and Madras, are entirely in favour of receipts
being recognised as instruments of fitle, and put on the same footing as bills of lading, as
appears from paragraph 3 of a letter addressed by the Bombay Chamber to the Secretary to the
Government of India on the subject of the dralt Bill to consolidate, amend, and add to the law
relating to Railways in India under date the 13th of October 1888, A copy of the said para-
graph 18 hereunto annexed, and marked I3. The reasons set forth in the said paragraph are
entively in accordance with your petitioners’ views, and offer, they humbly submit, strong
grounds for the legislative changes herein prayed for. For convenience of reference, your
petitioners have also hereunto annexed (marked I) copies of the correspondence upon this subject
which was communicated to the public press in Bombay by the Chamber of Commerce, and
published in the local newspapers on the 6th day of September 1889.

6. Your petitioners submit that the custom referred to in pavagraph 1 of this petition is
one of universal acceptance among all merchants in Bombay, and that, therefore, it is of the
most vital importance to the whole of the mercantile community that Your Excellency in

' Couneil should ‘pass a short Act with as little delay as possible putting the railway receipts of
all Ruilway Companies on the same footing as bills of lading, and declaring them instruments or
documents of title under sections 102 and 103 of the Indian Contract Act, 1372, or make provision
l'ng'dthkc use of a uniform railway receipt in India that shall come within the said sections of the
said Act,

. Your petitioners, therefore, pray that a short Act may be passed as soon as possible declar-
ing the railway receipts of all Railways in India instruments or documents of title under sec-
tions 102 and 103 of the Indian Contract Act, or that provision may be made. for the use of a
uniform railway receipt in India that shall come within the said sections of the Contract Act, or
that such other provision may be made as Your Excellency in Council may think expedient or
desirable for effectuating the objects of this petition.”

by order of His Tixcellency the Right Honourable the Governor in Council,
K. A. JOPP, Colonel, R. E.,

Acting Secretary to Government.

POLITICAL DEPARTMENT, 4 of the Persian Coast and Islands Order in Councii,

LA ¢ 1859, as republished thereunder, the Governor
 DBombay Castle, 27th June 1590. General of Indinin Council hereby appoints the

14th day of August 1890 as the date on which the”

—The P 1 N of1 1 v
Okt —~The following Notification by the said Order in Council shall come into force,

: of India in the Forcign Department
el for  general information with So much of Foreign Department Notification

s Department Notification No. 1161 No. 2402-E-P, dated the 6th October 1881, as
¥ 90 :— may be inconsistent with the provisions of the said
Order in Council or of any other Orders in Council
for the time being in force is hereby cancelled.

~ (Signed) W. J. CuNrxemax,
- Offg, Secretary to the Government of India””

¥, : : Do
- LN S

June 1890.

ce to For
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No. 4046 —The following Notification by the
Government of India in the Moreign Department is
republished for general information with reference
to this Department Notification No. 3341 dated
28th May 1890 :—

« Simla, the 19tk June 1890.

No. 2025-I.—Frratuw.—In Forcign Depart-
ment Notification No, 1679-I, dated the 20th
May 1890, for ¢Damodar Narayan’ read
¢ Damodar Mayaram.’

(Signed) W. J. CuNINGILAN,
Offg. Secretary to the Government of India.”

Bombay Castle, 2ud July 1890.

No. 4134—The following Notification by the
Government of India in the Ioreign Depurtment
is republished for general information :—

“No. 13187,
FOREIGN DEPARTMENT.
Stmla, the 26th June 1890.

NOTIFICATION.

The following Order, which was published at
Zanzibar on the 21th day of April 1890, is hereby
republished for general information :

Order bringing intlo operation in Zanzibar the
Ludian Coutract and Limilation Acts.

In pursuance of the Zanzibar Order in Council
of 1884, it is hereby ordered that the enactments
of the Governor-General of India in Council here-
inafter specified as respectively amended or repre-
sented for the time being by any other enactments
of the Governor-Gieneral of India in Council for
the time being in force shall come into operation in
Zanzibar on and after the dates hereinalter specified,
that is to say :

1. “The Indian Contract Act, 1872, on and

after the Ist January, 1891.
2, “The Indian Limitation Act, 1877,” on and
after the 1st January, 1892.

This Order is to be published in Zanzibar in the
same manner as Rules of Procedure in force under
the said Order in Council, and is to be published in
India in Z%e Gazelte of [adia at such times as
Her Majesty’s Consul General for Zanzibar ap-
points, and is to have effect for the purposes of
publication as from the date hereof.

(Signed) SALISBURY,
One of Hei Majesty’s Principal
Secretaries of State.
Fareign Office, March 5th, 1890.
(Signed) W. J. CuNiNGHAN,
Offg. Secretary to the Government of India.”
By order of Iis Eacellency the Right
. Horouralle the Governor in Council,

W. LEE-WARNER,
Secretary to Government.

MARINE DEPARTMENT.

Bombay Castle, 17tk June 1890.

No. 45.—The following Notice to Mariners,dated
23rd April last, issued by the Commissioners of the

Port of Rangoon, is published for general infor-
mation :—
“ BurMa—GULF OF MARTABAN.
Rangoon River—Ilephant Point.

On the 10th proximo two white lights will be
shown on the pitch of Hlephant Point 200 feet
apart in a W.N.W. and E.S.E. divection, mag-
netic, the light nearest the beach at an elevation
of 15 feet, and the light furthest inshore at an
elevation of 25 feet from the ground.

These two lights in one will cut the present
position of the Upper Spit Buoy, and are intended
to lead vessels from thence divect to Jilephant Point,
and vice versd.”

Bombay Castle, 24tk June 1890,

No. 48.—Under the provisions of Section 74 of
the Bombay Port Trust Act, 1879, the following
alterations in Pilotage Bye-law No. 64 niade by the
Trustees of the Port of Bombay under Section 72
of the said Act are published :—

“ Cancel the last 14 words of Pilotage Bye-law

No. 64 and substitute the following :—
¢ proportionally according to the scale of pay
given in the next para.’

Tor the purposes of this bye-law the pay of the
several grades of running pilots shall be taken -
to Le as follows :—
1st Grade Pilot, Rs. 400 per mensem.
2nd » » 330 »

Srd’ o Bt e 4 0 a s i %

Boubay Castle, 25tk June 1890.
No. 49.—The following Notice to Mariners is
published for general information :—
Notice to Mariners.
WEST COAST OF INDIA.
Norrir Ka'Nara Coasr.
Lemporary Kemoval of Buoys,
Information has been received from the Commis-
sioner of Customs that the undermentioned buoys
have been removed for the S.\V. Monsoon on the
dates specified below :—
The Murdeshwar Buoy on the 23rd May 1590,
The Bhatkal Buoy on the 26th May 1890,

No. 50.—The following Notice to Mariners is

published for general information :—
Notice to Mariners.
West Coast or INpia.

Temporary Removal of Buoys.

With reference to Notice to Mariners No. 32,
dated 7th ultimo, further information has been
received from the Commissioner of Customs that
the undermentioned Buoys were removed for the
South-West Monsoon on the dates noted against
each :—

The Alibdg Buoy...

The Anjanvel Buoy -

The Binkot Buoy (inner

and outer) ... .. 22nd May 1890,

Ambulgad Reef Buoy 21st May 1890,

Mglvan Buoys, Outer Rock. 22nd May 189

Chaldea Rock Buoy 26th May 1890.

28th May 1890.
15th May 1890.
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No. 51.—The following Notice to Mariners is
published for general information, in supersession
of Government Notification No, 47, dated 18th
June 1890 :—

“The Musawwa authorities have established a
light-house on the N.N.W. point of the
island of Sheikh-ul-Abu, situated—

N. Latitude 16° 2’ 16”,
E. Greenwich Longitude 39° 24 45”.

The light is a fixed one, and on clear nights
can be seen at cight miles distance. At low
tide it is about 14 metres above the level of
the sea. It illuminates with red light a sector
of 40° between the 136th 176th degree, with
white light a sector of 160° leaving a dark
sector of 160° between the 336th 136Gth
degree.”

By order of Ilis Facellency the Right
Honourable the Governor in Council,
B. H. POTTINGER, Major-General,
Secretary to Government

GENERAL ORDERS

By the Right Honourable the
Governor in Council.

MILITARY DEPARTMENT.
Bowbay Custle, 30tk June 1890.

No. 353.—The undermentioned officer is admit-
ted to the Bombay Staft Corps with effect from
the date specified, subject to the confirmation of
the Right Honourable the Secretary of State for
India :—

Licutenant Alexander Harry Dennys, Royal
Marines Light Infantry, Ofliciating Wing
Officer, 21st Regiment Bombay Infantry,—
18th December 1888.

No. 354—The undermentioned officer having
completed twenty-six years’ service, cight of which
haye been in the Staff Corps, to be Lieutenant-
Colonel from the date specified, subject to Her
Majesty’s approval :—

Staff' Corps,

Major George Westronen Sawyer,—28th June
1590,

Bombay Castle, Ist July 1590.

No, 355.—Colonel C, C, Pemberton, Staff Corps,
is permitted to retire from the Service from the
11th June 1890, subject to Her Majesty’s ap-

roval, :
~ No. 356.—The following Native promotions are
made with effect from the 9th May 1890 :—

1st Regiment Bombay Infantry.

bhedér Nihal Singh to be Subheddr Major,
Jamddér Suntoo Singh to be Subheddr and
Havaldir Buldeo Pershad to be Jamdaddr
/1 ly) vice Subheddr-Major Shaikh

No. 357.—The following General Order by the
Government of India, No. 548 dated 20th June
1890, is republished :—

“ MiLrrary Accounts DEPARTMENT IN INDIA.

No. 548 —Mr. J. Jones, Deputy Ixaminer,
Tirst Grade, to be Assistant Military Accountant,
3rd Class, with effect from the 7th June 1890,
vice Captain T, IL. Eyre, who has resigned.”

No. 358.—The following General Order by the
Government of India, No. 560 dated 20th June
1890, is republished :—

“ ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT.

No. 560.—Honorary Lieutenant and Assistant
Commissary G. Penstone to be Deputy Commis-
sary ;

H:)nomry Licutenant and Supernumerary As-
sistant Commissary I'. W. Brumby to be absorbed
in this grade,—
with cffect from the 1st May 1890, vice Honorary
Captain and Deputy-Assistant Commissary P,
Nelson, transferred to the pension establishment.”

No. 359.—The following General Order by the
Government of India, No. 561 dated 20th June
1890, is republished :—

“ ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT.

No. 561.—Conductor Charles I'letcher to be
Deputy-Assistant Commissary, with effect from
the 1st May 1890, to complete the establishment.”

No. 360.—The following General Order by the
Government of Indin, No. 562 dated 20th June
1890, is republished :—

“ ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT.

No. 562.—Sub-Conductor Thomas Martin to
he Conductor, and Store Sergeant Edward
Russell Adkin to be Sub-Conductor, with effect
from the lst May 1890, vice Conductor Fletcher,
promoted.”’

No. 361.—The following General Order by the
Government of India, No. 571 dated 20th June
1890, is republished :—

“OrpEer oF Brirrsu INDIA,

No. 571.—The Governor-General in Council ig
pleased to make the following promotion in and
admission to the Order of British India, with effect
from the date specified :

Boasay.

Do the 1st Class, with the title of ¢ Sarddr
bakadur.?

Subaddr-Major Shaikh Ismail, Bukddur, Tth
Bombay Infantry, vice Pensioned Subadér
Major Bhima Naiw, Serdar Bakddur, deceas-
ed,—23rd April 1890,

To the 2nd Class, with the title of ¢ Bakddur.
Risaldar Ridp Singh, 2nd Bombay Lancers,
Native Aido-de-Camp to His Excellency the
Giovernor of Bombay vice Subadér-Major
Shaikh Ismail, promoted,—23rd April 1890.”
No. 362.—The undermentioned officer has been
granted by the Secretary of State for India an
extension of leave for the period specified :—
Lieutenant H. Welman, Staft Corps, fourteen
days, urgent private affairs,
No. 363.—The undermentioned officer is granted
leave to proceed out of India on medical certificate,
under the leaye rules for the Staff Cqrps, the leave
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to have effectein India from the date of being
struck oft duty till the date of sailing ; the speci-
fied period to-count from the date of leaving
India:—

Lieutenant W. T. Vincent, Staff Corps, Deputy
Assistant Commissary General, Second Class,
for one year. Pension service sixth year, com-
menced 7th February 1890.

Bonbay Castle, 2ud July 1890.

No. 364—The undermentioned officers have
been granted by the Secretary of State for India
extensions of leave for the periods specified :—

Surgeon-Major James Arnott, M.D., I. M. S.,

four months, medical certificate.

Captain R. W, Sherard, Staff Corps, four months,

medical certificate.

Major H. P. Young, Staff Corps, seven days,

private affairs,

No. 365.—The undermentioned officer is admit-
ted to the Bombay Staff Corps, with effect from
the date specified, subject to the confirmation of
the Right Honourable the Secretary of State: for
India :—

Second Lieutenant William Alexander Macdo-
nald Bruce, 2nd Battalion Gloucestershire
Regiment, officiating Wing Officer, 7th Bom-
bay Infantry,—23rd December 1888,

Second Licutenant Bruce will rank as Lieutenant
in the Bombay Staff Corps with effect from the
23rd December 1888, subject to IHer Majesty’s
approval. d

No. 366.—The following General Order by the
Grovernment of India, No. 598 dated 27th June
1890, is republished with reference to G. G. O.
No. 358 dated 1st July 1890 :—

“ ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT,
. No. 598.—In G. G. 0. No, 560 of 1890 Hono-
rary Captain P. Nelson should have been described
s a Deputy Commissary.” :
By order of Iis Brcellency the Right

Honourable the Governor in Council,

B. H. POTTINGER, Major-General,
Secretary to Government,

CIVIL APPOINTMENTS, &c.

POLITICAL DEPARTMENT.

Bombay Castle, 27tk June 1890.

No. 4043.—The following Notifications by the
Government of India in the Foreign Department
~ are republished for general information :—

“Stmla, the 16th June 1890.

No. 990-G.—The Governor-General in Coun- -
cil is pleased to recognisé the appointment of

Mr. Hormasji Cowasji as Acting Consul for
Portugal at Aden during the absence of Mr,
Dorabji Dinshaw. .

y l.——_L76

No. 993-G.—The Governor-General in Coun-
cis is pleased to recognise the appointment of
Mr. Muncherji Dorabji as Acting Vice-Consul
for Spain at Aden during the absence of Mr.
Dorabji Dinshaw.

(Signed) ‘W, J. CuNiNGHAM,
Offg. Secretary to the Government of India.”’

Bombay Castle, 28th June 1890.

No. 4054.—The Brigadier General-Commanding -
Aden Division and the Resident of Aden has, with
the approval of the Governor in Council, nomi-
nated Lieutenant I". . T. Alexander, Second
Battalion Leicestershire Regiment, as officiating
Aide-de-Camp to the Resident, with effect from
the 1st May 1890.

Bombay Castle, 30th June 1S90.

No. 4104.—With reference to this ‘Department
Notification No. 1792, dated the 18th March last,
Réo Bahddur Ghelabhai Thakordas is appointed,
on his return from leave, to act as Fourth Deputy
Assistant Political Agent, Kdthidwar.

Bombay Castle, 2ud July 1890. *

No.4132.—The following Notifications by the
Government of India in the Foreign Department
are republished for general information :—

« Simla, the 261k June 1890.

No. 1050-G.—The Governor-General in Coun-
cil is pleased to rogognise the appointment of
Mr. Alexander M:CLM\ as Acting Consul for
Siam at Bombay during, the absence of Mr,
C. IL. B. Yorbes. N

A\ . ?

No. 1053-G.—The Governor-&eneral in Council
is pleased to recognise the appoiRtment of Mr.
B. Muller as Acting Consul for the Ngtherlands at
Bombay during the absence of Mr. L. Appli.

(Signed) W. J. CuNiNGHAM,

WA

SERI

Offg. Secretary to the Government of India.” S\

By order of His Bacellency the Right
Honowrable the Governor in Council,
W. LEE-WARNER,
Secretary to Government.

JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT.

Bonbay Castle, 24tk June 1890.

No. 38348.—In modification of Governme:
Notification No. 2220 dated 26th April 1890,
is hereby hotified that Mr. J. L, Johnston received
charge of the office of Judge and Sessions Ji
of Dhérwdr on the 4th April last, in the afternoo

Bombay Castle, 25tk June 1890,

No. 3350.—Mr. L. H. Spence,
perintendent of Police, Kaira, is al
leave for three months from 2nd Au
such subsequent date as he may
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Bombay Castle, 26k June 1890.

No. 8383 —Mr. J. D. S. FitzMaurice is
appointed, on the return to duty of Mr. M. B.
Baker, to do duty as Assistant Judge and Sessions
Judge at Poona and Assistant Agent for Sarddrs in
the Deccan, :

Bombay Castle, 27tk June 1890,

No. 3396.—Réo Sgheb Dattatraya Nilkanth
Joshi, Mémlatdir of tdluka Shihdda in the dis-
trict of Khdndesh, is appointed, under Secction 12
of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1882, to be a
Magistrate of the Third Class in that district, and
is invested with the following additional powers
specified in the fourth schedule to the said Code :—

Power to make orders prohibiting repetitions of

nuisances (Section 14:3).

Power to make orders under Section 144,

Power to hold inquests (Section 174).

Power tq take cognizance of offences upon

complaint and upon police reports (Section
191).

No. 3:416.—His Excellency the Governor in
Council is pleased, in supersession of the orders
contained in  Government Notification No. 3074
dated 10th June 1890, directing the transfer of
Rdo Sdheb Moreshwar Narayan Ovalekar from
Bhiwndi to Sangameshvar as Joint Subordinate
Judge, to make the following transfers of Second
Class Subordinate Judges :—

Rdo Saheb Moreshwar Narayan Ovalekar from

Bhiwndi to Pen.

RAo Sdheb Ramchandra Balkrishna Chitale
from Pen to Ddpoli as Joint Subordinate
Judge.

2. His Excellency the Governor in Couneil is

pleased, in accordance with the powers conferred
upon him by Section 28 of the Bombay Civil

Cowrts Act (IXIV of 1869) to invest Rdio Siheb
hIoresny-,jt\'mmycn Ovalekar, on his taking
chargze™of the Subordinate Court of Pen, and Rio
Sildeb Ramchandra Balkrishna Chitale, on his
ransfer to Ddpoli, the former within the limits of
the ordinary jurisdiction of the Subordinate Cowrt
{ of Pen, and the latter within the limits of the ordi-
nary jurisdiction of the Subordinate Court of
| Dapoli, with the powers of a Judge of a Court of
¢ Small Causes for the trial of suits of which the
value does not exceed fifty Rupees,

Bowbay Custle, 301k June 1S90,

No. 3455 —Captain F. E. Johnson, Royal Artil-
. lery, is appointel toactas Cantonment Magistrate
Deesa vice Captain W. A, Thompson, transferred,
d pending the return to duty of Captain A.
apshare, or further orders. p

2. Captain Johnson is also appointed, under
ection 12 of the Code of Criminal Procedure,
1882, to be a Magistrate of the Fivst Class within
limits of the military cantonment of Deesa,

o

—A'zam Hanmant Govind Huilgolkar,
dlkari of petha Murgod in the district
‘appointed, under Section 12 of the
Procedure, 1882, to he a Magis-

in that district.
n the first line of Gov-

* within that

: umler the Mamlatddrs’ Courts Act, -

1890, published at page 306 of the Bonbay
Goveriment Gazetle of 29th May 1890, Part I,
for the words « Rdo Séheh Gopal Anant Bhave *’
read “ Réo'Saheb Anant Gopal Bhave.”

No. 3462 —Ré4o Siheb Ramrao Krishna, Mdm-
latddr of tiluka Jivli in the district of Satara,
is appointed, under Secgion 12 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure, 1882, to be a Magistrate of
the Second Class in that district. -~

No. 3463.—A’zams Rajaram Balkrishna Tipnis,
Hapizudin Zulfikar Alli and Sakharam Raghunath,
Head Kéarkins of tdlukas Tgatpuri, Néndgaon and
Dindori in the district of Nésik, are appointed,
under Section 12 of the Code of Criminal Procedure,
1882, to be Magistrates of the Third Class in that
district, and are invested with the following addi-
tional powers, specified in the fourth schedule to
the said Code :—

Power to make orders prohibiting repetitions of

nuisances (Section 14:3).

Power to make orders under Section 144,

Power to hold inquests (Section 174).

Power to take cognizance of olfences upon

complaint and upon police reports (Section
191).

No. 3165.—In exercise of the power conferred
on him by Clause (1) of Scction 3 of the Bombay
Mamlatdars’ Courts Act, 1876, Ilis Excellency
the Governor in Council is pleased to authorize
A’zam Vishwanath Janardhan Karandikar, Mah4l-
Lkari of petha Navdpurin the Khdndesh District,
to exercise within that petha the powers of a
Miamlatddr under the Mdmlatddrs” Courts Act.

No. 3467.—The powers of a Magistrate of the
Second Class conferred on Mr. Bhalchandra Trim-
bak Bapat by Government Notification No. 1404
dated 12th March 1890, are hereby withdrawn at
his own request under Section 41 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure, 1532,

In exercise of the power conferred by Section 14
of the Code Ilis Ixcellency the Governor in Coun-
cil is pleased to confer on Mr. Krishnarao Pursho-
tam Tilak, in the area comprised within the limits?
of the Poona City Municipality and the Poona
Suburban Municipality, all the powers conferred or*
conferrible by orunder the saidCode on a Magistrate
of the Sccond Class, and in exercise of the power
conferred by, Section 15 of the said Code His
Excellency in Council is further pleased to direct -
that Mr. Krishnarao Purshotam Tilak shall be a
member of, and shall exercise the powers conferred
on, the Bench A of Special Magistrates constitut-
ed by Government Notification No. 1404 dated
12th March 1890.

No. 3469.—Messrs, Gangadhar Vishwanath
Giokhalé and Byramji Padamji respectively de-
livered over and received charge of the office of
Registrar of the Court of Small Causes, Poona,
on the 19th instant, in the afternoon.

No. 3470.—In exercise of the: power conferred

.on him by Clause (1) of Section 3 of the Bombay *

Mamlatddrs’ Courts Act, 1876, Iis Excellency
the Governor in Council is pleased to authorize
Azam Rangrao Krishna Bhandivad, Mahdlkari of
petha Murgod in the Beleaum District, to exercise
petha the powers of a Mamlatdir

- ' . \ ;
" " g S
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No. 3471~-Mr. S. R. Arthur, Assistant Col-
lector in the district of Poona, is appointed, under
Section 12 of the Code of Criminal Procedure,
1882, to be a Magistrate of the First Class in that
district.

Bombay Castle, 1st July 1890.

No. 3484.—The powers of a Magistrate of the
Second Class conferred upon A zam Sakarlal Chan-
dulal by Government Notification No. 2096, dated
19th April 1890, are, under Section 41 of the Code
of Criminal Procedure, 1882, hereby withdrawn,

By order of His Fucellency the Right
Honourable the Governor in Council,
W. LEE-WARNER,
Secretary to Government.

EDUCATIONAL DEPARTMENT.

Bouday Castle, 27th June 1890.

No. 1387.—Mr. M. V. Kane, Head Master,
Dharwéir IHigh School, was granted leave on
medical certificate for one month commencing from
27th March last.

Boinbay Castle, 30tk June 1890.
No. 1397.—Mur. A. Barrett, Professor of English
Literature, Elphinstone College, is granted privilege
leave for one month.

Bombay Castle, 2nd July 1590,

No. 1414—With reference to Government
Notification No, 1201 dated 3rd June 1890, it is
hereby nofified that Mr, Ibrahim M. Sayani, B.A.,
delivered over charge of the Broach High School
on the 9th ultimo, after offlice hours, and Mr.
Madhavlal H. Desai, B.A., received charge of the
same school on the 16th idem, before office hours.

No. 1415—With reference to Government
Notification No, 1201 dated 3rd June 1890, it is
hereby notified that Messrs. Madhavlal II. Desai,
B.A., and Hiralal Narotumdas Dalal, B.A., re-
spectively delivered over and received charge of the
Nadidd High School on the 14th ultimo, before
office hours.

No. 1416.—With reference to Government No-
tification No. 1308 dated 14th June 1890, it is
herehy notified that Mr. Ganesh \Venkatesh Joshi,
B.A., received charge of the office of Vice-Princi-
pal, Poona Craining College, on the 24th ultimo,
before office hours.

By order of His Liacellency the Right
Honowrable the Governor in Council,
W. LEE-WARNER,
Secretary to Government,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Bombay Castle, 30tk June 1590.
No. 4551.—Under Section 12 of Act 1T of
1877 the following appointments were made in the

_ Registration Department :— 2 -

’ : Swrat District.

Mr. Madhurdm Kevalrdm, officiating  Sub-
Registrar of Mdndvi, from 19th to 23rd
March and from 18th to 25th May 1890.

Mr. Kalydnrdi Govindrdi, officiating  Sub- <4
Registrar of Bérdoli, from 15th to 18th May :
1890, r

Mr. Chunilil Kéhandés, officiating Sub-Regis-
trar of Olpid, from 6th to 9th March 1890.

Mr. Kasanji Ranchhodji, officiating Sub-Regis-
trar.of Bulsir, from 7th to 9th February and
from 12th February to 23rd March 1890.

Zir. Mddhavdds Bhugvdndds, officiating Sub-
Registrar of Bulsdr, from 24th March to 23rd
April 1890, ’

Mr. Haribhdi Gopélji, officiating Sub-Registrar ‘
of Chikhli, from 29th March to 1st April |
1890,

Mr. Gokaldds Uttamrdm, officiating ' Sub-Regis- 1
trar of Pdrdi, from 4th to 7th May 1890.

Panch Makals District,

Mr. Chhaganlil Dulabdds, officiating Sub-
Registrar of Jhélod, from 15th February to
19th May 1890, o

Khdudesh District.

Mr. Lakshman Shimrdo, officiating Sub-Regis-
trar of Amalner, from 26th May to lst June
1890.

Ndsil: Distiict.

Mr. Vésudeo Sakhdrdm, officiating Sub-Regis-
trar of Dindori, from 31st May to 4th June
1890.

Sholdapur District.

My, Balvant Keshav, officiating Sub-Registrar
of Pandharpur, from 30th May to 5th June !
1890, KL

No. 4372 —Ningangauda bin Basangauda, )
late Revenue and Police P4til of mauze Mugod,
tiluka Rdnebennur in the Dharwdr Collectorate,
having been dismissed from office on account of
arave misconduct, is hereby declared incapable of
serving Government again in any capacity.

No. 4575 --Mr, 18, G. Oliver, Assistant Conser-
vator of ,l“orc;}ts, Third Grade, is promoted to the
Second Grade from 16th April 1890,

Bowbay Castle, 2ud July 1890,

No. 4606.—IIis Bxcellency the Governor in
Council is pleased to appoint Mr. R. E. Candy,
C. S, to hold charge of the office of Superintendent,
Mahdbaleshvar, during the absence of Surgeon
II. P. Dimmock on privilege leave, or pending
further orders, :

By order of Uis Lacellency the Right
Honourable the Governor tiv Council,

J. NUGENT,
Chief Secretary to Government

GENERAL DEPARTMENT.

Boibay Castle, 2ud July 1890, .

No. 2585.—IHis Excellency the Governor in

Council is pleased to appoint Surgeon W, H.

Quicke, on being relieved by Surgeon-Major I

Barker, M.D., F.R.C.ST., at Rdjkot, to act as

Civil Surgeon, Kaira, pending further orders.

By order of His Excellency the Right
Honourable the Governor in Couy
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is republlshed for information :—

3 M&y 1890 : |

I’UBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT,
(RATLWAY.)
i Bombay Castle, 26tk June 1890.
No. 26 —The following Notification by the Government of Indla in the Public Works Dep’xrtment

-« No, 278, dated 20tk June 1890.—The Governor General in Council is pleased to order the following
. promotions and reversions to and in the c&;\es of Chicf and Superintending Iingineers, with cftect from
‘the dates specified, in supersession and in contitvation of those notified in Notification No. 223 dated 10th

*

LaTouche, H. C. D.
i1 g ke

suly, pro tem.
5. p iz

3rd Class, sub. pro tem.
®

1st Class. Class.
*®

+..| Chief Engincer, 3rd Class,| Superintending  Tingi-
neer, 1st Lluss.

. Jopp, Coloncl K. A,, R.E.f Superintending Engineer, Snpermteudmg Eogi-| Temporary
i neer, Srd b ass.

Nnrnos. L From To Nature of promotion. With ecficct from
S . . 5 :
~ TFircbrace, = TLicutenant-| Chief Engineer, 3rd Class,i Superintending  Engi- 18th Mavch 1890.
Colonel F., R.E. sub. pro tem. neer, st Class.
LaTouche, H. C. D. ..| Superintending Engineer,| Chicf  Engincer, 3rd| Sub. pro tem. | 18th March 1890.

* *
Sth April 1890.

* *
..| 8th April 1890.

* w0

By order of Iis Lizcellency the Right Honourable the Governor in Council,

K. A. JOPP, Colonel, R.E.,
Acting Secretary to Government.

" BY HER MAJESTY’S HIGH COURT OF

L JUDICATURE.

e APPELLATE SIDE,

The District Judge of Ahmednagar granted Rdo
Séheb Damodar Waman Bhat, Subordinate J udge
-of Kada and Karjat, privilege leave for one month
,;-from the 4th instant.

C. H. JOPP,
: Acting Registrar.
- Bombay, 21st June 1890.
i -
¢ &

onourable the: Chief Justice and Judges
Majesty’s High Court of Judicature at
haye been pleased to admit Mr. Srinivas
Setlur, B.A., LL.B., as a Vakil of the

SH\TAMUKHRAM A. MEHTA,
Acting Deputy Registrar-

: ME COMMISSIONERS.
1\_1 ORTHERN D1visiow.

b R_ammo Apnapa Head Accountant,

rad mtxmlsfeucdto:
Joshi, "

Miccellaneous Notifications, Appointments, &ec.

absence of Réo Siheh Valabdas Kasandas on
privilege leave for one month from the 9th instant.

Lrrralwin~In this Office Notification dated 9th
instant,., published at page 548 of the Bombay
Government Gazelte, Pa wb I, 1890, for <«25th
ultimo ” read « dOth ultimo., »

Ahinedabad, 30tk June 1890.

H. E. M. JAMES,

Commissioner, N, D. -

CENTRAL DIVISION. 4

Réo Sdheb Sakharam Chimnaji Joshi, on bemgv .

relieved of his duties as Huzar Account Officer,
Poona, to do duty as Mamlatdir and First Class
Magistrate at Junnar in the Poona District during
the employment of Rdo Sdheb Vasudev Ramchan-
dra Patvardhan in the Aundh State.

A'zam Purshottam Sal\har.nn Patanker, Head
Kirkin of tdluka Pimpalner in the Khéndesh
District, acted as Méamlatdar of the same tfluka
from 3rd April to 28th May 1890, both days inclu-
sive, during the absence of Rdo Séheb Balkushna
Narhar Dani on sick leave.

I’aoua, 245/5 J une 1890, .

Sadashw Bhide, Depu‘ty Accountant
Accquutan in the same office from 11th |

390, both days molusive,du
’m{s cave of Kh&n Sih

0 ectg1§ oﬂjﬁe, Ahmednagar, acted as




"
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Consequent on the vetirement of Rdo Siheb
Ramchandra Govind, substantive rro tem. Sixth
Grade Inspector of l’uhcc, Khandesh District, the
following appointment is made :—

Mr. Rajaram Sheoram, First Class, Chief Con-
stable of the \lnm,lmr_-.u Distifiet Police, is
appointed to he substantive pro tei. bl\th
Grade Inspector of Police in Kh‘mdcwh

J 1 001[(1,\2.1[/{ Juae 1890. ‘

-« A’zam Waman Balkrishna Deshpande, Mahdlkari

of petha Parola,is appointed to act as Mamlatddr of
Shirpur during the absence of Riao Sidheb Laxmon
Chintaman Phadke on five and a half months” sick
leave granted to him with effect from 12th March
1890, or until further orders.

Loona, 26tk June 1590.

Messrs, Sakharam Chimnaji Joshi and Shridhar
Gundo respectively delivered over and received
charge of the Huzir Account and Stamp Olfices,
Poona, on the 24th instant, in the afternoon,

Messrs. R. B. Stewart and V. B. Wadekar
respectively delivered over and received charge of
the Iorest Settlement Office, Ahmednagar, on the
23rd instant, in the afternoon. :

Messrs, R. B, Stewart and V. B. Wadekar

respectively delivered over and received charge of
the oflice of District Deputy Collector, Ahmed-
nagar, on the 23vd instant, in the afternoon.
Lovia, 30tk Tune 1890.

The transfer of Khdn Sgheb Mir Chiragudin,
Mamlatddar of Mdlegaon, to the Erandol Téluka of
the Khéndesh District, notified at page 591 of the
Bowbay Gocernment Gazelle, Part 1, dated 26th
ultimo, is cancelled, and the following arrangement
is ordered :—

Mzr. Digainbar Dalaya, B.A., Head Clerk to (lu*

Collector of Sitdara, to Olhl.hlt(, as Mdmlatdar

of Erandol in tho Khéndesh District,

Poona, 15t July 1590, °
{ G. F. M. GRANT,
Commissioner, C. D,

SournErN DIVISION,

Hill and Laxman Narayan
Ajguonkar respectively delivered over and received
charge of the office of District Deputy Collector,
R ll.n"i"‘lll, on the 27th ultimo, in the forenoon,

Belgawm, 24tk June 1590.

Messrs. Laxman Narayan Ajgzonkar and W. C.
Rand respectively delivered over and received charge
of the office of Assistant Collector, Ratndgiri, on

the 27th ultimo, in the forenoon.
~ © My. Shivram Ramchandra Patwardhan, Deputy
2 :Ac(.ount:mt is appointed to act as Head Account-
mpt at Ratndgiri during the deputation to Savdnt-
“vadi of Rdo “Stheb Laxman Nana Patit from the
*+ 11th instant, or until further, o;duq, T

e ﬁalya« &M.me 1890, 30+
: b o )

Bl]q,pur ;l‘ziluka.dn the b in
MO Sﬁhbb Jao n’ h V Jtial”

Fourth (n'ule Mﬁgﬂaﬁ&ﬁr from 1st Apr
May 1890 viee:Rio Siheb Vittal Mahadeo ]
vikar, retived+Enom Ist April 1390. s

Belgavin, 26tk Juae 1890, f‘ % : s
v

My, Sakharam Narayan Var dhg,.]{é‘lﬂ gﬁ;
acted as Mdamlatddr of Dipoli fromy Sth. Apri
17th Ma® 1590, hoth days inclusive,
arrival of the Mahdlkari of 2 ang:
Raghunath Ramchandra Joglokar, pombedu 1
stantive pro fem. Mamlatdds dhvingfthe absence of
the permanent incumbent om);.’gvﬁwlthoqt pay.
]J'LlJ:UU)L, 20t June 1890, © v o

. ALFRDD

Acting Comn&:pdoﬁﬁm D

@ X

BY TIE COMMISSIONER OWUSTOMS )
SALT, OPIUM AND A‘BRKARL

No. 3073 —The following .qn)ofntmcxlts are
made 5 fill up the Toddy Ulall“u'y fuspu torships
m the Ratndgiri and Kanara Distri wngtioned
in Government Resolution No. 3095 dated 69
June 1590 :— .'

1. K.A. Moos, A'bkdri '[nspector, Bombq.y‘,

on Rs. 50,
2. Avdesiv’ Kawasji Lalkaka, (rdhger, Vesﬁvh
Distillery, Thana District, on Rs, q
3. V. DB. Pendse, (r.m«ru, ol y sthller
Uran, Koliba |)15Lucl, on Rs, |
4, Abdul Rasul, (hlll‘_"el‘, Re
Kolaby 'l)iatr'\ot on Rs, 50, >
5. Sakhiram Mmc:hw.u, Abk;il:h‘{[nspcc
Ratndgir, on Rs. 50, .
6. Balkrishna Yadneshwar, A'bkdri Inspe
Bombuy, on Rs. 50, ;
are appointed to be Distiller y Inspectors m%lm
Ratndgirt District on Rs. 6U each,
1. 1L P, Quitorio, A'bkidri lnspecbol', Ahn
nagar, on Its. 50, ?

2. Shailk R-l]t‘alllub valad Mohidin,
Inspector, Dhdrwar, on Rs. 50,

Jamaludin  valad  ITussein B. ingi, A'bkd
Inspector, Bijdpur, on Rs. 50, e
4,  Shaik Ab«lul;\nm, A bl\zmlns cf.or Po

on s, 50,

3.

J)btnt’b on s, ()U each.
The above named oflicers should
selves to the Collector of the distri
soon after the lst July next
Collectors will be good enough o
to the particular distillery to whicl
to be posted. :
Kharsetji Manekji Veriav
Distilleries, on Rs. 40, is promo
on Rs. 50 at the Vesdva Dis
Visaji Balkrishna, Sub-Insy
Rs. 30, is a,ppointed to be Ga
rics, on Rs. 4-(1 o
Bal.m Nij
Pohw, :m(l"
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ishnu Taxman Palsikar, District Inspector,
I‘a{pn_ Rs. 60, is promoted to Rs; 70 substan-
tive pro tew. vice Khursetji Nowroji, promoted to
bstantive o e, A'bkdri Inspector on Rs. 75
side this office order No. 1840, dated 15th April
1890), an ‘f:fﬁﬂs_[crred to do duty in the Belgaum
trict ,\"ipo‘g:ﬂ)ﬁul Wahab.
hirozsha Palanji is appointed to 1@ A’bkdri
~ Inspector owe Rs. 60, on probation for six months,
and to do duty in the. Sitira District. Before
ning the appointment he should attend” at the
istillery at Mundhwa to learn the work of gaug-
ing nmivvﬁ:gft'i{:g spirits,
Poona,' 235d-June 1590.
&

<
M

o

RN O ~In supersession of paragraph < of
"~ this Office No. 3073 of the 23rd instant, appointing
L”.-"“ Sheik Abdul Azim, Inspector, Poona, on Rs. 50, to
be Distillery Inspector, IKdnara, on Rs. GV, the
ollowing appointments are made :—
rwinji Shapurji, substantive pro fei.
¢ uger on Rs. 50 1 the Uran Mowra Dis-
- tilleries, is appointed to he Toddy Distillery
r, Kénara, on Rs. 60, .
fernandez, Clerk, Import Department,
ombay Custom ITouse, on Rs. 45, is appoint-
~ed to Be substantive zro lem. Guauger on
~ Rs.50in the Uran Mowra Distilleries vice
My, Merwanji Shapurji. '

vona, 301 i'J une 1890.

.

J. K. SPENCE,
i . = Agting Commissioner of Customs,

i ﬁg Salt, Opium and A'bkéri.
BY THE SANITARY COMMISSIONER.
£ No. 169.—Wamon Govind, Second Grade Tiocal
" Pund Vaccinator, Kalvan Taluka, Nisik Zilla,
- was granted sick leave from 4th April to 16th
June 1890 inclusive, and Purushotam Narayan Bal,
Candidate Vaccinator, was appointed to act for

e -

<

: 0. 170.—Sheoram Appaji Powar, Third Grade
~ Local Fund Vaceinator, Umbargaon Téluka, Thina
illa, is promoted to Second Grade with effect
rom 28th March 1890 vice Ramchandra Jiwaji,
] alide(l._"} '

AN —Jiwba Hiroji and* Sheoram Shitaram
nted substantivepro {em. Third Grade
d Vaceinator, Thana Zilla, with effect
March to 4th April 1890 and from 5th
une 1890 inclusive, respectively,
Appaji, promoted. o
Mahadey Govind Nadkar is appointed
eal Tund Vaceinator, Thana Zilla,
19th June 1890 vice Sheoram

nkar G:mesh', Thivd Grade Liocal

£ granted leave without pay from
June 1890 inclusive,

ushram Shridhar, Candidate Vac-
substantive pro {em. Third
cinator; Katid and Tisgaon

i ) Jilne 1890 incly

[k

r, Kardd and Tdsgaon Tilukas, .

No, 176.—Girmallapa Virapa, Third qr:\dc];x_)cul
Fund Vaccinator, Gadag Tdluka, Dh:ﬁ;wz’m Zilla,
was “granted privilege leave from 16th May to
15th June 1890 inclusive, and Venkaji Jayram
was appointed to act for him.,

No. 177:—Motilal Dulabhram, Candidate Vacei-
nator, is appointed substantive pro tem. 'l.‘lm'(l‘. :
(rade Tocal Iund Vaccinator, Chordsi Tdluka, *
Surat Zilla, with eifect from -15th Juné 1890.
Ganpat Jiwansing. X . ety

No. 178.—Assamal Tdanmal, Third Grade Local ",

Fund Vaccinator, was appointed substantive pro =" ..
tem. Thivd Grade Vaccinator, Johi Tidluka, Kardghi® "<

Zilla, till 19th May 1890.

No. 179.—Dariadinomal Naraindas, Candidate "
Vaceinator of Jacobabad, was appointed substantive
pro tem. Third Grade TLocal Fund  Vaccinator,
Kardehi Zilla, till 19th May 1890, and Acting
Third Grade Local IFund Vaceinator, Kardchi
Zilla, from 20th May 1890 vice Assamal Idanmal
on leave.

No. 180.—Gopal Ramchandra, Third Grade
Local Fund Vaceinator, Vengurla Tidluka, Ratnd-
giri Zilla, is granted privilege leave with eifect
from 16th June to 15th August 1890 inclusive,
and Vithal Raoji, Candidate Vaccinator, is appoint-
ed to act for him.

LBombay, 2ud July 1890.

C. W. MacRURY, Surgeon-Major,

Sunitary Commissioner. «

BY THE SURVEY AND SETTLEMENT
COMMISSIONER.

Mr. A. . -Spring, Assistant Superintendent,
Decean Revenue Survey, returned from the eighty
days’ privilege leave granted him under Government
Resolution No, 2444 dated 8th April last angd tooli ¢
charge of his duties in that Survey on the 21(" -
instant, in the forenoon. v ]
Poona, 25th June 1890. ,

»

Mr. T. R. Fernandez Deputy Superintendént, i

Gujardt Revenue Survey, delivered over charge ofs

his office to Mr. IL. D. 1. Forbes, Assistant Super-

intendent, Gujardt Revenue Survey, on the 25th
instant, i the afternoon, and proceeded on the
three months’ privilege leave granted him under
Government  Resolution Nv. 4221 dated 16th
instant.

Looia, 30th June 1890.

C. W. GODFREY, Colonel,
Acting Survey and Settlement Commissioner.

BY THE INSPECTOR-GENERATL OF * ¢ .+
POLICE. ey

.

b 5

tkhan, o
1’%11 valege

v

g8 [

A

R

N

.

o




By

EXTRAORDINARY.

Published by Suthoritp.

MONDAY, 7ma JULY 1890,

" s Separate paging is given to this Paxt, in order that i may be filed as « separate comp

PART I.

Notification.
REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Bombay Castle, 7th July 1890.

No. 4720.—Whereas it appears to the Governor of Bombay in Council that land
required to be taken by Government at the public expense for a public purpose, v1z for ;

* the new Jail and Workhouse, in the village of Parel, Elphmstone Road, in the
' Bomba,y it is hereby declared that for the above purpose pxeces of Foras land n{'

P 7m0 TR 196 'rFlSTs [v'n': w‘r."m 1555 17T rﬁrrs
IDBTF‘.Ts T'!;%Ta TUTE) Tfﬂzﬂ'a', TOCE 1068 TsE: TosE Tors 197L, rire Torm
To'res TOTT TOTT TUTT TOTT) TT TUr%: TUTE) TUTT: TUTT) TUTU TUET)
y 5T TI%T TOET TUET THET THED 1H‘It ToET) THsY) TE81) TIET) TUED
T'D"ﬂ"; To're 1987, 1988, TUET 1057 l'ﬂai"s'sv rn%‘m T T'D“T'a': "1‘021'3""[‘!735'5"
‘bounded on the north pacrtly by the public ‘passage, partly by the Bat
~ Messrs. Nansey and Rahimtoola Kharaz, Budroodin bin Abdoola. Kore, Sha.

Veerum J hangir] ee Hormas]ee, ~Tookaram Tatia,
:. Heemﬁ S0 anl Horah LARoct @ﬂsﬁ kL
grounds

T dar T,oad parﬂy- by the Babby
m,,r alnr
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) oolv'_,Labiﬂ" Hasum, Hajee Hassam Abdoola and Remootai; widow of
if; éd, Esecutors and BExecutrix of Hajee Haroon Mahomed, Gaspal

Rhae. &
A plan of the abovementioned land can be seen at the office of the Collector of Land
nue, Customs and Opium, Bombay. :

- By ovder of His Iiwcellency the Right Honourable the Governor in Council,
: : J. NUGENT,
Chief Secretary to Government.




