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,;t;TSepamle J1a,qing is gi·uen to th·is Pm·t, in 01•de1' that it may be filed n~ a sepa1·ate compilatio11. . . 

PART V. 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE LEGISLATIVE DEPARTMENT, BOMBAY· 
The following Extract, from the Proceedings of the Governor of Bombay in 

the I:;egislatiVe Department is }J~1biished for general infot·mation :-

Abstmct of tlu; P1·oceeclings qftlw GO'ltncit of the Govemm· of BO'mbay, assembled 
for the pu1pose of making Laws arul Regulations, •ttncler tlte provision.'/ of 
"Trm INDIAN CouNCILS AcTs, 1861 and 1892." 

The C-ouncil met at the Town Hall, Bombay, on W edncsday the 26th February, 1896; 
at !3 P.M. 

PRESENT: 

His Excellency the Right Honourahle Lord· SANDUURST, G.C.I.E., Govel'llor of 
Bombay, h·esicli1~g. 

The Honourable Mr. H. Bmnwoon, C.S.I., IVI.A., LL.D., I.C.S. 
The Honourable Mr. JonN NuGEN1', I.C.S. 
The Hvnourable the AovoCA'rE GENERAL. 
The Honourable rvrr~ G. w. VIDAL, I.C. s. 
The Honourable Mr. P.M. MEHTA, C.I.E., M.A. 
The Honourable Mr. BAL GANGADHAR TILAK, B.A., LL.B. 
The Honourable :Mr. W. ~- ~IACDONELL, M.A., LL.D. 
The Honourable Mr. DAJI AnAJI KnAitE, B.A., LL.:B. 
The Honourable Mr. HERBERT BAT'l'Y, M.A., I.C.S. 
The Honourable :M:r. A. T. SHUTTLEWORTH. 
The Honourable :M:r. W. W. LocH, B.A., I.C.S. 
The Honourable Mr. J. K. SPENCE, J.C.S. 
The Honom-able -Mr. T. B. KIRKHAM. 

The Honourable Mr. CnnrANLAL HARrLAL SE'JlALVA.D, B.A., LL.B. 
Y-9 
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The Honourable Mr. NAVROJI NASARVANJI WADIA, C.I.E. 
The Honourable M·r. JAVERILAL U:MIASHANKAR YAJNIK. 
The Honourable Mr. T. D. LrT'l'LE, C.I.E., M.Inst.C.E. 
'l'he Honourable ~lr. ABDALLA MEHERAL;LI DnARA)ISr, B.A., LL.B. 

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 

(PART V 

The Honourable Mr. CniMANLAL HAmLAL SETALV,\D 1mt question No. 1 standing in 
his name-

js it t1·ue tlta,t tlte Collecto1· qf ..dlmtedabad ltas asked tlte Mm~icipality qf AMnecl
abad to g1:ve p1eblic ,zotice proltibiting th.e bu1'ial of j}faltomeclat~ F i1•s and otltmw ~~~ ma_te
soleums arzd otlte1· p1·ivate b1wial g1·mmds wi tltz'n tlte city walls, a1ecl tltat tlte Munwt'l!aldy 
lias, witlwzet p1·oviding a bze1ial g1·muzd [o1· Malwmedans, isstted sttch a notice? If s~, 
·1t.nde1· w!l.at autllm·ity h.ave tlte Collecto1· and tlte Mwzicipality takerz sttclt 'action ? Is d 
t1·1te tli.at tlw?·e a1•e cemete1·ies withi1t tlte city walls wlte1·e Clwisticms a1·e, at preset}t, 
allowed to be btwied? Is it t1·1te tltat tlte Bomba.y Govemment, a f ew yea1•s ago, ~n
telzded to lefJi slcete fo1· the p1·eventio1t qf blwials tvi tlti?t 1mmicipal m·eas i1z tlte Mof?tssil ? 
.T,f so, wh.y teas tltat iftlet~tion abandoned .2 

The Honourable Mr. Bmowooo in reply said_:_'l'he matter is under enquiry . 

The Honourable :Mr. SETALVAD then put question No. 2-

Is it t1·ue tltat, at th.e 1·equest of tlte Collecto1· of Ahmedabad, the j]fcma.qi1~g Com
mittee of the Ahmedabad M1tnicipality m·clm·ecl the Bat·acla.,·i 01' Fttlba1·i gate in tlte 
Bltad1•a leadi11g to the 1·ive9• to be closed itz July 1891; tlwt on a ,·epn~entatio1z f l'om the 
people complaining of incom;enience owing to the closing of the said gate, the JJfcmctging 
Committee ttltimutely1·esolved in Feb?•tta?'Y 1893 that thq sa;id yale slwulcl be re-opened 

.fo?' pttblic tese ; that the,•ettpon the Collecto?' i .. jo?'71Wtl the Mcma.giny Committee thctt lte 
tooulcl. not aUnw the gate tr1 be opened, ·as the Mtmicipalify hacl ?~'I 1'igltt ·to it; that the 
ffla11a,qing Oomm£ttee, il.otceve?', 1·esot·oed tltat t!te gate was, ·tmd,m· Section 17 of the JJ is
tnct Mtenicipal Act VI of 1873, vested in tltfl Mttnicip-rlity, and that they had pe1j ect 
?'igM to 1'e-opc1z tlte gate 1ohich was closed by them on the ~·eqttP.st of the Coltect01' in that 
beltalf; 'tlw t the gme1·al body nf the Mtmicipality ·i11 J ttly 1893 1tpheld tlU!. 1·esolttt-ioi~ of 
tlt.c Matl.agifl.g Cum.mitt,ll and orde1·ed the said gate to be opened, but tlte Collecto1· st·Ul 
1·qfused to allow that to be dune; that Ute M~tnicipfJ.lit.y the1'e1tpon in Novembe1· 1893 vwote 
to the Commissione1·, N. JJ., abo·zet the matte1•, bttt tlutl no answer h':L~ yet been ?'eceivecl 
front !lim., a11.d that the gate yet remains closed to the g1·eat inconvenience of the people ? 

If so, Wide?' what a1tthm·it.y and fo1· what 1·easons has. the Collecto1· thtes p ;·e1;ented 
the M1micipality f1•om 1·e-open·ing tlte sa·id gate? . 

·'l'he Honourable· Mr. Bmnwoon in reply said-The matter is im<ler enquiry. 
'rho Honourable 1\fr. SE'.rALVAD t,b.en put question No. 3-

(a) W!tat is the 'total amount oft!te unwitl~d?·awn balances of CrlS/t advances ta{ce?l 
{t·om pa1·ties to Jn~olcenc_y JJ1'0ceed~zgs tltat have 1•ernwined in t!te hand.~ of the p1·esent 
Olerlc to tlte .Insolvency Cozwt, avaztable .fo1· 1'e-JJayment to pa1•ti'es on applica.tion, f1·om 
the date of Ins appomtment to tlte 1st of Oct,be?' 1893 (the date ,on .wltich ct sepcwate account 
at tile JJank qf llombay was openetljf!1' .keepi11g .s·uc" balances in t!tefut·ure)? 

(b) What orde1'8 do Govm:nment ptopose to pass 1'ega1•ding tlte disposal of s?teh 
amount 'I 

The Honourable Mr. Brunwoon in.reply said-'l'he High Court has been addressed 
on the subject. · 

The Honourable Mr. SETALVA.D then put Question. No. 4-

WiU Go~ernment 'be plea~ed in consultation .witll the Rii]l~ Oom·t to give ea1·ly efj'et:t 
to the followmg rtco"omendatzon made by ·the Fmance Committee about the post of tle 
Olet•h of the Insolvent Court it~ 1886 :- · 1 

"'I'he Clerk and Seale~ of ~e Inso!vont Court is paid by fees, ~hieh of I at~ years have avera<>e 
1
1 

Ra. 8,089 per mensem. H18 dut1es, wh1oh are for the mo~t part of_a_formal character and occ:;'py 
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but a small pol'! ion of the officer's time, are ndmittcd to be quite incommensurate with this income· 
\Ve unde~stnnd that he is usually employed for a large part of Wednesday and for about a.n hour 
u day durmg the rest of the week. We recommend the abolition of the system of fees and the 
substitution of a. salarr on a much lower scale-not hi.,.her supposing the duties to remain as 
at present, than Rs. '500 or 600 par month; all fees fn e~cess of that sum being credited to 
Government. · 

"\Vo undel'stand that the present holder of the post accepted it subject to any revision of the 
ren;JUneration that might be ordered by competent authority, nnd that any change, accordingly, on 
whrch the Government decides, can be carried immediatelv into effect." 
The Honourable :Mr. Bmnwoon in reply said- . 

The question of giving effect to the recommendations of the Finance Commission, 
alluded to by the honourable member, is now under consideration. 

The Honourable Mr. SETALVAD then put Question No.5-
(a) Fo1• !tow many years bqfore .1887-88, the yea1• in tohich the Oent1•al Distillery 

system was in~rodu.cecl ·in Khdnclesh, ·licenses for todcly shops usecl to be issuecl b.IJ Gov· 
fJ ernment in that disb·ict .1' 

(b) What were tl1e 1·easons tlw,t led Government lo conclt~de tlw.t licenses tims iss•1e1l 
did not 1·epresent any genuine clemandjo1· totld!J so as to necessitnte tl~ei1• complete toitlt· 
drawal in tlte yecw 1S87-88? 

(c~ Wh.at j)l'Ooj do Govermwnt 1'eq•.~.ire to satiify them that u~e?·e e:cists in J(/u.£1idesh 
a gemtme demand for 1•aw tocldy? · 

The Honourable 1\'Ir. Nu~ENT in reply said-
( a) The reports on the administration of the Abln\r·i Department show that except 

in two years in which there was apparently no demand at all, licenses fot• the sale of 
toddy were granted in the KMndesh District from 1872-73 till1887-88. Information for 
previous years cannot be obtained without considet•ablo trouble, and does not appear to be 
needed for the elucidation of the subject of the honourable member's question. 

(b) The average annual revenue from tocldy in tbe Kh:tndesh Dist-rict was in tho five 
years endi~gj.876-77 Hs, 46, in tho .five years ending 1831-52 Rs. 18, alld, :IS tho honour
able member was informed on 4th February 1895, in tho five years ending Hl:-!6-87 was 
Rs. 110. These facts satisfied Government that there was no genuine demancl for toddy 
in the Kha:ildesh District. 

(c) Proof is difficult to define, hut careful aitention willlJe given to au expression of 
genuine public opinion. 

1'he Honourable Mr. SE'i'ALVAD then put Question No.6-
((~) ·How.fa1·ltas effect been gi~·cn to ilwfotlowiny orders of Government re9a1•ding 

the Training Oolleges :~ 
"It is the desire of Government that t-he training given in these Colleges should include 

elementary instl'llctiou in agricu lture and the industrial arts so soon Uij books upon Indiun Agricul
ture aml ,, griculturul Chemistry ure obtainable. It is J'ecogiJizcd tlmt 11 primary school cannot be 
a technical school, but it can be made the meuns of suggesting to tho younger generation whut 
they Oll:.(ht to do to become good artisans or goou cultivntors; and school-masters who have 
acquired some knowledge of the first pr·inciples applying to technical subjects will be able to give 
to the school population u desire to acquire more information in u pructical direction. His Excel. 
lency in Council woul<.l prefer thut an experimt·nt should be made in one of the 'l'ruiuing Colleges 
by giving special utlent.ion to teaching these practical arts to sec how fur technical training cun be 
imparted without impairing the pr·imary scbool-mustm·s' cflicicncy in tlre essentials of elementary 
education" (11idc Government Resolution, Educntionul Dcpartrnout, No. 19;38 of 1885, paragraph 3). 

How many t1·ainerl veTnacular ieacllers ha.ve 1ince tile (late of litis Resolntion pu8sed. 
in (a) JJrawing, (b) .Agric1dlw·e or (c) Industrial .A.rts and how many of tliose so qualified 
are teacl~ing those snbjects ·in p1-ima?'.ll sdwols? Have an!J COU1'81!8 of imtruction in drawing 
o1· manual OC<-'ttj)alions o1· 1'1ldi,nenls of agric·zeltu1•c suitecl to prirnary school standards 
bee·n prescribed or 1'ecomme11ded b.'! Gouermneutjor the guidance of school ma'll'ltgers cmd 
teaclte1·s, a.s lias &een done in /!:nglancl by tile Science arvl .A.rt De11artmeut and the Jlluglisl• 
Oode? 

(b) Wl~td (J/}'~ the rates and c:011ditions of tlte special gra11ls-in-aid that certi:ficatl!d 
teache1·s, who' !rave gained the requisite certificates in Art, .A.griCillture or Iudustrial .A.rl, 
are entitled to if they succe.sifull.'l it1struct pupils in any one of tltose BUbjects (t1f.de .Rule 
Jv, ptJge 212 of tltc Bombay Ecl''l'aUonal R~aord, September 1!}'94) 'I H(lw many trai11ed 
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teac!U!1'8 ill p1·irna1'JJ sclwols ?n.anagecl biJ Govm·nment 01' b.!/ Municipalities hcwe up to 
JJece·mbe?' 1895 ea,'J'rted thi.~ g1·a·nt, and what lws been tl~e total amount ea;pcnded on such 
grants? 

His Excellency the PRF.SIDEN'r in reply said-.As to the fhst part of (a) attention is 
invited to paragrn11h 2 of the Director of Public Instruction's letter No. 5922, dated the 
23rd January 1895, which was laid on the Council T~ble on ~th Februa!'Y 1895 .. lis to 
the other points raised, a complete answer cannot be g1ven untll further mformatwn has 
l>een received. 

The Honourable :Mr. SETALVAD then put "question No. 7-
Witat effect has been given to tlwfollowin.g 01·de?'S of tlt~ "Government of lnrlia and 

the Bomba!J Govemmrmt on tlte Repo1·t of tlte B'clncation Uomm·ission? How mCtn!f Con--. 
ferences l~a'IJC, since tlte date of tltese orclers, been !teld in tkis P1·e8idtmcy ? 

"The Governor General in Council approves of recommendation 2-

2. 'J'hnt Conferences (I) of officers of the Educational Department and (2) of such officers 
with :i\fnnngers of aided and unaided schools be held from time to time fo•· the discussion 
of questions n,fTe9tiug edncation, the Director of Public lnsLruction being in each ex
officio PI:e,ich:nt of the Conference. Also that Deputy Inspectoi·s occasionally hold local 
meetings of the school-masters subordinate to them for the discussions of questions of 
schoolumnagemont. 

"1 tis hoped that Local Governments will lose no time in innugurntiug these Conferences; and if 
any Government desired to t.I-y tho plan of n permanent consultative board, the Government 
of India would not object to this. The question raised· in recommendation <1, regarding the 
adoption of iuter·school rules, might, when there is any doub~ as to the advis>Lbility of the 
practice, be referred to such a Confe1·euce.'' (Viele paragrnph 29 of Government of India 
Resolution ~o. 10-309 of 23rd October 188.J..) 

"The Government of India approves of the establishment o£ Educatiour~l Conferences. His Ex
cellency in Council can entertain no doubt of t.he benefit resulting f1·om the interchange of 
ideas and information on educational matters between all those, whether Government o!:Iicers 
or others who are interested the•·ein, nn<l deems it especially desi1·nhle that tbe llfnuagers of 
o.i"ded and unaided schools should have frequent opportunities of discussion with the officers of 
the Government Department." ( JTule paragraph 8 of Bombay Government Resolution 
No. 2108 of 8th December 1884.) 

His Excellency tho PRESIDENT in reply said-The answer to the honom•ablc mem
ber's question is contained in extracts from the Director of Public Instrtlction's report 

No. 7255*., dated 20th February 1896, which are laid on 
• Appendix A. the Table. ' 

The Honourable Mr. SETALVAD then put question No.8-
How fa?' ltave. cttlempts beet~ made lo ccwry ~ut tlte fo~lot?ing ?'ecommeuclation of the 

Govel'nment ~f lndw on the Report of tlte Eclucatwn Gomm~sszo1~ ctbout tlte desirab·ility of 
c'Ont•eyiug imtntction tltl'OU!J It the vernacula1·s, ancl witlt what 1·esults ? 

"* * * . The Gove~nor Gen.eral in ~ouneil is ~isposed to agreto with the Commission 
that, for bo_ys ~'·hose educatiOn termmat~s w1th th~ m1ddle courso, instruction through the 
vernacular IB hkely to be the most ellecti\"e and sat1sfact-ory. 'fhe experience of Beurrnl . 
· d d to I h t f l d · h · ,. · · · o goes Ill ee s Jew ~ •n even or a s pursmng t e1r stucues In h1gh schools a tho1·o··1rrh ] 
. d I h th . I l ' , o grounc-mg conveyc t 1roug e1r own vernncu urs ends to satisfactory after-results It i l 
by .t~ose '!ho t1~ke this v!ew that ma1~y of the complaints of the uusatisfactorj qnalit~ ~~~~~ 
trmmug g1ven m the nnddle and btgh schools of tho country arc accounted f . b th 
attempt to convey instruction through u. foreign tongue. 'l'ho bo,•s it is said leu1.11°; ytt e 
. [ . d"ff E I' h h"l I . . d ' ' ' "sma er!ng o very Ill 1 erent 'ng IS , . w 1 e t teu· uun s re~eive no development by the impart· 
mg to them of useful knowledge m a shapo comprebenstb!e to their intellec•~ s1"nce tl 

II · "I h · · · 1 1 "', 1ey never I'ea y ass1m1 ate t e mstruct10u unparte< tot 1em. It hn.s beon proposed to meet th" d"ffi 1 
by providing tho.t English shall only be taught in middle schools as n lano-uaa-e a diS 1 ctuh ty 

I t b. t 1 1 · 1 1 d o o ' n even en on y as an ex ra. su JeC w 1ere t tere IS a rea c orunn for it and a readi11ess to . f I 
· t t' B" E 11 · " ·1 d · ' pay or sue 1 lOS rue 1011. IS 'xce ency 111 ._ouucl com men s tlu~ matter to the careful c "d . t" f 
l I G t d d t . l th · · 11 (lT.' OllSl e1 a 1011 o oca overnmen s au e uca 1onn au Ol"Itles. tde paranorntJh 22 Gov t f I a· 
Resolution No. 10-309 of 1884.) " ' ernmen o n 1a 

His Ex?ellency the PRESIDENT in reply said-1'he recommendation of the Govern
~ont. o:li In~a quoted by t~e honourable member has been given effect to ·in the schools 
m tlus .Presidency. .A.ccordmg to the r~les of the ~overnment of India the middle school 
ends w1th the Anglo-V crnacular Standard Ill, and 1t has always been the ui · B b 
to teach all subjects through the vernacular up to the end of Anglo y r ule mStanomd ayd 
III · to tea h E lish tl t - ernac ar . ar , c ng up to 1e same s age as a lanoouaooe and as nn t b · t d o o ex ra su Jec ; an 
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to teach English only when there is a demand for it and on payment of a higher fee. 
Under the Code a school can ask for leave to carry the vernacular further as the medium 
of instruction, but it appears that no school has ever thought it advisa.ble to do so. 

The Honourable Mr. SETALvAD then put Question No. 9-

Js it t1·ue, as repm·tecl it~ tltepa7Je1·s, (vide tke letter i-1~ the "T·imes ~f India" nf lOth 
Januar11 last ove1· the signature of ilf1-. M. K. T,alkaka) tlu~t during tlte t1·ial of the mw·der 
case (Errip1·ess vs. Laklcangattda ancl anotlzet•) in t/ie Cmwt rif the t!essions Judge at 
Bifdptw, it lt·anspi1·ecl that the conje.~sions made by the. accused befm·e the Second Class 
Magistrate of Mttcl,lebiluil were exto·rtecl by severe ill-tt·eatment on the part qf tlte police, 
and that Sw-geon-iVlajor l:'cle1-s deposed to Ids having noticed that the tltumiJ of the right 

.,1.and wrist qf one qf the ar,cuse(lltacl been w?·enclwl, atul that tllere toe,.e marks of severe 
flogging on the back: of tlw second accztsecl f Wlutt are the soia?'!/, standing amd grade of 
the polire offi,ce1·s who toe?'<! actunlly concerned in the investigation rif tlte case and who 
WP.re respo .. sible for the allegecl ill-treatment? If tlte facts, cts 11tated nbove, are tme, 
what notice do Gove?'ll.tnent Jn·opose to ta-ke of the comluct of the o.fjicers in q·1wstion !' 

The Honourable Mr. Bmnwoon in reply said-The matter is under enquiry. 

The Honourable Mr. SE'J.'iLVAD then put Question No. 10-

Has the attcntim' qf Government been called to the cctse of Imperatrix vs. Rusvat 
Khan Htlssen, in. which a police Co11stable toas c/ia;y11cl with voltmta1·ity ccmsing lmrt to~ 
ce1·tair& Bhi!s to e..1:tort property in the course of an ·invest·igation of a complaint of theft 
anrl house-brea!.·ing cd the village of Rcthadpt"' in tile Brnctcl& J) ist1·ict, a·nrl 1Da11 com>ictecl 
tmclm· section 330 of the lmliut£ Penal Oocle ancl seutenced to two yea1•s' rigorottS im,
prisonmeut by the Sessions Coul't, which sentence was confirmed by the Iligl& Oottrt; ctnd 
to the obse1•vations of the SP.ssions COin·t in that case that " the1·e was too much reason to 
sn1,pose that this was a common in~tauce of the opv,.ession p1·w:t·isecl by scottncl1·els like tlie 
acc1tsed .w1de;• the clo()./c of ctuthority on poor people whetteve;· they got <t.1£ oppo1•tunity 
lilce the one seized upon i?£ the p;·esent case." (S•Je the n•po1•t of the case it& the "Bombay 
Gazette" of Jan•ra1·y 22, 18DG)? Will Got•e?·mnetJt bll plectsed to state tl1e .!tanding, grade 
and~salat·y of tltc-,bov" police o.ffic~ .1" 

The Honourable :Mr. Bnmwooo iu reply said-The attention of Government hacl 
not previously been called to the case in question. 'l'he information desired by the 
honourable member in the secon~l part of his question has been asked for. 

The Honourable Mr. S.sTALvAD then put Question No. 11-

Will GoL•ernment be ?JieasPd to give iuformntionfor a,e Jel-~Od nf th;·ee. years endiug 
.Ma1·ch .l8!1li in the fullowing fm·m 1·egcwdin_q the ?Jetrious ..dgency Oourts tn the Bomba.y 
p 1·esideucy, inclzul·ing that of ll'e Agent for tlte Sarddrs of the Deccan, if it -is 110to 
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His Excellency the PI\ESIDii:NT in reply said-The information has not yet been 
received. 

The Honourllble };Ir. SETM.VAn then put Question No. 12-· 

Will Gm;erumcg~t be 2Jlcased to g·ive hifvf'iJWtitln i n the joll"u;i11g jm·m 1·cgarding . 
primary schools ·in the va,·ious di.~tricts of the Jh:eside11Cy, if it ·is now 1'eceived :-

Primary School• ma11a!7cd by the .E'd11cntional 
Dcpar,mMI • 

Pl'imary Scltools manaye<l by lht .M1micipalities. 

. His Excellency the PRESIDEN'r in reply said-A. definite reply cannot be given to 
th~ question of the honomahle memlJer to-day, as the nature of ·the return is not 
thoroughly understood. A communication has been addre~scd to tho J10nourable member 
which will enable him to repeat his question on a future occasion if he desires to do so. 

The Honourable Mr. SETALVAD then put question No. 13-
Hlill Govemment be pleased to give i1~f'ormntion nbm;t the mu;•de1· cases 1'epo1·led to 

the Police cluriny the two yea1·s ending March 1/:1.?5? 

1 g 3 4 

Stantling, gracle ancl salary of tl1e 
Name of case. Plt]Ce. office!· or officers eugnyecl in tlw Res11lt nf the ca•c. 

nctuttl iuvcstigatitm of tlae case. 

-------
The Honourable Mt·. Bmnwoon in reply said-The returns req uircd will be called for. 
The Honourable Mr. SE'rALVAU then put question 1\o. 14-
Ilas Oovernmant 'I'Ct:e·ive:l rc petitionfr~m !he ~,iJ6a..bit<tnts of f(ttlydn, 1n·aying that (~ 

non-r:ffici,t.l yentlema~~ ma!J be ·IWilWiatet.l by G[lt;ermnmit a~ Pres!Cleul of the Munic·i['ality 
of tl~at pla.ce, and w~ll Govemment be plwsed to !fl'ant tlte·L1' 1Jra!JC!l'! 

The Honourable Mr. Bmnwoou in reply said-Government have received a petition 
from the inhabitants of. Kalyttn, praying_ t.hat .a uon-ollicial gentleman may be nominated 
by Government as Pres1dent of the Mum01pahty at that place. 'fhe petition is under the 
consideration o£ Government. 

. . The Honourable Mr. PnEROzESHAR 'MERVANJI :&hnn then put the question stand in"' 
1n Ius name- "' 

Will G01Jernmetzt be pleased to ji1.rnish a atatement, showin,q t1te .total amount.~ of the 
contributiOM made by Government up to tl1e year 1887-88 from the Provincial Reven-ues 
toul(srds the cost of building school-lwusesfor primary edtwation ( 1) in the Oity rrf Bo .

1
bay 

aml (11) in the three Di11isiottli of the Bombay Presidency ? 11 
• ' 
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His Excellency the PRESIDENT in reply said-The statement• laid on the table is 
o Appendix B. from the year 1876-77. Pe1·haps this will st1ffice fer the 

honourable member's purpose. · · 

. The Honourable Mr. TrLAK on behalf of the Honourable lrieherban CHINTA.MA.N
RAO RAGHUNATH alias BALA.SAHEB PATVARDHAN, who was not present then put question 
No. 1 standing in the latter's name- ' 

. Has tlte . attention of the Government been d1•awn to the memo1·ial add1•essed to the 
~ove?·m:tenFOJ. B?n:boy by Scwda1· Nagoji1·ao Pala?~lcM· a.ga·~mt the order qf tl'e. District 
1liagzst1 ale oj Satfwa, dated 7th J amuwy 1895 vn the mattm· of the confiscatwn of the 
"l~irdnfnt-its "Jn•od~wecl -in his forests and coll;ctecl at the tlwee Nakas of Goshalvacli, 

• Oh~i·ambe and Mamthvadi? 

.The Honourable Mr. NuGENT in reply said-The memorial referred to has been duly 
~onsrderecl by .. Government. It was judicially decided that certain hirdas claimed by 
Sardar NagoJu·ao Ramchandra Patankar were not produced in his forests and did not 
belong to him. 'l'he order passed in the case by the District :Magistrate is under the Act 
final, and Government cannot interfere in tho matter. 

'rhe Honourable Mr. TrLAK (for the Honour!llble M<:!herban CHINTAMA.NRA.O 
R~GIIUNATII) then put question No. 2- · 

. J?7ill Gove~·;tment be pleasP-cl to iss~te o1·de·rs to the Forest attlh01•ities <if the ScUcira 
Dtstnct to jJ1'0vule tlte l ruimdd1• of PaiC/.Ilt with 1/w nec:esscwy pa.~s-hooks at tJroper times? 

The Honourable Mr. NuGEN'l' in l'eply said-'l'he matter reforrecl to is within the 
}Jrovince of the Conservator, and as at present a<l.vised Government see no reason for 
interference. 

The Honourable Mr. TILAK (for the Honourable Meherban CrriNTAMANRAO 
R..AGHUN~TII) then put question No. 3-

Will Govemmeut be pleosecl to take into conside1·ation the neces.~ity of amending Sec
tion 8{) of ./lzd Lund Revenue Code to em11ower the inct'mddn of viUo.ges to iss•~e mtices to 

.tbeit• t.enwnl.~ in __ qase Q/ i/Jei?•.failm·e to lJCe!f asaca8mQnta at slated times! 

· 'l'he Honourable Mr. NUGENT in reply saill-Government are not aware of any 
objection un<l.er the existing law to the issue of notices by imimd:trs to their tenants, and 
therefore see no necessity for an amendment of the section alluded to in the question. 

The Honourable Mr. TILAK (for the Honourable MeherMn CHINTUlANR.l.O RAGHU
NATH) then put Question No.'!-

Will Govemment be pleased to call.J01· a statement showing the m~mbc1· of holders of 
alienctted vtUages invested with 11owers ttmle1· Section 88 of tlte L cmfl Revemee Code 1 

The Honourable Mr. NuGENT in reply Sllid-'.Fhe statement asked for by the honour
able member in question No.4 will be prepared. 

The Honour:~.ble Mr. TILAK (for the Honourable Meherban CIIIN'1'AMANRAO RAGHU

NATH) then put Question No. 5--
Will Gove1·nment be tjleased to in,;e.9t some of the Iruimddr.~ nf alienateclv£lla,qes em

powered wzder iiection 88 of the Land Rerenue Code tvitl~ powers unde•· Sectio1~ 1!J5 of the 
same Code? 

The Honourable Mr. NuGRNT in reply said-Government cannot give effect to tho 
proposal in the question as there is no legal authority for investing Inr~mdurR with the 
powers specified by the honourable member. 

The Honourable Mr. 'i'ILAK (fm; the Henourahle MeherMn c ·HlNTAMAN,UA.O "R.A.GHU· 
NA'IH) then put Question No. 6-

Will Gove1·nment be plta.setl to take into consideration tile p1·otest of the Ka1'<ichi 
M1t,1ticipality, dale<l 21st Jwwary 1896 l 

His Excellency the PtmSIDENT in r~·ply said- I presume tho honourable member 
refers to the protest of the Kar1ichi Municipality again!:>t the Karachi Port 1'rust Amend
ment Bill which is now before the Council. I would, therefore, invite his attention 
to paragraph a of the Heport of the Selec~ Committee, from wh.ich he will see that the 
protest was referred to the Select Commtttee and has been considered by them. 
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The Honourable Mr. TILAK (for the Hono~rable lVIeherMn CHINTAMANRAO RAGHU
NATH) then put Question No. 7-

Now t11at the 8tatuto1•y Civil Service is abolished, will Gove~·nmen~ ~e pleased to ,·e
cognize tlw clai11~s of_ tl1e y~ung members <if the olcl aristo?1'alw.Jam~l~es to some 9f the 
appoi11tm1ml.s in the Provi•ncial Service i11 the same manner m whzch tltey we1•e p1·evwu~ly 
considered ? 

The Honourable Mr. NUGENT in reply said-Government wbp.e gl~d to welcome 
· those of the class alluded to in the Provincial Service cannot recogmze soc1al status alone 

as constituting a claim to the highet· Government appointments. · 

The Honourable Mt·. BAL GANGADHAR TILAK then put Question No. 1 standing in his 
name-

Wilt Government be plea.~ed to inqui1·e wlty tiM number of licenses gmnted 01' 1·enewed 
eacll year 1mde1• tl1e ..t1.1·ms Act in tlte /Jelgaum Dislrit:t was reduced fro1ft 485 in 1892 to 
297 in 1894, and why it slwzetd not be 1·aised again to the old jigu1·e? 

The Honourable J\fr. Bmnwoon in reply said-The matter will be enquired into. 
The Honourable Mr. TILAK then put Question No. 2-
Has t11e attention of Governme11f. been drawn · to tlte fact tlwt the d~IJ'e1·ences between the 

tJominated official P1·esident of the Municipality of PC1!1ulha1'p1t1' on one hand, and tk,,t body 
and tk~i1· sub-committees on the otlte1· have U1'0W/l so se1•ious as to prejtedicially affect the 
wm·k of tlte M tmicipalit!l owt'ng to the o1·bitra1·y condtwt of the P1·esident ? If not, will 
Government be pleased to inquire into thr: matte1· cttld call fo1' a. 1·epm·t on ·the same? 

The f!onow-able Mr. Bmnwoon in reply said-The matter is under enquiry. 
The Honourable Mr. TILAK then put Question No. 3-
W:ill Government fm·tltP,1' conside1· the advisability of mcdcing some p1·ovis1:on, eM has 

heen do?Je in the Mad1·as P1·ovincial 8e1·vice il11les, fo1' meeting the claims of Jl1dmlatdars, 
roho have been recommended fq1· the IJeptety Oollecto1·ships before the lJublication of the 
Provincial Service Rules ? . . 

The Honourable 'Mit. NuGENT in reply said-There is already a provision in the 
rules enabling Government to promote selected officers in the subordinate se1·vice Lu the 
Provincial Service. Government have no reason .to consider this provision inadequate 
and are not prepared to consider suggestions for the amendment of the rules which have 
been approved by the Government of lnd.ia after careful consideration, unl

1
ess and until 

actual experience of their working shows them to be defective. 

The Honourable Mrt, DAJI ADAJI KnARE then put the question standing in his· 
name·-

(a) Is it a fact tl1at .~ome cts~es.~11UJttt or mo?~ey nn account of Kwm·i• mlltivation 
'."as taken from l£.ztyro Ba1·kels a11d ot~te·r .inhabitant.~ of tlte villages of A1(,See and /Jadpoli 
m lkr. Stepa Petl1a of th~ Kllw11'a Dtltnct ttmle1· the 01·de1·s of the E.et1·a Assistant Con
servator of Fore.•ts, ancl tltal ajte1•wa1•ds thei1· crops toe1·e clest1·oyed i9~ 1896 by o1·cle1• of 
tlte OolleotOI' of the Dist1·ict ! 

(b) If the c;·op~ uJere orde1·ed to be dest-royed, tcill Gove1~nment be pleased to state 
tl1e grormds on which tlw,t 01•der was based ? 

The Honourab~e MR. NutJEN: in reply said_:_(a) Some money was levied from the 
persons named, but tt was. not leVIed as ~ssessment or as payment for Kumri cultivation, 
but as fine or compensation under sectiOn 67 of the Forest Act for damage c·msed b 
forest offence. Orders ~V?, however, been given ~or a refund of the amounts ;aid to s[o: 
as .enter ~n regular cultJvat10n and t~us show· an tntention to refrain from similar forest 
offences m future. The crops growwg as a result of the unauthorized Ku · lti ti 
\Vera destroyed by order of the Collector. mrt ou va on 

(b) The destruction of the crops was essential for the restoration of th 1 d t · 
dition of forest and for the prevention of a continuation of the forest offen:es~n ° a con. 

PA'PERS PRESENTED TO THE COUNCIL. 

' 1. Letter from the Secretary to the Government of Indi L .,.· 1 · 
No, 59, dated the 9th January 1896 -·Returning, with ~be :~:n~~f~~~~~~\~~~~ 

• • 
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the Viceroy and Governor General si"'nified thereon the authentic copy of the 
law to amend the Bombay Civil Cou~-ts Act, 1869. ' 

2 Extracts* fl'om the Director of Public Instruct.ion's report No. 7:!.5:'), dated the 
"' Viele A P cndix A. 20th February 189G, referred to in the 1:eply to quest.ion 

P No. 7 put by the Honourable Mr. Ch1manlal Ha1'1lal 
Setalvad. 

3. Statement t referred to in the reply to the 
t Vido Appendix B. question put by the Honourable Mr. Phm·ozeshah 

Merwanji .M:ehta. 
4. Report of the Select Committee appointed to consider Bill No. III of 1895 (a Bill 

to amend the Karachi Port Trust Act, 1886). 

5. Memorial from the Municipality of Kar.tchi, date(l the 21st January 1896. 
6. Memorandum from the Commissioner in Sind, No. 182, elated the 27th January 

1!)96. 

7. Memorandum from the Commissioner in Sind, No. 369, elated the 14th February 
1896, and enclosures. 

8. Repol't of the Select Committee appointed to consider the question of amending 
the Rules for the Conduct of Business at :Meetings of the Council of the Governor 
of Bombay for the purpose of making Laws and Regulations. 

BILL No. III. of 1895, A BILL TO AMEND THE KARA'CHI PORT 
TRUST ACT, 1886. 

The Honourable ::hh. NUGENT said-Your Excellency,-The Report of the Select 
Committee on the Bill to amend the Ka1·:ichi Port 'l'rust Act 

'l'hc Honourabl?Mr. Nugent has been formally 11resented to the Council, and copies of 
proposes t he ·wtlhdro.wal of 't d f t\ B'll · d b tl S 1 t C 'tt h t.he Bill to amend tho Knrachi 1 an o · . · 1e 1 as rev1se y 1e . c ec ommt ee . ave 
Port Trust .Act 1886. lleen furmshed to all honourable memllors. In the ordmary 

_ _ . ' ___ cow:se_ of __ ]egi.,Jnt.ive business it would nOll'' IJo my duty 
as member in cliargo of· the Bill to move that tho· Bill be read a second time. 
For reasons, however, which I will briefly oxplain, I do not propose now to take 
this step. Up to the time of the consideration of the Bill by tho Select Committee 
and the preparation of its report, such discussion as bad arisen had mainly reference to that 
section of the Bill which at'fected the composition of the body forming the trustees of the 
Port, and the battle, such as it was, raged round the point whether the Municipality should 
be allowccl to elect any trustees, and if so, how many. On this qne'ltion the Select 
Committee had unanimously arrived at a conclusion which was, I think, fair and equit
able. lt was of the nature of a compromise, but it was, in my opinion, a reasonable 
compromise which might well satisfy all parties concerned. Within the last few days, 
however, circumstances have considerably changed. At the eleventh hour, within a very 
brief period of the date fixed for this meeting, several proposals have been received for 
the amendment of, and for material additions to, the Bill as now before the Council. 
With the amendments of which notice has been giYen by the Hon. Mr. Mehta, and the 
Hon. Mr. 'l'ilak, no difficulty would have occurred. 'l'hey are directly rolev:mt to the Bill 
and propose modifications of the provisions which it actually contains. They could 
have been discusssed on their' meritfl and accepted or rejected. In addition to 
these duly formulated amendments immediately affecting sections of tho existing Bill 
proposals have quite recently been received from Siml on the subject of ex o.fficio 'rrustees. 
For instance, it has been suggested that the President of the Kar:ichi Municipality sl10uld 
be ea: officio Trustee of the l'ort of Karachi. No formal notice of any such amendments 
has been given by any honourabla member, but possibly tho matter might have llccn 
considered in this Council, and at all events these amendments, if brought forwat'tl, would 
have been relevant ·and undoubtedly in order. In addition, however, to all thesu notual 
or potential amendments of the Bill as it now stands there have hoen receivocl within the 
past few days from Sind proposals to amend sections of the original Act to which no 
reference is made in the Bill and proposals to add entirely new sections on subjects not 
referrocl to in either the Act or the Bill. In other words, it has been proposed to add a. 
material mass of entirely new matter dealing with subjects concerning which Government 
in the responsible Departments have had no leisure to make full inquiry and arrive at a 

v.-11 
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definite conclusion. It is obvious that Government could not at a moment's notice and 
without due investigation and deliberation entertain all these proposals and . embo.dy 
them in the measure now before the Council, even were such a procedUl'e compatible, '~'Ith 
the orders prescribed fot· our guidance. 'l'o me personally some ~t l~st of .the addtbons 
proposed appear lJI'illlct (acie expe:lient, but fuller consid~ratwu 1s adv1sable ,before 
Government decide definitely whether they should be formally appr?ved an~lrecommended 
for incorporation in the law. 'l'he course which has been followetlm sendmg to Go~~rn
ment a;t the last minute these proposals involving a wide amplification of the pt'OVlStons 
of the Bill is inconvenient; but whether convenient or inconvenient the actual facts have 
to be dealt with. Two courses are open to us-one is to proceed with the Bill now b.efore 
the Council, and pass it on its existing Jines, and subsequently to bt·ing jn another Blll to 
make any furthe1' amendments of, and additions to, tho law which may be deemed ex
pedient. The other is to withdraw the present Bill and to prepare and subsegue!1tly 
introtluce a more comprehensive measure deal in"' not only with the amenclments con tamed 
in this Bill but also with the othet· amendments 

0
and addicions to the existing Act which 

have quite recently been SU"'"'estecl. After careful consideration it bas been decided that 
the latter course is tliat '~hich it is preferable to adopt. A series of consecutilre little 
measures tinkerin"' up by instalments an orio·inal Act only leads to needless trouble and 
confusion, and te;ds to make the law even ~ore difficult of: rig·ht comprehension t!1~n it 

.generally is. Nor is it expedient to legislate in a hurry-though this, [am aware, is no~ 
an offence which can be laid justly to the charge of this Council. Haste in legislation, 
as in matrimony and other things, is, according to the teachings of experience, to be 
avoided as being injudicious and tending to undesirable results. I beg, therefore, to ask 
for leave to withdraw the Bill now 'before the Council. 

The Honourable Mr. PrrEnozr::srrArr M. MEliTA said-Your Excellency,-There is one· 
sentiment to which the Honourable Mr. Nugent gave CX}Jl'ession with which ev,ery 
honourable member will cordially concur, and that is that' we should not legislate in a 
hmry. The Bill now before the Council shows that the consideration of such measures 
usually bring;; in a great deal of information which can always be employecl in bringing 
forwa-rcl necessary and desirable amendments. However that may be, .ther~ can be .no 
doubt th.:'tt the course Gb.e lwnourablo membc:a· !.as pl'oposocl-l:lw withclt·a.wnl of t.he Bill 
and bringing forward a fresh Bill ·at some futme time-is unclotl.btedl'y the best one: N a
thing can be more inconvenient or objectionable than to have small amending Bills intro
duced time after time. I think the Council will have no difficulty in coming to the 
conclusion thel'efore that the course advocated by the honourable member is the most 
desirable one to take under the circumstances. 

Dill withdl'o.wo. His Excellency the PRESIDENT then }JUt the motion that 
the Bill be withdrawn, and the same was carried 1w1n con. 

----·---

BILL NO. 1 OF 1896, A BILL TO AMEND THE BOMBAY BOILER INSPECTION 
ACT, 1891. 

In moving the first reading of the Bill to amend the Bombay Boiler Inspection Act, 
Tho Honourable :Mr Bird- 1891, the Honourable Mr. Bmnwoon said-Your Excellency

wood moves t·he first ,:ending 'l'his Bill bas already been introcluce(l by publication in the 
of the D~ll to amend ~be Bom- Bombcty Gove~·nment Gazette on the 21st J a.nuary 1896, iu 
~'a§ I. BOller lnspoct lOn Act, pursuance of an order macle by your :Excellency under Rule 15 

. . of the ~ules for th~ Conduct of Business at :Meetings of this 
hono.urable Council. Wrth the Brll w:as pub.hshed a Statement of Obj~cts aml Reasons, as 
requ~r~ by the Rules; but, so far, thts particular measure, which contains some useful 
prov1sr?ns, bas not a~trac~ed much I?ublic attention. It willlJe scarcely necessary for me 
to detam the Council wtth a detailed statement regardin"' those provisions but some 
explanation will be desir~bl~. ~s the ~ouncil is aware, tl~e .Act of 1891 r~peuled the 
fo~mer Act ~?r the pen~d10al mspect1on an.d manage~ent by competent engineers of 
boilers. and pnme-movers m the Bombay Pres1dency, and rt conta-ined a savin"' clause as 
·to certificates grant:d under ~hat Act, which was passed in 1887, and under an older .Act still 
of the year 18~3 •. 'Iho~e.certlficates were to be deemed to be granted and to be in force under 
~he correspondmg proVISions of the Act of 1891, No similar clause was, however, introduced 
mto th~ Act of 1891 as regards rules and appointments made notifications published and 
powe~ ~nferred un~~ the Act of 188i. 1'o prevent any p~ible inconvenience fro:n any 
q,uestionmg of the vahd1ty of such rules, appointments, notifications, nnd powers sinc.e Act II 
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of 1891 came into force, section 1 of the present Bill has been drafted with retrospective 
effect from the date when the Act came into. force. Section 2 of the Bill deals with a 
matter for which necessity · has arisen in connection with the decision of appeals by a 
Commission appointed under section 5, in cases where an inspector refuses a certificate. 
FolU' d_ays are allowed for the decision of such appeals in Bomba.y and ten days in the 
~Iofusstl. At Aden, however, ten days would not generally be sufficient, especially when 
the Commissioner, who is the Executive Engineer, Military Works Department, and has 
~any other duties to attend to, might be required to visit some out-station, such as Perim, 
m order to examine the boiler in respect of which a certificate has been refused. It is 
proposed to inCI·ease the period, therefore, to one month, this period being considered suitable 
both by the Political Resident at Aden and the Commissioner of Customs. I would now 
invite the Counci,l's attention to section 3 of the Bill, the object of which is to empower 
the Collector of Bombay to call upon the owner of a certificate to produce it at reasonable 
times under section 18 of tho· Act. The Presidency Magistrates have this power, and so 
have tho Collectors in the lVIofussil in their own districts, and there is no reason why the 
Collector of Bombay should not have it. Section 4 of the Bill confers a necessary power 
on Government to follow up a notification under section 24 of the Act of the failure of an 
engineer to slU'render his certificate, in cases when au enquiry becomes necessary into the 
alleged incompetency or misconcluct of an engineer, by an order directing cancellation of 
his certificate and a subsequent order revoking such cancellat~on and re-granting the c~ll·ti
catas if a satisfactory explanation of tho charges against the engineer is forthcoming. By 
the last section of the Bill power is given to Government to make rules for the payment of 
fees for duplicates of certificates furnished under section 26. The levy of such fees may 
serve as a check on carelessness, as pointed out in tho Statement of Objects and Reasons. 
I now move that the Bill be read a first time. · 

The Honourable Mr. NAVI\OJI NASARVANJI WADIA, C.I.E., said-Your Excel
lency,-1 wish to t•omark that I think it might be wise to take 'the opportunity presented 
by the introduction of this Bill to amend certain defects which appear in sections 10 aml 
ll of the Act it is proposed to revise. If the Bill is referred to a Select Committee I would 
urge this Council to refer these sections to the Committee also for consideration. In 
section 10 i6 i, ~ onactod tlltnt within a certafn time a certificate shall Tie given but nothing 
is said therein as to the method to be adopted by the steam-users, if from pressure of work 
in Government offices the certificate is not granted within the proper time. This is a 
point upon which various questions of law have been raised by steam-users from time to 
time. It sometimes happens that when certificates are not issued in proper time the 
boilers are worked without their production and the owners naturally render themselves liable 
to a penalty under the Act. Section ll provides : " If an Inspector refuse to give a certi
ficate or a renewed certificate to the owner of any boiler, or refuse to give the same for 
the full period applied for, he shall be lJotmd to give to such owner, within 48 hours, hi'l 
reasons for such refusal, in writing." But there is nothing said ·as to what shall lJe uone 
if within 48 hours no such reasons are given. I hope, therefore, the Select Committee 
will co:.sider sections 10 and 11 with a view to rectify the two omissions to which I have 
drawn attention. 

Bill re:ld a first time. His Excellency the PRESIDEN'£ thon put the motion that the 
Bill be read a first time. 'fhis was agreed to. 

The Honourable Mt·. Bruowooo then moved that the Bill bo referred to a Select Com-
. . mittee, consisting of the Honourable tho Advocate General, the 

0 
E•ll. referred to a Select Honourable Messrs. '1.'. D. Little, N. N. Wadia, 1-1. Batty, W. '\V. 

omw•ttec. Loch and the .Mover; and that the Committee be instructed to 
1·eport within one month. . 

The motion was put by His Excellency the Pn.E'>ID~NT and agreed to. 

RULES FOR THE CONDUCT OF BUSINESS AT MEETINGS OF THE COUNCIL 
OF THE GOVERNOR OF BOMBAY FOR MAKING LAWS AND REGULATIONS· 

In moviug that the Report of the Select Committee on the Council Rules be taken 
into consideration, the Honourable Mr. Bmowooo said-Your 

Considerntion of tho _Re- Excellency,--! have now to move that the Report of the Select 
port of the Select Comm•ttoe Cammittee on the ltules for the Conduct of Business at Meeting:J 
on the Rules. · of the Council be taken· into consideration. The present rules 
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have been revised by a Committee which I may, perhaps, be allow_ed to desc~ibe a~ an 
unusually strong Committee, consisting of .so many as ten members, and mclu~mg; 
besides lay members familiar with the conduct of public business, both the legal ad\7 ISers 
-of Government and two other members of the legal profession. The Committee has com~ 
·pared the present rules with those recently adopted by the Counrils of the t>overnar of 
Madras and the Lieutenant-Governors of Bengal and the North-Western Provinces, and 
bas adopted such of those rules as seemed to be suitable, and has also recommended some 
specific provisions which seemed to be necessary as to matters of procedure in regard to 
ihe progress of Bills under discussion, ancl has re-arranged the rules, as thus revised, 
under appropriate headings. Unfortunately, one of the members of the Committee was 
unable to attend the meetings of the Committee or to agree in all the recommendations of 
'his colleagues. The Honourable lVIr. Setalvad has written a minute of dissent, which has 
lJeen printed with our Report, and has given notice of the amendments he wishes to pro
pose. Notices of amendments have been received also from other honourable members, 
'but some at so late an hour that it has been only just possible to print them. · ·But that, 
perhaps, will be no bar to our now considering· them, if your Excellency will permit the 
amendments to lJe put when the Commitee's dmft is considet·ed in detail. I will not take 
up the time of the Council with any remarks as to the several amendments which hwe 
lJeen proposed, as I think it will be more convenient to the Council if I speak to those 
·amendments after they have .l1een formally put before us. 

The Rules as revised by the Select Committee were then considered in detp,il. 

The Honourable lVIr. DAJI .AnAJI KHARB withdrew the following amendment of 
Rule I, of which he had given notice :-

. I.-In Rule 1, paragra,11h 2, between the · worcls " presiding " and " as " to 
i<11sert the wol'ds "or in tho absence of any Ot·dinary Member, the Senior Member of . 
Council present and presiding. " 

The Honourable ?viR. TILAK moved that at the eucl oE the fifth paragraph of Rule 1 
there .be aclded after iho words "received the assent of tho Governor," the words "as 
pro,•idod under Rule 30." 

The Honourable Mr. Bmowooo-I would poinli out to the honourable member that 
the word "Governor", as used in the fifth paragraph of Rule 1, aucl the word" President" 
as used in Rule 30, have not the same meanin~. The word " President" includes not only 
the Governor, but, in the absence of the uovernor, the senior Civil ordinary member 
of Council present. While the President, as thus defined, can sign the certificate referred 
to in Rule 30, it is the Governor alone who can assent to a bill as defined in Rule 1. 
The proposed addition to the definition of the word " Bill " in Rule 1 would not 
therefore, be appropriate. · · ' 

His Excellency the PRESIDENT-I assume that the honourable member's proposal 
will not make any d,ifference in the meaning of the Rule, and I would therefore sug"'ost 
that he withdraw the amendment. 0 

The Honourable Mr. 'rJLAR withdrew the amendment. 

Rules 1, 2, 3 and 4 were then passed. 
The Honourable ~r. KmKHAM said-I would suggest, my Lord, that a verbal altera· 

tion . s~o~ld be ~ado m Rule 5 . and t?,at another word be ins?rted instead of " put " 
~"no sJinila~ motion shall· be agam put ) as tl1at word has .acqmred the technical mean· 
m" of puttmg to the vote, and of course only the Pres1dent can do that I would 
suggest that the word "moved" be substituted. · 

His Excellency the PRESIDBNT suggested that tho word " made" be substituted for 
the word " put" and tbe suggestion was agreed to. 

Rules 6 and 7 were agreed to. 
The Honourable Mr. KnARE withdrew the following amendment of Rule 7 :
In Rule 7, t<t omit the following worcls in the last sentence:-

"But in the absence of a President the Secretary shall make an ent -
the journal of the Council of the names of the members present and the l'Y ~~ 
ing _shall bEl thereby adjourned." ' mee -
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Rules 8, 9, 10 and 11 were can-ied without discussion. 

The Honourable .Mr. SE'l'ALVAD then movecl the following amendment of Rule 12:

In ~u~e 12, to ·ad~ at !-he end, the words "and any other member may, with 
the permisSIOn of the I restdent, speak once by way of explanation." 

He sai<~-Your Excellency,-The pr~ent rule reserves power to any member who 
has spoken .m a deb~te to speuk once agam by way of explanation with the permission 
of the Presi<lent, whtle the effect of the proposed rule will be to take away that power. 
No reason has been brought forward for takin"' awa:v this privile"'e which so far as 
I know has not been abused in the past. On tl1e other haml I un~l~t·stand that it has 
b~en v_ery usefully exercised. When the Bombay Municipal Act of 1888 was under 
di~cussiOn the Hononra?le Mr. Mebl~ once took advantage of this privilege, and his 
domg so tended to considet·ably curta.tl the further debate. Under the circumstances I 
m~1st confess I a.m surprised to fiml my honourable friend agreeing to this provision 
bemg left out m the new. rule, ancl I am much disposed to believe that if the full 
~ffect of the proposed change had been before his miml he would not have assented to 
It. As I have already observe<l no case has been made out for tho proposed change 
and I thm·efore beg to move the amendment of which I have given notice. 

'rhe Honourable .M:r. l3mowoon-It is vet·y undosiralJle to adopt any rule which 
will encourago an undue prolongation of debates, to which there must be a limit as to 
everything else. It was not the object of the alteration of the existing rule uf which the 
honourable member complains to curtail the freedom of members to discuss any and 
every measure. Opinions on all measures are freely expressed in this Council, and 
seeing that honourable memlJers oft.en state their views in written speeches, it is not very 
likely that misapprehensions will often arise as to expressions used by them to such an 
extent us to render explanations necessary. I may point out that it is always open to the 
President to allow an explanation to be made, so that there is no necessity for any express 
provision in the rule for that plU'pose. lf a member's views are misrepresented at any 
time, I shoul<l think the President would only be too willing to allow him to speak aga.in 
by-wo.y <'f-oxJlhna.tion._ I£ the honourable member J•efeJ'S to RuJe 13, he will see that it 
proYides for an explanation being given, by permission of the President, of anything said 
hv :t member "in a previous debate." To make the matter more clear it may perhaps be 
f!esira.blo to amend Rule li3 by 'substitutiu~ for the words "in a previous" the words 
" previously in ." The ~·ulo would then read-" No m~mber shall sp~a.k e;cceP.t .upon busi
ness which is (tt t!te tm1e 1'eg ula1·l!J before the Cou-nctl or, by spectal .pe1'1m8&Wtt of the 
P 1·esiclenf., iu e;,;plon,t·ion of anything sa·id by him previously in debate." I think there 
\Yould be no objection to that. · 

His Excellency the 1!R~:SIDF.NT-'l'ho alteration :M:r. Birdwood suggests will make 
the ·meaning quite clear, and 1 have n.o doubt it will meet the honourable Mr. Setalvad's 

....., "'ishes. 
The Honourable Mr. MRHTA-Yom· Excellency,-! was imder the impression that 

Rule 13 as it stood left the power with the President to allow a member to speak in ex
planation that I consented in Committee to allow ltule 12 to stand as it docs. I think, 
however it would be advisable · to amend the 13th rule in the manner pointed out by the 
Honour~ble ~lr. Bir<lwood, because l l'ee that it would be easy to so interpret it in its exist
inoo form as to make it apply o~y to a previous debate. 1 think Mr. Setalvad's object 
w;uld be attained by agreeing to tlie suggestion made b~: Mr. Birdwood .. In the Vi!3e- . 
roy's Council tliere is an express rule whereby a member IS able to SJ>cak 111 explanation 
once, and I think there woul<l be no ?bjectio~ to having somct~ing of the sam~ .sort intro
duce<l here, as will be done by ilk ~u:dw?od s. prop?sal. I thl'n~ such a proviSIOn would 
be espccialli useful in the Budget d!scnssto.n, 1!1 whxch non-offictal members are asked.to 
speak first and ~flicial t;non:bers next; and xt will be a great advantage to the non•offimal 
members in gettmg the1r v1ews clearly understood. 

His Excellency the PRESIDINT-If we substitute. the words ''previously in'' for the 
words" in a previous'' in Rule 13, will that meet the VJews of the Honourable Mr. Setalva.d? 

'l'he Honourable Mr. SEULVA'D replied in the affirmative a~d . withdre~ his amend· 
ment of Rule 12, which was carried; Rule 13 was also ca.rr1ed ~fter bemg altered a1J 
suggested by the Honourable Mr. Birdwood. 

- v-12 
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Rules 14, 15 and 16 having been agreed to, the Honourable Mr. KHARF. then moved 
the addition at the end of Rule 17 of the words" at least ten days before the day of the 
meeting." 

He said-I think it is lJi"'hly desirable that some time should be stated ~n .which 
members should receive agenda Jlapers so as to be ahle to send in amendments WJth~n the 
proper time to the Bills to be brought forward. It ~eems to ~ne that the change IS one 
that will cause no inconvenience to the officers of the Council, and therefore I beg to 
propose it. 

The Honourable l\ir. BrRDWoon-In reference to what has fallen from the honour
able member, I think that his argument cuts bot.ll ways. I:Ie says that members do not 
~now what amendments to propose unless they lw.vc the agenda paper se~t them at some 
fixed time before the date of the meetin"' so as to enable them to send notwes of amend
ments in due time. But notices of ame~dmcuts must themselves be included in the 
agenda paper; and I do not seo how this can he done if the . agenda paper is ~ent out 
without waiting for notices of amendments. The Secretary would have to Issue an 
almost blank sheet as an agenda paper, if it were sent out so long before t he meeting
as the amendment proposes. 'l'ake the case for instance of the honourable member 
who represents Sind. How would it be possible for him to rccei ve the agenda paper so many 
days before the meeting. It is with the utmost difficulty very often that the ~ecretary can 
issue t.he agenda paper even a day before the meeting ; and if this o.mendment were 
carried, it would be almost impossible to comply with its requirements in rrgard to mem
bers living in Sind and the Southern Mar<itha Country. The Secretary certainly uses 
every effort tp get out the list of business :;ts soon as possible, and it seems to be forgotten 
that the agenda paper must inchule aU the questions and motions of which notice is given. 
I know that it is for the convenience of the Council to have the agendo. papet· printed as 
soon as pos~ible, but it would not be convenient to honouralJle members to have it sent to 
them in an incomplete form, as it would then he of no use. 

The Honourable Mr. MEHTA-I quite -see that Government would · be hard put to 
to, issue t11is notice a long time 1Jefm·ehand. But I wish to ask how is a member to "'ivc 
notice of amendments within the pr.escribe(l tin1e if lle has no knowledge of what Bill~ 
are to be brought forwal'Cl, and notice is given aftet· the· time has elapsed? 

'l'he Honourable Mr. Bmnwoon~I would point out to the honourable member tha.t 
a bill intrmluced into this Council must be published in the G01;ernm1mt Gozetle not less 
than seven days before the meeting at whh.:h the first reading of it is moved. 

'l'he Honourable Mr. ~~h!HT,\-1 am not ret'errino· to hills first introduced l;ut to 
thos? which come up for discus~ ion and (lispo~al. U uless Lhey are included in the 
detmled ageuda paper members could not know whether they were to lJe brou"'ht forward 
o~ ~ot, an~ if such agenda paper was not supplie(l in time to letwe the necess~ry days ·for 
gwmg notice, no amendments whatever could l>e moved. How can a member send in an 
amendment i~ he does not k!1ow whether a bill is to be·discnssed? Some provision should 
l>e made ~ g1ve me~1bers timely notice with regard to hills to be put down for discussion 
at a partiCular mcetmg. 

His Excellency the PRESIDEN1'-l quite see :Mr. Meht.a's point. He desires notice of 
the bills to he brought forward . 

. The Honourahle.l\fr. M ~H'I'~-Yes, I desire it to be notified to members as early as 
~oss1ble wh~n a partwular h1ll1s to be taken up at a particular meetin"' so as to "'. h' 
time for notice of amendments. o !::live Im 

His Excellency the Pn~smt;Nl' :-'l'he point is one that requires some consideration . 
a~d I wou!d therefore pomt .out that the rules .will come up for final ado tion at som~ 
future meetmg. In th~ mt-antime Government w1ll consider the point raised by M M ht 
~e same remark apphes to Mr. Setalvad's notice of amendment of Rul 17* r rd. le ta. 
hlS amendment of H.ule 38. t · e an a so o 

. • The notice given by the Honourable :i\fr Sotalvad , as "1 R ·- . - - . - - ·-
• furnish' to if!'lert . . the words 1 ut least two days i1eforc the d:te of ~be ulc .17 , ~~~ween the words ' shall ' nnd 

t The noucc gn en by the Honourable :O.ir. Setah·ad Wlls , 1 1 m
38

eett!'g · 
tute tho word 'two'." 0 rn ° • hno 4, for the word 'five' to snbsti· 
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The Honourable .1\ir·. SE'rALWAD withdrew his amendment of Rule 17 and the rule was 
reserved for future consideration. ' 

The Honourable Mr. KHARE then moved the following amendment of Rule 18-
In Rule .18 to add. at the end the words" provided that any member may move 

that al?-y :partte"?-lar husmess on tbe list be given precedence of any other business on 
tha~ hst m whteh case the motion shall be put to the Meeting, and, if adopted, that 
busmess shall take such lll'ecedence." · 

~e sai~-I am sure this proposal will meet the convenience of honourable members. 
Sometunes 1~ may .happen that it will be very desirable in the opinion of a member to take 
up the con•.nder·at~on of a particular subject on the agenda paper, out of its·turn, but at 
present no JlOI~'er ~s given to members to make a motion for a subject to have precedence. 
Such a power IS g1ven under the rules of the University Senate and it is found there to be 
very .useful. . I think that this Council shoulcl make· similar provision which will not 
o?caston any mconveuience to the conduct of business. It would not entail any labour or 
difficulty and it is in the interests of careful debate that I propose thit~ amendment. 

. ~'he ·Honourable Mr. Bmnwoon-I think the object the honourable member has in 
vtew ts amply provided fot· in Rule 4, which provides that : .L1 mot·ion that any b•tesiness 
brj~1·e the Council be acl:fotwne(l, or that the CouncilzJass to the conside1•ation of t!l.e 
bnsmess next in 01·de1· -in the L ist of B1tsiness or that the busi·nes.~ 1111Ulm· comlicletat?.09~ be 
reje1'1'cd to a Select Committee (in acco7·dance ·with t7te R~~les hm·ehtafte1' ·in tlutt be!talj 
contat'ned), mail be ·nwv'·(l b!l any rnembe1· at cm!f time as a distinct q1testimt; cmcl sue!£ 
motjo1t shall take J11'<_cedence of any other motion tltm~ bqfo1·e the Cmmcit ; but the P.resiclent 

. alot~e shalt have power to J11'0pose the acljmernment of the Meeti?t[J. Under-this Rule any 
member can move the adjournment of any particular business by moving that the item 
next on the list be taken up aucl this process can be repeated until the 1>at'ticular item 
he wishes discussed is reached. 

The Honourable Mr. KHAnE :-I ·was under tbo impression that the motion that the 
Council pass to the next lJUsiness in the List meant generally that the business passed 
~o.ver_is_dl:o.PJle.d altoooether. 'rhat is the meaning usually ~tt.'lo)Jurl ton. motion of that sort. 

I still think that 1Ftl:1e Council passed a motion of the kind. it would imply that the matter 
under discussion was dropped altogether. That is the meaning attaching to it undet· the 
Rules of the University Senate. 

The Honourable lVIr. MEH'l.'A-I would ask my honourable frien!l not to go for 
guidance to the rules of the ll ni varsity ; for expet·ience has shown them to be most 
confusing and puzzling. It is desirable that our rules should be as fow and as simple as 
possible, ancl I think with Mr. Bird wood that the end Mr. Khare desires is attained under 
Rnle 4. It. seems to me it would be wise of my friend not to prc><s the amendment, which 
he r ecommends to us on the grouml that a. simila.t· rule exists in the University. 

'l'he Honourable Mr. KHAHE-If Rule 4 does not mean what I took it to moan-the 
drop,ping of the business that is passed over--I will withdraw my amendment. 

'l'he amendment was then withdrawn and Rule 18 was passed. 
Hule 19 havin .,. lJeen passed, t.he Honourable Mr. ,SETAr.YAll tltcn moved. In Rule 

20, line G,for the w~rd "seven" to subslitnle the word "three." He said-Your Excel
lency,-It ,will be obser\·ecl that all that a member is required to gh'o notice of is only 
the title and subject of the hill. I do not sec therefore how Government or anybody 
would he wiser by havin"' the tit.le and subject. of thP. hill before them for seven instead 
of three davs as at present. I am not aware of any inconvenience having arisen in til(' 
past owing· to the required notice heim; one of three days, and no useful ohjcct will appa
rently be served uy the proposed change. 

The Honourable Air. BrnuwouJ)-T.t ~ecms to me that the arguments usetl by tlu~ 
honourable member in support of the alteration of the rule: really support the rule, a!< 
proposed In· the Select Committee. If it is not a matter of importance that Government 
should ha.ve seven days' notice of a hill to he introduced by a private memher. then it 
ca.nnot be a matter of impot·tancu that members should be allowed up t.o tho last tlm•e 
days to give nuticP. of ~he. title and subject. of the hill to the .secretary. When a. pt·i':ate 
member intt·oduces a btlltt ooenerally relatffi to a matt.er wluch he h-t-'> huon constdcrmg 
for months, perhap5 year!:!, ~nd ~urely it is no.t too much to as~ that he shall info.rm 
Govern'llcnt of the title and subJect of the lnll he proposes to mtroducc at a ml.'ctmg 
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at least a week before the meeting. If we ha ''e only three days' notice o~ a hill, ho~ can 
't ear in the Jist of business which the Honourable Mr. Setalvad lumself clesues ~O
~a~~~~ent o.ut a week previously.? I put it to the honourabl~ member :vh~ther there IS 

any necessit.y for the alteration he proposes, since no hardslup can be m:fiicted by the 
rnlc as it stnnds. 

' '1'he Honourable Mr. SBTALVAD-No reason has .been advanced .for the change pro
posed by the new rule. · 

·The Honourable }.Ir. Branwoon-I do not think the honourable member has any 
idea. ef the crush of business in the Bccretary's office j,ust t~e last few days b~fore the 
meetin"' of the Council. 'l'he 1mle is proposed by the Committee because rt wrll. bo . a. 
convenience to the office; it is not. suggested in opposition ther·eto that an~ ~ard~lnp will 
be infl.ic~ed on, priva.te member~. Therefore the. balance ~f argm~ent ~s m favour of 
keeping the rule as approved by the Select Committee after lull consideratiOn .. 

The Honourable Mr. SE1'aLVAD thereupon consented to withdraw his amendment 
·and H.ule 20 was passed. · 

The Honourable Mr. Tll.AK then moved-'' For Rule 21 to substitute the present Rule 
14." He said: .The Council will observe that 1.1)Y object in moving this amendment is to 
retain in the H.ule the words " a reasonable inte1·val of time being allowed, with due regard 
to .th~ public b~siness and colivenjence, for the formation and communication of opinions 
an,d useful criticism respecting the legislation proposed in the Bill, between such publica~. 
tion and. distributi<:m and the first reading of the Hill." . Jt is very desirable that such time 
s~ould. be giv:e,n and I fail to see any reason for the omission of these words. 

'l'he Honourable Mr. BmnwooD--'-1 should like to say on behalf both of the 
Government and of the Select Committee that they have not the slightest objection in 
principle to the words at the end of the existing Rule 14. The principle has been well 
established,- and as a matter of fact a great deal of time is always allowed for making 
known legislative projects before they come up for discussion at meetings of this Council. 
I think the general feeling will be that the principle for which Mr. 'l'ilak speal~:s is safe
guarded by the provisions in some of the oth()r Kules. I refer particuial'ly to Rule 23, 
~hich provides. tbat •• no motion that a Bill be 1·eacl the first lime shall be made ~mtit 
ser;e11 clem· clays after a. copy of the B ill cmd of the Stateu,e11t ,1 ObJects and Reasons 
has been despatchecl to each .lleml,el' ancl wztil15 clear daysj1·om the elate on wMch the 
Bill was introd·ucecl." 

The Honourable Mr. TILAK-1 thinlt it would 1m best to adhere to the words of 
Rule 14, but after the assurances given by the honourable member I will not press the 
amendment. 

Tho amendment was then withdrawn and the rule was passed, together with Rules 22 , 
~3, 24, 25, 26 and 27. 

'J'h? Ho~ourable Mr. ~mnwoon-I lta:ve not had au opportunity to consult the 
B~lect Uomnnttee on the pom~; hut I ~vould su~gest .that in Rule 28 the period 'Yhich 
must el~pse l~efo.re the CounCil tal{es mto consi<leratwn a Bill after the report of the 
S~lect Committee thereon has been despatched to hononrable members should be declared 
t.o be 1.5 days instead of 7 da~·s. Tbis will he the same pel'iod as must elapse after the 
public~tion of !-he report in th~ Ool)•·1'nment Gaze~le before it tan be considerecl by the 
CounCil. If th1s amendment whwh I now propose IS agreed to, H.ule 28 will be in the 
following tcr~ :-

" 28 .. -_ When 'J. Bill !taR bee'.' '·efe~reclto a .Select Committee, 1 he C'ou11cil shall 
not take tt tldo C011Blderatwn ayaw ttnl-tl the expwatiot~ rif 1 r; da f t!. d t 
which copi,,s <if the Select Oommittf!c's r11port, ancl [ij tile ;Jt'll/ya~· b·rom te da. l~1 111ft 
h B 'l d d ' b · .v · • ., eo~ amen .ec, o 

I e t t as amen e navu een despa.tched by the Sec1·~ta1·y1 to e 1 1· t 'l .r. 1 l' · ac 1 mem 1er r1or un l 
15 day:s aJ ter t te p~tl, tcatwn of such 1·epor1 and such Hill in tl. 13 b G t 
Gazette," · Je om ay uve1·nmen 

The amendment was put by His Excellency the PRESIDEN1', ~nd agreed to. 
Rules ~8,· 29, 30, 31, 32, 33 and 34 were then carried; 

Th' Honourable Mr. SETALVAD then moved the following amendment of Rule 35 :-
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ln Rule 35 to add the following:-

l " VnM3n ~he publication of a Bill shall under Rules 21 aud 22 have been ordered 
1.): the Council to be made in any native languaO'e or lanO'uaaes the Select Com· 
m1ttee shall in their report specify the date on whfch the Bill lu~s been so published 
~·n~ t~1e report of the Sele?t Committ13e, any minutes that may have been recorded by 
mdlVtc~ual membeys and (If the Bill has been amended) the Bill as amended by the 
Committee shall hkewise be published in such lan"'uaO'e or lan"'ua<>es in the Bombatf 
~over~~ment Gazc<lt~, unless the Special Committee

0 
sh~h for r:aso~s to be recorded 

m their report consider that such publication is unnecessary." 
--- Ue J;a~d-T~e .old rule requires that in cases where the Council has directed any Bill 

to botpubhs~1ecl many native language or languages, the Select Committee shall, in theil· 
repor , spe01fy the elates of such publication. 'l'ho object of this provision evidently 
appears to b~ to e~able the Council to know whothei' sufficient timo has been given to 
pet:sons specm~ly mterested in any proposed legislation to submit their views about it. 
Tins, to ~y mmd, appears a very necessary provision and I cannot see why it is proposed 
to be omitted. 

The Honomable Mr. Bmnwoon :-The revised rltles now prOJIOsed have been care· 
fully considered by a strong Committee, ancl I do not myseH see any necessity for an 
amendment of the rules as re,rised by the Committee of the nature proposed ·hy the 
Honourable Mr. Setalvad. The Council is quite able to inform itself through the usual 
channels of information whether any order given by it as to the publication of transla
tions of Bills in the Government Gazette has been carried out or not. It docs not seem 
necessary fot· the Select Committee to state in their report that the ortlet· has been 
carried out. If there is any doubt on the point, in[ormatiun can at once he given to the 
Council by the Secretru:y. 

The amendment on being put by His Excellency TilE PRESIDENT \Vas rejected, and 
the Rule was carriecl. 

Rules 36 and 37 were also agreed to. 
---'-'he_Honourable Mr. 'l'n,AK next moved-" In Rule 88, line 4,, for ·tlte words • five 

:..--- days' to substit.ate the words 'two clays.' " He said :-As has been pointed out in tho 
absence of an agenda 1mper, it is impossible for members to send in amendments five days 
beforehancl. I think that two days will be snfftcient notice, aml I move accot·dingly. 

'l'he Honourable Mr. )fEII1'A-'l'his bring-s us Lack to the question which we were 
discussing in the ea.t"lier stage of this debate. It all depends upon when a member learns 
that particular Bills are to bo brought forward, whether notice of amendments can be 
given five cla~s beforehand. If he does not know :wha~ Bi~ls ar~ coming. on, he must 
await the receipt of the agenda paper before semhng m.his nottees, and If he does not 
receive it }H'iOr to the five days, then to provide five days' notice woultl be to take away 
the power of sending ?'mendme~ts. ~ th~nk_ your Excellency might con~ider this a~end· 
ment in con11ection With the pom~ raised m Rule 17, and held over for further cons1dera~ 
tion. 

His Excellency the PrtESIDEN'l'-I think this suggestion is a good one, and that it 
will be best before the next sitting of the Council to give this matter full consideration. 
'l'he Honourable Mr. 'l'ilak will no doubt be prepared to withdraw his amendment. 
'l'he Honourable Mr. Setalvad has a similar notice on the paper, but I presume he will 
withdraw that also. 

'L'he HonolU'ablo Messrs. 'fiLAK and SETALVAD having assented, the amendments were 
withdrawn and the remaining rules were passed wjthout di!lcussion. 

His Excellency the PrtESI~EN'r-;-I t~ink the mos~ conv~nient cour110 will be to 
re ort these amendments to tho Co~n01l at 1ts next meetmg, w1th any propo.sals on the 
pJnts that have been reserved which we may ha,'e to make. The rules w11l then be 
finally passed. 

His Excellency the PI~ESIDEN'£ then adjourned tho Council sine die. 

By 
01

.de1• of His {l)xcellency the Rigltt Hono.urable the Go11ernor in Couucil, 
M. H. W. HAYWARD, 

Secretary to the Council of the Governor of Bombay 
for making Laws and Regulations. 

J3omb•IY, f!6t11 t'tb1'1W1'!J1S96. 
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APPENDICES .. 
TO 'fHE 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE COUNCIL OF THB GOV EHN OH OF BOMBAY 
ASSEMBLED FOR THE PURPOSB OF MAKING LA ViTS AND 
REGULA'l'IONS, ON 'rHE 26TH FEBRUARY 18fl6. 

APPENDIX A. 

Ext'racts {rom the J)i·reclor of Public lnst/·ndiun's l.eltcl' .Yo. 7265, 
dated £Oth Feb?·uary 1896. 

1. A Conference of Educationar officers and School lHanagors was hold in 188:J. 

2. A Conference of Educational officers was held in 1886. 

8. Conferences of Government officers were hold in 1887. 

4. A Conference of Eduoatiounl officers after communications with School Managers 
was held in 18lJO. 

ri. A Conference of Gov.ernment officers after communications with jJunicipalities 
was held in 1892. 

7. Every important question nec~ssitates informal conferences, tho lmsiness being 
done by letters. Tho revision of the Dakshina rules, the question of physic:tl training,_ and 
the question o£ manual training being instances of late date. 

8. 'l'he visit of a Government Inspector to. an important to-wn is also au occasion 
oi iuicnna\ confel'ences. 'rhe Educational lnspector of the Central Divi'sion bas for 
insia;nce lately settled disputed questions between ril'al schools in two ol' tl10 mo:s~ imp01·t
ant towns of the Deccan. 

9. Each Inspector has a Conference wit-h all his· Deputies who can attend every 
year a.bout the end of the monsoon. 

~0. Except in large towns, conforences o£ Primm·y School's' Teachers are expc~sivc 
and difficult to a.rrange; but I was lately informed of small gatherings in three zilla11 • 

APPE~DlX D. 

Betm-n of GCJvernment Eropcaitu1·e on B1~ild·ings ju1· Pl'imury Schools i11 the 
City oj Rombcty a11d ·in the Mofus'sil. 

----------------
\ 

y..,,., I no City of Tho Mofussil, Totnl. Rcm~rko, 1Sombay • 

. r~ ---
Rs. He. 

1876-77 1,812 1,84-2 1877-78 
1878-79 

... . .. 2,8H 2,814. 

1n79-8o 
... j 2,143 2,143 

1880·81 
... ! la,l62 15,162 

1881·82 
... 22,806 22,806 

1882-83 24,265 2 ·~,265 

1883-84 *16,665 
21,794 21,794 

1884.-85 21,387 38,052 
18"85-86 30,502 30,502 
1886-87 ... 23,213 23,213 
1887-88 ... 30,789 30,789 

26,156 26,156 

·- .:.~Y~~-~-g;~ a lito valu~ Ra. 20;170. 
I 
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