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THE 

~- ~nmha]! (IBrrmrumrrrt <&Ja1rftr. 
f tt b lt s lu d b ll ~ u t h o r i t ll~-· 

SATURDAY, 15·nr APRIL 1876. 

~ Sepcwate pctging is given to this Pcwt, in 01'ClCl' that ·it •may be filecl as Ct sepct?'ate comzJilat-ion. 

P-~.~RT V. 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE LEGISLATIVE DEPARTME~H, BOMBAY. 

The following Extract from the Proceedings of the Governor of Bombay 
in the Legislative Department, is published for general info~nation:- ' · 

Abstmct of the P.roceecl·ings of the Council of the Governoi' of Bombay, assemblecl 
fol' tlte ptt?JJOse of rnalevng La1.vs ancl Reg~tlations, mule,r,· the provisions of 
•' THE INDIAN CouNciLS AcT, 1861." 

The Council met at Bombay on Thursday, the 23rd March 1876, at noou. 

PRESENT. 

His Excellency the Honourable Sm PmtiP Eo:uOND WoDEHOUSE, K.C.B., Governor 
of Bombay, P1·esiding. 

His Excellency the Honourable SIR CHARLES STi\VELEY, K.C.B. 
The Honourable A. RoGERS. 
The Honourable J. GmBs. 
The Honourable the AcTING ADVOCATE GENERAL. 
The Honourable MA.Jon-GIINERAL M. K. KENNEDY. 
The Honourable E. W. RAVENSCROF'l', C.S.I. 

_ The Honourable RAo SAHEB VtsRVANATH NARAYAN MANDLIK. 
The Honourable NACODA. :MAHO:MED ALI RooAY. 
The Honourable KHAN BAHADUR PADAMJI PEsTONJI. 
The Honourable DoNALD G.&:UIAM. 
The Honourable R.&.o BAUADUB. BECHERDAS A:uBAIDAS., c.s.r. 

Affirmation of office, &c., taken 
by the Acting Advoco.to Genol·oJ. 

v.-52 

The Honourable the Acting Advocat-o General took the 
usual affirmation of office and declaration of allegiance to 
Her Majesty. 



186 

The following papers were presented to the CoUNCIL :- . 
Letter from the Secretary to the Government of India, dated 1st Marcv876, rt~·~gd 

with the assent of ~is Excellency ~he Viceroy an~l Govern~r viJ.6_Ja f 8{~~7.e thereon, the authentic copy of the Bill to amend (Bombay) ACt · o . 
Reports from certain officers regarding the probable _effect of the proposed alteratiOn 
. in the Bombay Ferries Act of 1868 on the coastmg trade. . . 
Letter from the Bombay Chamber 9£ Commerce regarding the proposed alteratiOns m ~ 

·ft· the Bombay Ferries Act of 1868. h · t' f 
His Excellency the PnESIDP:NT :-The first business before us is t e resum~ wn o con-

. sideration in detail of Bill No. 2 of 187 5,-" a Bill to amend 
. The Dom~y City Lnnd Revenue the law relating to the Land Re,,enue administration of the 

Dill re-considered. City of Bombay." Wh~n this Bill was_ last before the Coun
cil I .believe the resolution of the Council was that the B1ll should be }Jrmted as amended and 
br~ught up on some future day for further consiclera~ionin d.etail. Unless further amend
ment is necessary, it may now be put .down for the thrrd reading. I am not aware that any 
suggestions regarding further amendments have been received. 

The Honourable the AcTING .ADvocATE GENERAL:-Perhaps I might offer a sug15es
tion in reference to the 34th section of 1lhe Bill. I think there might be some shght 
verbal alteration made. .At present the section runs thus :-" Whenever any disp~te or · 
question shall arise with respect to the making or completion of any transfer of title to 
any land, house, or other immoveable property, subject to the payment of land revenue to 
Government, the Collector shall summon all tP,e parties interested in such transfer," &c.; 
and I apprehend the proceedings before the Collector take place 'only for the purpose of 
having properly entered in the Collector's books the name of the party who may be liable 
to pay land revenue to Government. For that purpose, it seems to me that the words 
" or completion of any transfer of title '' might be more than sufficient, and might possibly 
give ground hereafter to the idea that the Collector has power to adjudicate summarily on 
a question of title arising between two parties. In order to obviate any difficulty arising 
under that head, I would suggest that the section be slightly altered by making it run 
thus :-"Whenever any dispute or question shall· arise with respect to the making or com
pletion of any entry or transfer in the Collector's books relating to any land," &c. I think 
that would still carry out the intention of the section, while leaving the words free from 
any possible misconstruction hereafter. 

The Honourable fr. Gmns :-If I remember rightly, this section was considerably 
altered at the suggestion of :Mr. Scobie, made in consequence of an application from the 
Bombay Law Society. 

_The Honourable the AcTING .A.nvocAl'E GENERAL :-I have looked at the former pro-
ceedmgs, and I find there was not very much alteration made in this section. . 

'!he Honourable Mr. Gmns :-0£ course, any investigation by the Collector is simply 
held m order to get the names of the proper persons entered in his books, so as to secure 
to Government the payment of the revenue. 

The J:Ionourable Rao Saheb VISHVANATH NARAYAN MANDLIK expressed approval o£ 
the alteratiOn suggested by the ~dvocate General, and saicl:-The latter part of the section 
mP.ans that. the_ Collector shall give full force to the decree. His own process is simply for 
~he cletermmati?n of the name of the party who has to pa.y the -Government rate ; and 
if a p~r.ty who 1a affected by the summm·y process can maintain his right and title in 
the Cml Court, the Collector must then alter his record in accordance with such Court's 
decree. 

The Honourable lfr. Gmns :-Will not tho 35th section want altering also? We 
have the word " title" there. 

The Hon.ourable Ra? Saheb VISHYANATH NARAYAN J\IIA~DLTK :-If I ' recollect aright, 
tha~ was put m because .1t. was stated ~hat certain persons had pleade~ that the Collector 
havmg tra~sferred certam lands to therr names he could not afterwards raise any obstacle 
as ~ the r1g~t~ of Gover~~ent. .A. memorandum is now added to every entry of transfer 
statmg tha~ Jt IB no~ to mihtat.e against the rights of Government if any dispute arise. It 
was.to av01~ repeati~g that w1th the entry of each name in the Collector's books that this 
sect1on was mserted m the :am. 
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not a~:~t ~noura?Ie M~·· Gmns =.-The 35th section may stand as it is, because. it does 
and B e other ~ect10n. It 1s merely when the Collector hears a dispute between A 
S . and enters e1ther of their names to prevent them turning round afterwards and 
aymg " y G · ' - ou are a overnment offic~r, and if Government had any right to the 

troperty, you ought to have entered it then." That, I understand, is now put at the 
ottom of every transfer, and this clause is simply to render that unnecessary. 

The section was finally amenrled as follows:-
t' "'Whenever any dispute or question shall arise with respect to the making or comple
hon of any entry or transfer in the records of the Collector of or relating to any land, 

ouse, or other Immoveable property, subject to the paymE11lt of land revenue to Govern• 
ment, the Collecto~ shall summon all the parties interested in such entry or transfer, 
and shall call for such evidence, and examine such witnesses, as he shall consider neces
sary, and shall thereupon decide summarily what entry shall be made in his records in 
respect of such land, h<;>use, or other immoveable property. If at any time a. c~rtified 
·c.opy shall be produced to the Collector of an order of a competent court d~:~termmmg the 
ti~le to any such land, house or other immoveable property, the Collector shall amend 
his records in conformity with such erder." . 

The Honourable Khan Bahadur PADAi\IJI PE~TONJI observed that under the present 
law, namely, Section 6, Clause 1 of Regulation XVII. of 1827, made applicable to Bombay 
by Regulation XIX., the owner of property can, if he choose, thr01v up his ownership, 
.and refuse to pay the a-ssessment ; and from this Bill that section is omitted. 

The Honourable Rao Saheb VISHVANA'L'H NARAYAN :M:ANDLIK :-It has practically re
mained a dead letter for the last 50 years. Surely no one would be so mad as to throw 
up land in Bombay. 

After some further conversation it :wag agreed that the clause need not be inserted. 

· His Excellency the PRESIDENT-:- I propose that "the Bill to amend the law relating 
.to the Land Revenue administration of the City of Bombay '' be read a third tit;ne. 
_ Bill rend n thircl time nnd pnssccl. The Bill was then read a third time and passed. // 

The Council next proceeded to resume consideration in detail of "Bill No. 5 of 1875, a 
Tho Mamlat<lnrs' Courts Bill rc- Bill to consolidate and amend tue law relating to the powers 

-considered. and procedure of M.amlatdttrs' Courts." 

The Honourable Mr. Rom:ns:-This Bill has already been considered in full Council ·and 
it has been before a Select Committee, and before the public also for the last two mdnths 
and a half, and no objectionS' have been made to it except one which I will now put before 
the Council. This objection comes from Mr. Robertson, the Collector of Dharwar who 
objects to the use of the words "roads to fields " in Section 4, and wishes tho words ,: right 
of way to fields" to be restored. He says that iu many places there are no roads at all and 
ryots have by prescription tho right to pass through fields or among the crops. ' 

The Honourable :Mr. Gmn.s :-"Right of way" is rather a different thin()' to the "use 
of a road." IV e particularly put in the word " use'' because we wanted to get rid of the 
legal term" ris-ht .of way.'_' We might say "the use of ways to fields," either" ways" 
or "roads.'' It was not mtendecl, of course, that there should be regular macada.mised 
roads with ditches at the sides or anything of that kind; but the term was used because 
there' is a perfectly well known custom in villages, that a man whose field is in the middle 
of a lot of other fields has the use of some way by which he gets to his own field. To 
define this, instead of using " right of way," which is a ~ega! term, and might be capable 
of misconstruction, we used the words " the use of roads to fields " in lieu of it • 

. The Honourable Mr. RoGERS suggested " the use of 'passages' to fields." 
The Honourable Rao Saheb Vrsnv..I.NATR NARAYAN MANDT,JK :-'l'he 'vords "roads to 

fields" were taken from tho old Regulation XV~Iofl827 (Scc~iou_ 31, Clause 4-) and the term 
has always been understood to mean the very kmd of road to wluch Mr. Roh~:Jrtson alludes. 
It may be that our ideas have ch~ng~d, but in 1827 ~·roads ~o fields'' was !1· vory well 
understood expression ; and I tlnnk 1t has been ruled m. the H1g:h Court that there may bo 
a road at certain seasons only through fields, and .that IS what IS mean~ by Mr. Robertson 
evidently. There may be roads for ~he use of .cult1~~tors o~ly a~ certaru seasons. If the 
word cc roads" is objectionable we m1ght subst1tute ways for 1t. 
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·w . ht "th customary ways to fields." His Excellency the PRESIDENT :- e mig say e · . 
N M IK • Yes that would be still 

The Honourable Rao Saheb VIsHVA.\'ATH J: ARAYA.N A~D~d bh 'd to another field 
better Supposing there was a crop of sugar-cane I~ a e , e roa 
migM.be by one way, and when there was a crop of rwe, by another. . . , 

The Honourable ]:fr. RoGERS proposed "the use of roads or customary ways to fields.'' 

This amendment was adopted. 

The Honou~able the AcTrNa ·.A.ovocA'rE GENERAL :-It seems to me. that the ~th sect~on 
bardl carries out the intention of the illustrations attached ~o It. . ~he ~lustrati~n 

y t · t d that the 11 ,... "mlatdar should be able to g1ve dec1s1ons m certam appears to me om en . .J.>:~.<> . • h th ... r.c 1 td". 
f th t alley beiD"' held over but the words of the sectiOn are t at e lhcom a ar cases 0 e en 0 ' h . a· d f th shall ive immediate possession of all lands, &c., " ~o any party w ~ IS 1spossesse o e 

same ~therwise than by ~ue .course of law.'' I thmk that means m the case of~ person 
being put ou~ of possessiOn illegally, and has no ref?rence to the case of the pmson who 
is entitled to possession in the event of a tenancy bei?g held over. I woulLl. fluggest that 
some words to this effect should be introduced, VIZ., "to any party ent1tled to such 
possession by reason of the termination of any tenancy," &c. . 

The section was then amended so as to read as .follows :-"It s~all. be la~ful for 
Mamlatdars' Courts within the territories in their revenue charge to give 1mmechate pos
session of all lands, premises, trees, crops, fisheries, as well as of the use of wate~· ft·om 
wells, tanks, canals, or water-courses, or of the profits thereof to any party entitled to 
such possession by reason of the determination of any tenancy, or who. shall h~ve b~en 
dispossessed of the same otherwise than by due co~u·se of law, and also m c~ses m ":hJCh 
a disturbance of the possession of any lands, premises, trees, crops, or fisherws,, or of the 
use of water from any well, tank, canal, or water-course1 or of th~ . use ?f roads or 
customary ways to fields is attempted by any party, to Issue an lllJUnctwn to such 
party to refrain fr?m. su~h distm·bance : Provided that applicat~on l;>e made to them by the 
pa.rty aggrieved w1thm s1x: months from the date of the determmatwn of SHch tenancy, or 
of such dispossession, or of such attempted disturbance." 

The Honourable Rao Saheb VrsuvAN'..I.TH NARAYAN MANDLTK :-I wish to call the atten
tion of the Council to clause 2 of Section 3. The words as they stand at present are :....:. 
"The words ' plaintiff' and ' defendant' shall include the recognised agents of a plaintiff 
or defendant, as defined in section 17 of the Code of Civil Procedure (Act VIII. of 1859). '' 
Since this Bill was last before the Council, a case has been before the High Court, from 
the published proceedings regarding which it appears that the provisions of this section 
(which, I believe, appeared in a similar form in the old Act,) are not properly unc1erstood, 
or, if they are understood, are not, at any rate, properly carried out. There is a class of 
practitioners who practise in some of the Criminal Courts, and who also try to practise 
in the M:tmlatdars Courts, and who are known by the name of Mukhtyars. These are 
a class of men who were at one time called Revenue agents. The Revenue agents ceased 
to exist after the repeal of certain provisions of Act XVI of 1838, in 1866, by this Council, 
but the Mukhtyars still exist in some parts of the Presidency; and I believe the provisions 
of this clause a.re intended to prevent that class of persons· practising in the Mamlatd:irs' 
Courts. They are a class of men who are subject to no professional restrictions. In 
any case there is no guarantee either o~ professional qualifications, of social position, 
or o~ general .ch!l'racter. In t~e particular case I refer to, a Mukhtyar attempted 
to brmg a su~t m a Mamla.td:tr s Court, and made away with two rupees that were 
entrusted to h1m for that purpose; a criminal prosecution arose out of those two rupees, 
and the Mamlatdar was eventually sued by the Mukhtyar for damages at the sum 
of ~s. 2,000. The case '!as tried by the District Judge of Tanna, and subsequently came 
up m appeal before the High Court, where the Mamlatdar succeeded in defendinrr himself 
against the attack of .the Mukhty~r .. I noticed this case, aild seeing that the Th1:ukhtyar 
was not a person e;nt1tled to practise m these courts, and considering that the provisions · 
of .t~e sectiOn are likely to ~e defeated in the future as they have been in the past, I was of 
op1mo~ that perha.I?s we n;ught m~ke the intention of the clause more specific, which can be 
?o~e e1ther by addm~ an 1llustra~wn, or by making the :wording of the section clearer than 
1t lS at present. If 1t be the desire of this Council that the provisions of section 17 of the 
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Code of Civil Procedure shoultl b · . 
. words, and prohibit this~ e ngorously followed, we should say so m so many 
dars. Under Section 17 ~oilia

101s class ~f. persons from appearing before the Mamlat
for arties who ar · ? . e o~e ?f ~r~Il Procedure only general attorneys can appear 
are ~ithin th . .e ~ot. Withm the JUnsdJ.CtJ.On of any Court, and under this Bill all who 
intention of : JUns.dJ.C~J.On ~ust appear before the Mu.mlatdar in person. At present the 
show b th he Bill IS evidently not understood by all the Mumlatd1lrs, because, as . is 
C n Y e CltSe I have referred to and by other cases that have come before the superior 

ourts, these Mukhtyars are still allowed to practise in the 1\{~~mlntdars' Courts. I appeal 
to the n:embers of the Council .who ha:re had a good deal of Mofussil experience to say 
whethex these men should be still permitted to practise in those Courts. 

. The ~~nourable Mn. Gmns :-I believe that 'the class of men now called Mukhtyars is 
entirely distmct from the old class of Mukhtyars who existed many years ago as Revenue 
a.g.ents under the old law, when there were R.evenue Courts under the Collector in existence. 
After ~bose Courts were abolished, I believe on some recommendation of the Sudder 
Court I~ was suggested that these men, their occupation being gone, should be looked 
upo~ With an eye of favour q,nd allowecl to appear in the Magistrates' Courts and in the 
SessiOn Courts to deftmd 11risoners. A prisoner under the Criminal Procedure Code 
could employ anybody he liked to defend him. · It was fo1md after the old class of original 
revenue :Mukbtyars had died out, that a lot of very questionable men under the title of 
l\f~1khtyars used to appear in the ~ellsion Courts and in the :Magistrates' Courts to defend 
prisoners; and they were very often men who had experience cif rraol to add to their other 
~xperiences, and were looked upon as a very low and undesirable

0 
class of persons to be 

m any way connected with the Courts, or with the proceeclings of any trial. In conse 
quonce of this there was a very strong representation made to the Government of India, in 
the Legisbtive Department, when the New Criminal Procedure Code was under consider
ation, and {I speak under correction, .but) I think the new Criminal 'Procedure Code provides 
thl!-t a prisoner may be defended by a friend, or au agent only if the Judge or the Magistrate 
consents thereto. It therefore gi'l'es the Magistrate or the Session Judge thEI power of 
l'efusing to allow a prisouel'to be represented by an agent if he thinks from the agent's 
character he is not a proper person. I consider myself it is v~ry necessary that the rights of 
the poor cultivators should be protected in the same manner; and I quite ag~·ec that common• 
Mukhtyars should not be allovred to appear in Mamlatdars' Courts, and in cases of this 
nature more especially, as the object of the Act is that the man interested should, where
ever he can, attend himself. It is often the case in these Courts, when the parties appear 
before the 1\{amlatdar, the proceedings are conducted in a s01·t of conversational manne1· 
between the three, and the :M1~mlatdar gives his decision on the spot. I think that is the:: 
best way of working the Act, and that 1\fu~htyars should not .be a.llowed to apT,Jear: .It is 
easy to make the clause run thus :-" Shallmclude the recogmsed agent of the pl"amtiff or 
defendant, as defined in Section 17 of the Code of Civil Procedure, and no oue else, viz.," 
and then set out the Section. If M:!.mlatdars are not supposed to carry a Civil Procedure 
Code about with them, aucl I suppose they are not, it would be advisable to append the 17th 
section in full. 

The Honourable :Mr. RoGERS :- I think it might interfere with the working of the 
section, and might inconvon.ience the parties themselves: .A. person, instead of employin.g 
a professional man, might give a power of attorney to h1s own brother. As the matter U5 

provided for by law, it is' a mere question of departmental management to see that the 
iaw is carried out. 

The Honourable Mr. Gmns :-But he could not do that under the Bill as it at 
present stands unless he was living beyond the jurisdiction of the Mamlatdar's court. . 

His Excellency the PRESIDENT :-If th,o Bill ~·ef?rs t~e Mamla~dars to the positive law 
to decide who are to be recognised agents, th~n. It hes w1th the lbgh Court, or some othe1· 
authority, to see that the law is properly admimstered. 

The Honourable Mr. ·Grnns :-:rhe M:tmlatdars' Courts are no~ under the High Co~rt. 
The only supervision over them is m the hands of the Collector, If he chooses to examme 

them. 
Th H ura.ble Rao Saheb VISRVANATH NARAYAN MAxor.u;: :-It is only in the exer-

• £ .te ont 
0 

di'na:ry 3· urisdiction that .a matter of the kind I referred to can come before CISe o I .s ex raor · d f d 
the High Court; and it involves a very cumbrous mo e o proc e ure. 

· v.-53 
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' The Honourable }Er. RoGERS :-My personal experiettce is thdt 'thoe:ew!~~k~~y;:~~=~ 
~d ~e:~:~ n;~s~~~;s s~1=~bi:~v:n~h:e~a~:da~~ot~e ~~:~~a~h:ley a: not appear i~ . thei; 

Courts. . . 
The Honourable Rao Saheb VrsrrvANATH NARAI'.'u~ MAN.DLIK :-But ~he case ~ ha~: 

cited is only one of a very large number, and it only shows that they rea Yd at~ a o~e 
to appear. That particular case occlirt'ed w~tbin ten miles of. Tann~, a.n o· e ma der 
was decided only a few months aao in the High Court. The recogmsed a.,ents un c,:Jr 
the Code of Civil Procedure ai;e ~pecifi.ed in Section 17· of the Code, and they do J?.Ot 
include the brother or other relative of the party, as the Honourable Mr. Rogers suggests. 

His Excellency .the PRESIDENT ::-What docs the honourable member · prop.ose to do 
with this section, to get over the difficulty ? 

The Honourable Rao Saheb VrsrrVANA'l'JI NARAYAN ::M:ANDLn~ :-~hert3 are ~o'!.ll' Cl~ss~s 
of agents recognised under t.he Code, as entitl~d to appear for partieS not resiclmg Wit~m 
the jurisdiction of a colll't, viz., persons holdmg J?OWers o£. attorney ; pers.ons carrym15 
on a trade or business for and in the name of the parties ; persons bemg ex of]icw 
authorised to act for Go~ernment in any suit·; and persons specially appointed by ordet· 
of Government, at the request of any sovereign prince,,~nd so on. A pa:rty. may be r~
presented by either of thes~, or by a ple~d~r duly appomted to act on his Side. It Will 
be necessary to quote Section 1G of the C1V1l Procedure Code also. 

The Honourable Mr. Gmns :-Yes, because the W akil comes 1mder Section 1 G, :mel 
Section 17 is au exemplificati011 of Section 16. Suppose we alter the section so th.at it 
will read : "'l'he words 'plaintiff' and 'defendant.' shall include a pleader duly appomted 
to act on their behalf, and the recognised agents of a plaintiff or·defendant, as defined in 
Section 17 of the Civil Procedure Code." 

• 

This suggestion was agreed to, and the clause was alter
Bill read o. third time and passed. ed accordingly. No other amenC.ment being suggested the 

Bill was read a thh·cl time ·am1 passed . 

The Council next proceeded to the consideration of "Bill No. G of 1875, a Bill to 
. . amend (Bombay) Act II. of 1868 ('l'he Ferries Act)" which 

. Mr. G•bbsmoves.t l.mtt.hcFcrrtcs' was put clo\vu for second reaclino·. The Honourable :Mr. 
Act Amendment Bill be referred lo G ·a "''i\T' I d ho. s· h 1 b as lcct Committ.e · lll!JS sat :- ,, 1t 1 regar to t JS, u·, t ere mve een 

c · reports received from the CollectOi'S of several districts-
Ahmedabad, Ratnagiri, Cohiba; from the Commissioner o£ Customs and the Hevenue. 
Commis~ioner of the Northern Division ; from the Collector of Sm·at, the Collector of 
Salt Revenue, the Collector of BroacJ,, and from :Mr. Nairne, the First Assistant Collector 
in charge at Tanna. The opinions vary considerably, and :Mr. Nairne's especially is very 
diBtinctly against the Bill. The questions which have arisen are of very cor!siclerable 
importance, and we are still 'vithout some of the infoi·mation which the Honourable Rao 
Saheb asked for, viq., with regard to the tt•affic thatis.canied between certaiu places which 
under the proposed Bill would bepome regular fei·ries ; aucl I think tlutt under the circum
stances, instea~ of moving the second reading, I would prefer, with your Excellency's per7 
mission, referrmg the Bill which bq.s been read a first time to a Select Committee. I think 
the objections which have been raised to the Bill are of Yery considerable importance, and 
can be very much better discussed by a Select Committee than by a Committee of whole 
Council. If your Excellency and the Council will agt·ee to the Biil beiucr so referrecl I will 
nominate tP,e Committee. 

0 

His Excellency the PrtESlDE~T :....:..There is also the letter, received to-day from the 
Chamber of Commerce. · ' 

~he Honourable Mr. Gmns :-Yes. I have not seen that yet: 

The ~onourable Rao Saheb VlSIIVANATH NARAYAN M:A...~DLIK :-When this Bill was before 
the ~oune1l.on the last. occa.sion, I. said that I had some doubts as to the propriety o£ certain 
pOI.'tions of lt, and ha.vmg smc~, Wlth ~rour Excellency's permission, seen a good deal or 
1;he oorrespondence on the subJect :wh1ch has led to the dratting o£ this Act 1 must confess 
that 'fDY doubts have been conside~ably ~trengthene.d • . I thinK, Sir, that t4is Bill will 
requll'e a great deal of mature cons1derat10n, and seemg not only the diversity of the views 

• 

( 

' 
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f£ t~os~ officel'S who have reported upon it, but seein.,. also the lctuoJ working of the 
t~~TI~·nor ~~e last twe.nt~ !ears, I must confesfl that I l~ok upon s~me of the provisions of 

· IS h 1 m great miSglVlngs. I think, Sir, that this Council will a.,.ree with me that 
we 8 . oul~l be the last, as far as possible, to interfere with a trade '~bich is only now 
~howm~ mto popular. fav.our, vi~··. th~ coasting trade, of which we ha~ very. little a 

£ ort tJme ~go, and wh1ch IS now r1smg mto some importance. I trust that m the mter~sts 
0 the, pubhc we may see some way for protecting those interests, and for not allowmg 
.any m?nopoly whatever to damage those interests. If the Bill is referred to a S?lect 
Committee, I shall then move for certain · information besides those returns to which I 
alluded on. t~e last occasion, and which I think will be very necessary before we can mo~el 

- ~hese.p_roVIsions so that all legitimate protection will be given to the oousting trade, which 
lS a r1smg branch of the public commerce. 

It was then agreed that the Bill should he referred to a Select Committee composed of 
Billrcferrcll to a. Sci ct c .'tt the Houom·able Mr. Rogers, the Honoul'ahle Mnjor-General 

c omm• cc_. Kennedy the Honomable Rao Saheb Vishvana~h Narayan 
JVIancllik, the Honourable Mahomecl Ali 'Ro.,.ay aucl the mover. 

0 I 

His Excellency the PRESIDENT :-vVhen do you propose to receive the Committee's 
Report? 

The Honomable:Mr. Gmns :-I know the det3,ils of the trade have not yet been re
ceived and it will take some little time to "'et them. We shall not lJe able to bring up the 
Report until the Council meets in the m~nsoon, at Poona. I should think W? can get 
t~ll'ough with it by ~he 1st of July, and I suppose t~e Report shoulcl be published and 

·Circulated before It IS taken before the Council. That 1s the usual course. 
His Excellency the Pn.ESlDENT :-'rhen certainly the 1st of July is not too ~oon. 

The 1st July was then agreed to. 

It was agreed that the report ' of the Select Committee need not be translated. 
'rhc Hon'blc tho Acting Advocn.to The Honourable the Acting Advocate General was 

· GcncmJ placccl on the Select Com- placed 011 the Select Committee on the Bombay Revenue 
mittec on the Bombay R evenue Officers mlcl Lantl Revenue Code Bill in Illace of the Advocate 
Ofllcers and Land Revenue Code 
Bill. General, :Mr. Scoble. 

His Excellency the President then adjourned the Council. 

Bombay, 23't'(Z Mafch 1876. 

... . ·c .. 

By o;·dm· of His Excellency the ·Gove;·nOl' in· Cot~ncil, 
G. C. WHITWOR'rH, 

Acting Under Secretary to Government. 

.. 


