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Proceedings qf the Madras Government, Financial Department,
26¢h /le'fll?f 1873.
No. 179. Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated
7th August 1873, No. 1517 :—
Read the following letter from J. B. PENNINGTON, Esq., President of the
Local Fund H«mrr’iﬂ, Trichinopoly District, to J. GR ,)hh, I‘}sq, Secretary

the Board of Revenue, dated 28th June 1873, No. 31:

\\'I'm reference to the Resolutions of the Local E’uml Board and of the Muni-
cipalities of Trichinopoly and Srirungum, dated 28th May, 26th April, and 8th

May 1873, respectively, copies of n\'.'m;h are enclosed, I have the honour to

request that Government may be moved to sanction the change briefly sketched
in the motion on which the ;Jrrlpu::le was founded.

2. Asobserved by the Municipal Commissioners of Trichinopoly, the subject
is one of general importance, \&’};i-t‘h can be satisfactorily (llspr\scd of only by
Government; but, so far as I can see, there is only one argument in favour of the
present arrangement, and that is, that the Lu]mlwm‘\ Municipality have enjoyed

the tolls for six or seven years.

3. The Commissioners themselves do not even pretend that it is not against

all principle for them to levy a transit duty on all the traffic, not only of the
district but of the whole country to the south of the Presidency town; and as
to the argument that for the Local Fund Board to levy the same tax is only a
shade less iniquitous, it is sufficient to observe that, so long as every Local Fund
Board is allowed to levy tolls on account of the use made of the roads in its cirele,
every on® is on the same footing, and there is not much more inequality (thoug
the tax may be much heavier) than if a universal Wh(-e]-tnx were established (as
would probably be fairer) and all tolls abolished.
4. Tt is obviously fairer that Local Fund Board should levy a toll on the
Cauvery Bridge than that the Municipality should, the bridge having been handed
wver to the Local Fund Board to be kept in repair; and by far the largest portion
of the tolls are due no doubt to the presence of the Cauvery Bridge.
5. If it were possible for through traffic to avoid Trichinopoly altogether,*
it would be a matter of less moment,
case, Ibel ievr now ‘11 the gtil 1
??u“nz instances of Tinnevelly and Pa » :
cottah. of the Local Fund Board would require
that the bridges should be tolled; and

as to the remark of the Commissioners that the revenue derived from tolls is very

l. : e Sk
) though even then I think the necessities

much required in the town, that is no doubt vez‘y true, and when the Profes-
sional tax is abolished, it will be still more required ; but the question appears to
1 £ :

ne to be one of principle entirely, and there can .\.‘i,ll‘!:I"»‘ be

no doubt the Loeal
Fund Board have a greater right to the revenue derived from the traffic of the

A
d strict and the Presidency; so that I do not consider it necess ary to consider
ich party has the greatest need of the

money, though I may state generally
t‘u I am inclined to think, even now, that the Local Fund Board has the most
extensively increasing demands of the two, and %ill want the money even more

than the Municipality. Itshould be remembered, too, that the town has derive:
more than 28 per cent. of its gross income by this illegitimate means for the last
six or seéven years, and ought, therefore, to be satisfied.
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Financial Department,
26th August 1873,

SusmrrTED for the orders of Government.

2. The question is whether the tolls collected by the Municipality of Trichi-
nopoly should be handed over to the Local Fund Board.,

3. Asto the injustice of allowing Municipalities to collect such tolls, the
Board pronounced a strong opinion at the time when Acts IIL and IV. of 1871
were under discussion, but they were orerruled fhew by Guve.o—__¢ and the
Legislature ; and they do not think that the present time, just as the Muaicipalities
have been told they must do without the Professional tax, is a favourable one for
re opening the discussion.

4. A grain octroi, such as the President describes in paragraph 6, would
probably be oppressive to the poorer classes ; at all events, it would be novel, and
must be deprecated on that account.

(A true Copy and Extract.)
(Signed) J. GROSE,

Secretary.

No. 180. Orper THEREON, 26th August 1873, No. 1207.

The Governor in Council can have no objection to the proposal that the collec-
tion of all municipal tolls in Trichinopoly and Srirungum should be handed over
to the Local Fund Boards, who will share them with the Municipalities; but the
proposition is 8o crude as to be scarcely intelligible. No explanation isgiven of wha.
tolls exist, or are proposed, and how the partition of the proceeds is to be made.

(True Extract.)

Chief Secretary.

To the Board of Revenue, with two enclosures returned.
»  President of the Municipal Commission, Trichinopoly.
Srirungum,

" LA " ”n

Exd. J. Wright.




No. 1,517. '
. e |s
ProceepiNgs oF THE Boarp or Revenue, dated 7th August 18783, 'y

Read the following letter from J. B. PENNINGTON, Esq., President of the Local
Fund Boards, Trichinopoly District, to J. GROSE, Esq., Secretary to the,
Board of Revenue, dated 28th June 1873, No. 31 :—
~ Wirn reference to the Resolutions of the Local Fund Board and of the Muni-
"cipalities of Trichinopoly and Srirangam, dated 28th May, 26th April, and 8th
May 1873, respectively, copies of which are enclosed, I have the honour to
'm.thatﬁaxﬁmment may be moved to sanction the change briefly sketchd&
in the motion on which the proposal was founded.

<2, Asobserved by the Municipal Commissioners of Trichinopoly, the sulject

i3 one of general importance, which can be satisfactorily dlqused of only by
‘Government; but, so far as I can see, there is only one argumient in favour of the
_present arrangement, and that is, that the Trichinopoly Mumclpahty have enJoyed»

“the tolls for six or seven years.

3. The Commissioners themselves do not even pretend that it is not agamst

‘all principle for them to levy a Transit-duty on all the traffie, not only of the
district but of the whole country to the south of the Presidency town; and as
p” to the argument that for the Local Fund Board to levy the same tax is only a
shade less iniquitous, it is sufficient to observe that, so long as every Local Fund
Board is allowed-to levy tolls on account of the usg made of the roads in its Cirele,
every one is on the same footing, and there is not much more mequahty (though

the tax may be much heavier) than if a universal wheel-tax were established (as '
would probably be fairer) and all tolls abolished.

4, Tt is obviously fairer that Local Fund Board should levy a toll on the
Cauvery bridge than that the Mumcxpahty should, the bridge having been handed
over to the Local Fund Board to be kept in repair; and by far the largest portion

of the tolls are due no doubt to the presence of the Cauvery bridge.

5. If it were possible for through- -traffic to avoid Trichinopoly altogether,*
: it would ‘be a matter of less moment,
* As is the case, Ibelieve, now in the still e though even then I think the necessitie

fitﬁﬁg e b g o of the Local Fur > Board would require

: that the bridges should be tolled; and

as to the remark of the Commissioners that the revenue derived from tolls is very
much required in the town, that is no doubt very true, and when the Profes-
sional-tax is abolished, it will be still more required ; but the question appears to
me to be one of principle entirely, and there can surely be no doubt the Local
Fund Board have a greater right to the revenue derived from the traffic of the
district and the Presidency; so that I do not consider it necessary to consider
which party has the greatest need of the money, though I may state generally
that I am inclined to think, even now, that the Local Fund Board has the most
extensively increasing demands of the two, and wiil want the money even more
than the Municipality. Itshould be remembered, too, that the town has derived
more than 28 per cent. of its gross income by this illegitimate means for the last
§ix or seven years, and ought, therefore, to be satisfied.
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» the President of the Local Fund Bqards. Trichinopoly. ¥

~ Exd. F. R. Bantleman,
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No. 1,617.

Tolls—collected by Municipalities of Trichi-
nopoly and Srirangam.—Proposal of Loeal
Fand Board for transfer of — to that Board,
submitted to Government for orders.
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