LocaL AND MuNICIPAL DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.O., MIS. No. 2110 M., DATED
16re DECEMBER 1895.

[Sussect.—Tazation of Public burldings in Trz'i'kinopuly Cantonment by the Municipal
Council.

From the Chairman, Municipal Council, Trichinopoly, dated 31st January 1895, No. 2.

For Orders—

The old Artillery barracks at Trichinopoly have been handed over to the Civil
department and converted into public offices. They continue, however, to enjoy
exemption from house-tax. N

2. As their lighting, sanitation, ete., is no longer looked after by the military
authorities as in the case of the other barracks, the municipal council propose to levy
house-tax. = The Collector, in supporting their proposal, suggests that the tax should
be levied at once as Trichinopoly is no longer a cantonment. :

3. Inthis heis mistaken (vide G.0., Nos. 413, 414, Judicial, dated 3rd March 1892)-
Trichinopoly being a cantonnent, there isno way apparently of making the buildings
taxable except a revision of the limits which will exclude them. The notifications
constituting the cantonment do not give any clue as to their position, but from the
chairman’s statement that they are on the opposite side of the road to the Sessions
Court, which is outside it, the proposed revision would appear to be simple enough. -

4. The following order is therefore submitted for approval :—
ORDER—

 Copies of G.Os., Nos. 104, 105, Financial, dated 15th January 1584, and No. 2257,
Mil., dated 19th April 1883, will be furnished to the Collector as requested. Those that
“govern the case, however, are Nos. 413, 414, dated 3rd March 1892, from which it will be seen
that Trichinopoly has not ceased to be a cantonment. r

- “This being so, the only way to make the buildings in question taxable under the District
Muricipalities Act is to exclude them by notification from the cantonment limits. The Collecter
is requested to submit proposals for doing this in consultation with the Commanding Officer.

5, Tt is submitted t.hat the reference to the Lieutenant-General Commanding the
Forces, proposed by this office, should only be made afier definite proposals have
been received, as in the circumstances of the case it is the merest formality.

. C. G. ToDHUNTER.
25-5-98.

Assistant Secretary—

Better get a plan of the cantonment and ask in Judicial about cantonment
matters. I recollect that there was something about Berhampur and I think Bellary
and Vellore.

J. F. Prics.
28-5-95.

With reference to Chief Secretary’s note above, a plan of the cantonment has
been obtained and is put up. | : :

Much delay has occurred in obtaining the papers that Chief Secretary required

from Judicial department. . Of several Government Orders sent up by it, No. 2244,
dated 14th September 1894, is the only ome that has any bearing on the question.
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LocAL AN MuUNICIPAL DDEPARTMENT.

. Noms CONNECTED WITH G.O., MIS. No. 2110 M., DATED
16t DECEMBER 1895.

{SUBJECT.——Ta;mtion of Public buildings in Trichinopoly Cantonment by the Municipal
; Council.]

From the Chairman, Municipal Council, Triclinopoly, dated 81st January 1895, No. 2.

Por Ordérs— 4l e A

The old Artillery barracks at Trichinopoly have been handed over to the Civil
department and converted into public offices. They continue, however, to enjoy -
exemption from house-tax.

9. As their lighting, sanitation, etc., is no longer looked after by the military
authorities as in the case of the other barracks, the municipal council propose to levy
house-tax. The Collector, in supporting their proposal, suggests that the tax should
be levied at once as Trichinopoly is no longer a cantonment. : '

3. Tn this he is mistaken (vide G.0., Nos. 413, 414, Judicial, dated 3rd March 1892). -
Trichinopoly being a cantonment, there isno way apparently of making the buildings -
taxable except a revision of the limits which will exclude them. The notifications -

_constituting the cantonment do not give any clue as to their position, but from the -

chairman’s_statement that they are on the opposite side of the road to the Sessions
Court, which is outside it, the proposed revision would appear to be simple enough. *
4. The following order is therefore submitted for approval :— ' ¥

ORDER—'

Copies of G.Os., Nos. 104, 105, Financial, dated 15th January 1+84, and No. 2257,
M2, dated 19th April 1883, will be furnished to the Collector as requested. Those that -
overn the case, however, are Nos. 413, 414, dated 3rd March 1892, from which it will be seen

it Trichinopoly has not ceased to be a cantonment. o & el

« This being so, the only way to make the buildings in question taxable under the Distriet -

Muricipalities Act is to exclude them by notification from the cantonment limits. The Collector
is requested to submit proposals for doing this in consultation with the Commanding Officer.

i

E

5. Tt is submitted that the reference to the Lieutenant-General Commanding the
Forces, proposed by this olice, should only be made after definite proposals have
been received, as in the circumstances of the case it is the merest formality.

(. G. TODHUNTER.
25-5-95.
Assistant Secrelary— , - :
Better get a plan of the cantonment and ask in Judicial about eantonment
matters. 1 recollect that there was something about Berhampur and I think Bellary
and Vellore. _

J. F. Price.
28-5-95.
 With reference to Chief Secretary’s note above, a plan of the cantonment has
been obtained and is put up. - Gty . ik
Much delay has occurred in obtaining the papers that Chief Secretary required

from Judicial department. Of several Government Orders sent up by it, No. 2244,
dated 14th September 1894, is the only one that has any bearing on the question.
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This assumes that Trichinopoly is still a caﬂtbﬁment. Please see also th \f
413, 414, Judicial, dated 3rd March 1892, quoted in the first notesgcm; G. whi?;;'

says the same thing. (Also G.O., No. 1282, Financial, dated 10th June 1884.)

Submitted accordingly that if these buildings are to be taxed. the L
cantonment must be formally altered. g xed, the limits of the

Submitted further that this is not worthi doing. A

W. Francrs.
22-10-95.
Honourable Member—

I do not see the use. The buildings are marked “ 35 in the plan.

J. F. Price.
16-11-95,

I do not understand the question at issue. From the plan it appears that the
offices in question, two sets of sepoy lines, the bandstand and a great number of
buildings are in ward No. 1, that is, are within the municipality. Are they also within
the cantonment? Is there a separate cantonment committee or fund ?° Do people
have to pay taxes to both cantonnient fund and municipal fund ? How ean buildings
be both within a municipality and within a cantonment ?

H. W. B[1ss].
2111295,
Note for Honourable Member—

The buildings in question are both within the cantonment and within the
municipality. There is no objection to this (vide paragraph 3 of G.0., No. 1926,
Financial, dated 20th August 1884, paragraph 1 of G.O., No. 7189, Military, dated

14th December 1891, and paragraph 1 of G.0., No. 413, Judicial, dated 3rd March
1892).

2. In Trichinopoly, there is no separate cantonment committee or cantonment
fund as described in section 21 of the Cantonments Act, XIII of 1889. No taxes
under that Act are levied in cantonments included in municipalities, such as
Vellore, Trichinopoly, Bellary, Mangalore and Cannanore. They are merely paid
grants by Government for carrying out their sanitary and other arrangements, and are

therefore known as the ‘ State-aided cantonments”. They are not regular cantonments
under Act XIII of 1889. :

. 3. The question now raised by the Municipal Council of Trichinopoly has alread
been decided in G.O., No. 1282, Financial, dated 10th June 1884. If it is
considered desirable to tax the buildings in question, they should be excluded from
the cantonment limits by a formal notification.

V. Racrava CHARLU.
6-12-95. 1
W. W. ParLLips.
6-12-95.
J. F. Prick.
6-12-95.

Resubmitted to/Honourable Member with a note in answer to the queries in bis

note, dated 21st November 1895.
W. W. Puiriies.

6-12-95.
J. F. Prick.

6-12-95.

I understand the proposed order will not in any way affect that part of th h
ealled cantonment which is in military occupation. Tt mva_v issue. e

H. W. B[uss].
10-12295,

1
e

LocAar aNp MUKICIPAL ‘DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNEOTED WITH G.0., MIS. No, 2110 M., DATED
16ru DECEMBER 1895.

[Svsrect.— Tazation of Public buildings in Trichinopoly Cantonment by the Municipal
5 Couneil.)

From the Chairman, Municipal Council, Trickinopoly, dated 31st January 1895, No. 2.

For. Orders—

The old Artillery barracks at Trichinopoly have been handed over to the Civil
department and converted into-public offices. They continue, however, to enjoy
exemption from house-tax. ; .

2. As their lig.hting, sanitation, éte., is no longer looked after by the military
authorities as in the case of the other barracks, the municipal council propose to levy
house-tax. The Collector, in supporting their proposal, suggests that the tax should
be levied at once as Trichinopoly is no longer a cantonment.

8. In this he is mistaken (vide G.0., Nos. 413, 414, Judicial, dated 3rd Mareh 1892).
Trichinopoly being a cantonraent, there is no way apparently of making the buildings
taxable except a revision of the limits which will exclude them.  The notifications
constituting the cantonment do not give any elu.e as to their position, but from the
chairman’s statement that they are on the opposite side of the road to the Sessions
Court, which is outside it, the proposed revision would appear to be simple enough.

4. The following order is therefore submitted for approval :—

RDER— -
g Copies of G.Os., Nos. 104, 105, Financial, dated 15th January 1884, and No. 2257,
Munioipal, dated 19th April 1883, will be furnished to the Collector as requested. Those that
govern the case, however, are Nos. 413, 414, dated 8rd March 1892, from which it will be seen
that Trichinopoly has not ceased to be a cantonment. DRl s - 25

¢ This bei nly way to make the buildings in question taxable under the Dis
Munici'fagi'stig?nﬁ: (;; Eclc’;ee(;mlzde t)lylem by notification fr%m .thech.ntonment limits. The Collector
is requested to submit proposals for doing thia in consultation with the Commanding Officer.

5. It is submitted that the reference to the Licutenant-General Commanding the
Forces, proposed by this office, should only be made after definite proposals have
been received, as in the circumstanees of the case it is the merest formality.

C. G. ToDHUNTER.
5-5-96.

Assistant Sccretéry-—— N A

Better get a plan of the eantonment and ask in Jhdicial about (_aantonment
matters. I fgecollectl;’ that there was something about Berbampur and I think Bellary

and Vellore. i s
28-5-95.

With reference to Chief Segretary’s mote sbove, s plan of the cantonment has o

been obtained and is put up.
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od in obtaining the papers that Chief Secretary required

Much delay has occurr

from Judicial department. Of several Government Orders sent up by 1t No. 2244,

dated 14th September 1894, is the only one that has any bearing 0D the question. L SN

This assumes that Trichinopoly is still 2 cantonment. Please see also the G.O., Nos. e »

413, 414,J udicial, dated 3rd March 1892, quoted in the first note for orders, whiek o ’

says the same thing. (,.A/(,e.» € 0. M0 - [‘L_‘gi%MqLeJ dafi? ot bt 8 9% ) ‘
e to be taxed, the limits of the

Submitted accordingly that if these buildings ar
cantonment must be formally altered.
Submitted further that this is not

worth doing.
W. FrANcIs.

22-10-99.

Honourable Member—

1 do not see the use. marked ¢ 357 in the plan.

J. F. Prics.
16-11-95.

the question at issue. From the plan it appears that the
offices in question, tWo sets of sepoy lines, the bandstand and a great number of
buildings are in ward No. 1, that is, are within the municipality. Are they also within-
the cantonment ? Is there a separate cantonment committee or fund? Do peoplé
and municipal fund ? How can buildings

have to pay taxes to both cantonment fund
be both within & munieipality,and within a canfonment ?
H. W. B[uss].
21-11-95.

The buildings are

‘T do not understand

Note for Honourable Member—
both within the cantonment and within the

The buildings in question are ;
municipality. There is no objection to this (vide paragraph 3 of G.0., No. 1926,
Financial, dated 20th August 1884, paragraph 1 of G.O., No. 7139, Military, dated
ietth December 1891, and paragraph 1 of G.O., No. 413,7 udicial, dated 3rd March
1892). el
>l Trichinopoly, there is no separate cantonment committee or cantonment
fund as deseribed in section 21 of the (Cantonments Act, XIII of 1889. No taxes
ander that Act are levied in cantonments included in municipalities, such a8
Vellore, Trichinopoly, Bellary, Mangalore and Cannanore. -They are merely paid
nts by Government for carrying out their sanitary and other arrangements, and are
therefore known as the State-aided cantonments”’. - They are not regular cantonments

ander Act XIII of 1889.
3. The question now raised by the Municipal Council of Trichinopoly has already ;
i i If it 18 14

been decided in_ G.0., No. 1282, Financial, dated 10th June 1884
considered desirable to tax the buildings in question, they should be excluded from
the cantonment limits il

by a formal potification.
V. RaguavA CHARLU. ‘ ' ;

6-12-95.
W. W. PHILLIPS.
¥ 6-12-95.
VRS J. F. Price
7 Ve e .
” A i S 6-12-95.
I understand the proposed order will ot in any way affect. that part of the so-

s in military occupation. 1t may issue:

called cantonment which :
H. W. Bluss].
1&-,12-95.
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2. This being so, the only course by which the buildinesin auestion .
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' GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

LOCAL AND MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT.

Rean—the following papers :—

From M.R.Ry. 8. T. RANGASWAME AIYAR Avargal, 5.4, B.L., Rao Bahadur

Chairman, Municipal Council, Trichinopoly, to the Chief Secretary W
Government, Local and Municipal Department (through the Collector of
Trichinopoly), dated 31st January 1895, No. 2.

The Government buildings in the first ward of this munieipality which once
formed the military cantonment are in virtue of G.0., No. 104, Financial, dated
15th January 1884, even now enjoying immunity from payment of house-tax to
the municipality. :

; 2. ‘Turning over the pages of an old file of Government orders, I find however,
n G.0.. No. 1860, Financial, dated the 22ud of August 1383, that the military
authorities no longer regard Trichinopoly &s a military cantonment. :

3. This yiew I remember was further reiterated about the end of 1889, when
Mg‘. .Fa.wcett wrote to Government urging the inadvisability of concedir’xg the
privilege of an elected Chairman to this municipality which had also a militar
9antonment included within its limits. I am not, however, able to find the pa (-\y
in my office, but 1 believe the Government has therein stated that in the opinliog 'l‘;
the military authorities, Trichinopoly has ceased to rank as a military station. ;

4. Th the face of these two rulings, it seems to me that
no longer sustainable.

5 The houses situate within the military lines at the farthest

; ; ] end of t

are }ndeed exempt from taxation. But their. case, however, is on a diﬂerenth (fao:)vt?;d
from that of the other Government buildings ; the sanitation, lighting, ete., of the linei

ie in the hands of the Militar depart
on that account. ek and we are put to no expense whatever

the claim to exemption is

6. It seems to me rather anomalous that, when the sessions court buildings are

paying house-tax, the engineer’s office, the police station fronting the sessions court

and separated from the latter only by the width of aroad should remain exempted

The old artillery barracks now occupied by several public offi
the municipality though we are maintaining the road I;eadigguth:ztzl'so pay no tax to

7. Tt seems to me, therefore, just and proper that these buildings also should be

' assessed.

8. Your advice and order is respectfully solicited.
9. A copy of the Council’s resolution is herein enclosed.

EXCLOSURE.

ProceepinGs of the Muqicipal Couneil, Frichinopoly, dated 24th January 1895
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Pparagraph 21 .—Read Chairman’s draft letter to Government requesting to _san(}tion the
levying of assessments on the Government buildings in the first ward of the municipality which
once formed the military cantonment as the military authorities no longer regard ‘l richinopoly
as a military cantonment.

* * * * >

Rewlution.——Govemment will be addressed.
* * * * *

PR

B. O..No: 403-Rev.
Forwarded. A

9. From G.0., No. 1860, Financial, date((ﬂt?‘b August 1883, it appears that
Trichinopoly had ceased to be a cantonment at~that date, and consequently G.O.,
Nos. 104, 105, Financial, dated 15th January 1884, did not affect that rpumc]pahty,
Consequently the buildings referred to by the Chairman, viz., the engineer’s office,
the police station and the artillery barracks and out-houses (now Collector’s and
other public offices), should be liable to house-tax, a_nd it appears to have been
through oversight that they were not charged before this.

3. I beg to be favoured with copies of G.0., Nos. 104, 105, Financial, dated
15th January 1884, and G.0., No. 2267 Mil., dated 19th April 1883, as the same
are not forthcoming in this office.

4, This was anavoidably delayed as gearch was being made for the missing

Government orders.

J. ANDREW,

99h March 1895. Acting Cellector.

P

Ref. No. 782.

The Collector i8 requested to submit a sketeh plan showing the buildings in
question and the limits of the cantonment at as early a date as possible. "

(. G. TODHUNTER,

5th June 1895. Assistant Secretary to Government.

To the Collector of Trichinopoly.

From J. ANDREW, Esq., Acting Collector of Trichinopoly, to the Chief
Secretary to Government, Local and Municipal Department, dated 10th
September 1895, Dis. No. 2193-Rev.

As directed in Reference No. 782, dated 6th June 1895, 1 have the honour
to forward— »
(1) a plan of the Trichinopoly cantonment showing, the Government buildings

therein ; : e :
(2) a hst of the buildings shown in the plan prepared by the Public Works

department.

9. T regret the delay in the cubmission of the plan. The plan sent by the

" Public Works department af first was incorrectly prepared and did not give all
the information required and it had to be returned for revision.

— —

Orper—Mis. No. 9110 M., dated 16th December 1895.

(Copies of G.0s., Nos. 104, 103, Financial, dated 15th January 1884, and No.
99517 Mil, dated 19th April 1883, will be eommunvlcated to the Collector as requested.
Those that govern the case, however, are G.0s., No. 1282, F inancial, dated 10th June
1884, and Nos. 413, 414, Judicial, dated 3rd March 1892, from which it will be seen
that Trichinopoly has not ceased to be a cantonment.

K3
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t}‘; o nsultor:. rom: cantonment limits. The Collector will be A exelude th‘{m
after co ation with the military authorities, proposals for doiggq&?sted L
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ildings in question can be

(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE,
' Chief Secretary.

To the ((‘,‘}h:;.lirman, fll'[runicipal Couneil, Trichinopo]v..
$ ollector of Trichinopoly with copies of G.0s,, N 7, Mi i
and 104, 105, Financial, datec? 15th Janusa)ry lggf%' i déted e

Exd. C. Partkasarathy.

" are indeed exempt from taxation. But their case,

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

LOCAL AND MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT. v 3N

Rean—ageia the following papers :—

Bead—the follow; : ‘ .

From M.R.Ry. S. T. RYNGASWAMI ¥¥ER Avargal, 3.4., 5., Rao Babadur,
Chairman, Municipal Council, Trichinopoly, to the Chief Secretary to
Government, Local and Municipal Department (through the Collector of
Trichinopoly), dated 31st January 1895, No. 2.

The Government buildings in the first ward of this municipality which once

formed the military jcantonment jare in virtue. of G.0., No. 104, Financial, dated

15th January 1884, eveninow enjoying immunity from payment of house-tax to
the municipality.

2. Turning over the pages of an old file of Government orders, I find, however,
in G.O., No. 1860, Financial, dated the 22nd of August 1883, thats the mlht\ry
authorities no longer regard Trichinopoly as a military cantonment.

3. This view I remember was further reiterated about the end of 1889, when
Mr. Fawcett wrote to Government urging the inadvisability of conceding the
privilege of an elected Chairman to this municipality which had also a military
cantonment included within its limits. 1 am not, however, able to find the papers
in my office, but I believe the Government has therein stated that in the opinion of
the military authorities, Trichinopoly has ceased to rank as a military station.

4. Tn the face of these two rulings, it seems fo me that the claim to exemption is

no longer sustainable.

5. The houses situate within the military lines at the farthest end of the ward

however, is on a different footing

from that of the other Government buildings ; the sanitation, lighting, ete., of the lines

'~ je in the hands of the Military department and we are put to no expense Wwhatever

on that account. ]
6. Tt seems to me rather anomalous that, when the gessions court buildings are

paying house-tax, the engineer’s office, the police station fronting the sessions co
“and separated from the latter only by jthe width of a road should remain exempted.
The old artillery barracks now occupied by several public offices also pay 1o tax to
the municipality though we are maintaining the road leading thereto.
7. It seems to me, therefore, just and proper that these buildings also should be
-assessed. y
3. Your advice and order is respectfully solicited.
9. A copy of the Council’s resolution is herein enclosed.

"ENcLOSURE.
Proceepixes of the Municipal Council, Trichinopoly,dated 2@11 January 1895.
- . s g .
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ernment requesting 1o sanction the .

— Read Chairman’s draft letter to Gov
buildings in the first ward of the municipality which

oh 21.
thorities 10 longer regard Trichinopoly

assessments on the Government

ing O :
noe formed the military cantonment a8 the military au
28 8 military cantonment. :
* * * * *
Rewh»tz'on.—--Govemment will be addressed.
* * * * *
R. C. No. 403-Rev.
Forwarded. ‘ 3
dated 26th’ Avgust 1883, it appears that,

9. From G.0., No. 1860, Financial,
.Ti‘lchinopo'ly had ceased to be 2 cantonment ab “that date, and consequently G.O.,

Nos. 104, 109, TFinancial, dated 15th January 1884, did not affect that munieipality.
Congequently the buildings referred to by the Chairman, viz., the engineer’s office,
the police station and the artillery parracks and out-houses (noW Collector’s and

Jblic offices), should be lisble to house-tax, and it ‘appears to have been

other
throu,ggloversight that they were not charged before this.

3. 1 beg to be Afa‘voured with Jeopies of G.O., Nos. 104, 105, Financial, dated
15th January 1884, and G.0., No. 2257 M/, dated 19th April 1883, a8 the same -1.‘; /

are not fortheoming in this office.
4. This was unavoidably delayed as search was being made for the missing

Government orders.
J. ANDREW,
99¢% Mareh 1895. Acting Collector.

PSS

Ret. No. 782. Tr-end-Mr—

The Collector is requested to submit a sketch plan showing the buildings in

question and the limits of the cantonment at as early a date as possible. '
(. G. TODHUNTER,

Under Secrelary to Government.

5tk June 1895. _
To the Collector of Trichinopoly: ; g
From J. ANDREW, FEsq., Acting Collector of Trichinopoly, to the Chief
and Municipal Department, dated 10th

Secretary to Government, Local
September 1899, Dis. No. 2193-Rev.

' As directed in Reference No. 782, Ewand-dk.,

honour to forward—
(1) a plan of the Trichinopoly cantonment showing the Government buildings

therein ;
(2) a list of the buildings shown in the plan prepared by

department.
~ 7 2.1 regret the delay in the submission of the plan. The plan sent by the
‘Public Works department at first was incorrectly prepared and did not give all

the information required and it bad to be returned for revision.

dated 5th June 1895, I have the

the Public Works

———

Ozrper— Mis. No. 9110 M., dated 16th December 1895.

Copies of G.0s., Nos. 104, 105, Financial, dated 15th January 1884, and No.

2257 Mﬁ, dated 19th April 1883, will be communicated to the Collector as request
Those that govern the case, however, are G.0s., No. 1282, Financial, dated 10th June
1884, and Nos. 413, 414, Judicial, dated 3rd March 1892, from which it will be seen

that Trichinopoly has not ceased to be a cantonment.

%
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‘9. This being so, the only fcourse by which the buildingsin question can be
to exclude them

rendered liable to taxation under the District Municipalities Act is
i The Collector will be requested to submit,

.. , by notification from cantonment limits.
after consultation with the military authorities, proposals for doing this.
(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE,
Chaef Secretary.

To the Chairman, Municipal Council, Trichinopoly.
o5 of G.0s. Nos. 2257, n’t dated 19th April 1883,

,». Collector of Trichinopoly With copies 0
and 104, 105, Financial, dated 15th January 1€84.
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