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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

MARINE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the follomng papers :—
From M.R.Ry. J. M. B. ROCHE VIC’I‘ORIA Avargal, Chairman, Muniéipal
Council, Tuticorin, to the Chief Secretary to Government (through the Snb-
Collector of Tinnevelly), dated Tutmorm, 23rd January 1895, No. 24.

With reference to a resolution of the council dated 18th December 1894, copy of
which is enclosed, I have the honour to submit that that parfl';:'t the foreshere i‘ln
been '

has been reélalmed, levelled and planted by the municipali all a

the jurisdiction of the council as per G.O., dated 1st December 1875, No. 235.

it was brought to my notice that the Port Officer has levied fees for
goodaonthlspartot the beach, I addressed him a jm )

the said Government Order, the land is vested in the muni

him to refund the amount hitherto collected by hmf ’

said land. In reply he refused to comply with my re

No. 1861, dated let September 1875, which you will nd _lm not been mﬁlnsiva
in itself and which has been superseded by a sub mt GO-, dated 1st Beoamber

of the same year.

necessary mxtmctmns once more to the
cipal council regarding it and to remit all the»ioes hlﬂmtto co

storage of goods in the said land.
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: Endorsement on Current No. 194-G1.
Submitted.

2. The construction of a sea wall was commenced b
of Tuticorin in 1869 in order to prevent the

y the Municipal Commissioners
road. Finding that th

ook sea from encroaching g on th
¢ municipality had to give up the work owinggto vgant oi li’)sz((}i};

and material, application wag made t
G.0., No. 218, dated 27th J uly 1870, Marine.  Government for assistance, v
W01 Tt B0 g, Bl Fob, 1671 e. Tn 1870 and

» in th f u ing .
» » 161, 26th May1871 their irdgrso‘;loli‘éd s, JeTenunent, in
a sum of Rs. 3,355-8-0 for the purchase an
revetment of the work, the coral stone for the backing of the wall. g; i
the ground to the reax,' of the wall and labour beingg » 8and fo.r filling up
The  municipality spent on  the work

apparently under the impression that the t y A
: }E)g)zea. y pressio a eastern boundary of the municipality wag

3. In 1875, the municipality propesed bye-laws for the sanction
for the levy of fees for carpenters’ and blacksmiths’ ghed
boats, dhonies and ships on the beach. This proposal was negatived
in G.’O. No. 1861, Financial, dated 2)st September 1875, f: tl‘;: ;;}(r)u?l(()ivgﬁzglteﬁl .
money so raised within port limits (.e, within fifty yards ab i by
[ properly belonged to Port funds. In the same order the Goy
| remarks of the Master Attendant, Madras, the question whether the jypicds..e:
- the municipal councillors should not be declared to have ceased « tow:rjdl:;nts}?;et;:; ?,f;
 the point on the beach where the fifty yards beyond high water-mark begins,”
- On perusal of the remarks of the Master Attendant, Madras, the Governilx]eln.t
in G.0. No. 2855, Financial, dated Ist December 1875, :

‘Master Attendant and Conservator of the Port.”

4. A sketch is enclosed showing the portion of land claimed by the municipality
as having been levelled and planted at its cost. The extent of th

e reclamation from
Messrs. Parry and Co.’s jetty to the Government Jetty measures 1

: 3,090 square yards
and the portion from the Government jetty to the Bank mecasures 300 square yards
approximately.

5. In 1876, a Municipal Commissioner of Tuticorin moved
to Government for the refund of money laid out on the sea wall,
ever, resolved that, as the Government gave a grant of Rs. 3,355-8—
of the stone required for the sea wall and the work was undertak
pality for the benefit of the town, it was inexpedient and unnecessary to address
Government for a refund. Later on the Municipal Commissioner pressed the
question before the Collector, and the Collector then made inquiries as to the portion
of land on the beach which might be regarded as being in the charge of the Munici-
pal Commissioners. The Port officer, Mr. G. A. Phipps, reported that the land op the
beach south of the Bank, which was used for docking and other purposes, should be
in charge of the Master Attendant of the port, as it was not reclaimed by the

municipality and that the portion reclaimed was between Messrs. Parry and Co.’s
jetty and the Bank,

6. In 1885, the Port Officer, Tuticorin, solicited the sanetion of the Master
Attendant, Madras, for spending a sum of Rs, 300 for landing stone ballast to improve
the foreshore. The latter officer declined to sanction the charge on the ground that
it was purely a municipal charge. It was then pointed out by the Acting Port Officer
that the strip of land reclaimed by the municipality was to the north of the Gov-
ernment jetty and that his proposal to revet the foreshore was in respect of the
land between the Government jetty and the Bank. (This report of the Acting Port
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i 76). The revetment of
lv in conflict with M. PhlPPB; rfﬁ’grsazi 15:;%) kgt syt
e appa;e!::ivze; the Government jetty and U
the foreshore be @i
the Marine department: pment sanctioned, at a cost glf ]T:ﬁ(},iigv’ clea.ixgd %y the
7. In 1888, the (JrOVf;:‘ within port limits, glong ':r (vt johey) st
tramyway _Hoe o - ?ett:e inner end of the Tuticorin pi
v . T6) !
municipality to conne

. : f Rs. 8,000
the South Indian Railway. ted iron goods-shefl was .constr;mtttﬁa a::;l :r tc}?s(ffot 5 (s} : v’ern-

8. In 1891, Si (}Of;(‘l‘gs‘y the municipality unmedlii:g(;ly 828-W~1 dated 24th March
3 1?:::1(1 mx)lv(;eg i,‘tlhn; sanction conveyed in G.0. -dutiable goods in the goods-
ment jetty u

1. A scale of fees was prescribed for storage of non
1891.

ite dated
i f the Fuort St. George Gaze

hed in notification published in page 1304, Par; ]IstOJuly i AR
she

250, dated tes of rent for the
g 892. " ]11 G.()- NO- ) 1Q93 a Schedule Of rates
25th Qctober 100 . ated 6th September 1893,
G.0. No. 324, Marine,

ibed.
occupation of port g Ea e prf:;f;ed house-tax for the goods-shed erected on the

f e Atk et biection to the
9. Tn 18%2, b ﬁzzﬁmgt? The Port Officer, T;ﬁ;ﬁ“(’;‘f‘é’cﬁidihﬁ Sociruliity of
beach by the Jartn oposed to the Presidency Po ect of the sea wall in
B g o gy o o, expnied by 1t L L
recouping imed being transferred icipality in the correspondence
: d reclaime the municipality 1 g
view of the land 1 ing been set up by the m ! the Port Officer’s
to the land redam’:lelg (}}‘:ﬁ;ﬁ{gtﬂ" Mr. G. 8. Forbes, in mT'}tﬁLnilaim set up by the
about house-tax, he Presidency Port Officer, Dbser_‘{gi : newly erected on this land.
communication 10 b o the taxation of tke buil it which is clearly port land
municipality is really Oy as T can see to theland itse g partly of the
There is no elaim s0 ::it The land was reclaimed a;i o enot I;,leter b Dbl
belonging to Goverll-lttln of the Port funds. This fact T i st
municipality al}d pa );heady Government lax_ld within p 4 durable reclamation on
8 Ahenos Wl:l?;l ga;resmd in securing a s’-"hzf;:rtgy Whether the cost was faﬁ';‘li
lity were equ otection it gave to the town pr ici : lity is not a question whic
ccount of the pr of the land and TR TROMpH by a resolution passed
divided between the o for the municipality expressly w:ivig’rgadi ustment.
e n")wlg’?ﬁr(z:}?l)g’ enclosed), any claim to reimburseme :
in April :

* * ¢ . ; * h
’ ; ject te i f the
% l that the taxation be admitted mbgect to the usual certificate o

“d. Iﬁ‘:ggez}rﬁr;::vided there is no legal ena},tmelft, 5
Executive

port property from municipal taxation.” t‘hmgh thm ey e S P

res ndénce passed ized by the Marine department
municipality A S forage of goods on the of the schedule of rates sanctioned
on aconuTy Fvent realized -according to coluun. of the sche by G.0. No. 324, dated

which I am not aware, exempting

. It may be remarked in passi ge of goods in the goods-
" Septem‘tﬁeli; 890?&1“ to tie rent med,for thﬁf%;&ge goods-shed -and-u'axqwaj
eqngll}' :1:2 feesy levied for theuse of the»_wy g Jurat g 115 f
shed. or Jland. s GRRRI LT SR S R o mfnndo
{ the same i Pt ei 1 ;fog efund or
T Par: : dmissibility or otherwise of th %:plfn?jg; ?ﬁ%n;npd ol whether the
a que
i 'lt;olelected by the Marine de k and Messrs. P

e 4 T S ) ﬁxto
arry and Co.’s jetty is
the rents land between t.he Mad_msB&ﬂkz ol Skl Of anmmpnhty - Yo
;tnpoonfs'frfgghfﬁeing the property of tho Mt ion claims both the rent and tho
e C

fon of the council now under consideratiel BREICL I B i cabjact is
land & OOy ee with Mr. Forbes that the recls by the G.0. of 1st Decem-
enclosed. 1 ogre dly still Government property. L o but did not the‘!‘fh:z
Timits 18 WO0O0 T ot in charge of the ) “The municipality did not urge any c

e o property of tho municipality.

become the
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constructed upon it in lg?)l?wa?;‘}mas laid on it in 1888, or when the P :MMW :
nor has the couneil improve.d it municipality has never used the | goods-shed was Rs. 1,355-8-0 (making a gross total of R 3,355-8-0) was utilized—oide G.O
i e R except by the planting of a few Port-a“d I any way, No. 151, dated 26th May 1871. The grounchus protected at the expense of Port 9. 7
.o o negativednti] in its order No, 1861, Financial, dated - 1a trees. funds was unfortunately made over by the adve of my predecessor to the municipality (o 33557 -7v_w<.
within port limits T}Gi proposal of the municipality to ley ” P 1st September 1875, to level and plant as a place of recreation, haot foreseeing how necessary it was to R
N tkativad i1 i875 e I()iresent claim is practically a re e{it'ees for the use of land keep it for port purposes; in 1888, however, _».apparently took possession of a portion /-'-,/Q-.J]D .
18. In ord . should on the same ground, I fubmli? 1()>f the claim which of it and laid a tramway connecting the Pler‘lth the South Indian Railway siding
o n order to avoid future dispute, T suegest ’ » De negatived, and levied fees for the use of it, no question garding the legality of same being then
which was spent on the work by the mﬂ,nici C‘Iges that the sum of Rgs. 3 981 raised by the municipality ; in 1891 a furtheportion was taken up and goods-shed
funds, and that, for the present at all pality should be repaid to it f’ P erected ; again Do objections were raised by t municipality, but, on the introduction
charge of the municipal council. Thi ‘;Vents, the land should be tak Rt g of fees b’eing levied for all land within port lins occupied by cargo, &ec., the chairman
both because the space for thel st S latter course appears to me t enb out of the ¢ apparently thought he saw his way to incrsing municipal revenue’ regardless of
land is frequently required for :’ﬁ‘age of cargo at Tuticorin is ver ]'O e tllx)g fact tgat G.0. No. 1861, dated 91st Stember 1875, vetoed the levy of fees
now proposed to be added to alon atapurp()?e, and because the lung u;n;ﬁed Sad thip : by the municipz;,lify. As Pori; funds are nowroviding a sum of some Rs. Zg 000 for
reclamation at a cost of about ng 4Oegnsui.erable portion of its len ﬁ‘g dispute is o rg;laiming and increasing the area of ihe verynd under dispute, and as cargo, storage
construction. The railway line to the nOeO in connection with the ]gettt 5;1 2 further space 1s 80 limited that when a rush comes’ery square inch of land north and south
possible that a convenient method of W Jetty must also cross this 1y dow mnder of the jetty is required, I am of opinion that overnment should be moved to decide
:]2 _hfi eudt off from their premises by tc];);n fa‘fii’;it;nlg Messrls. Ralli Brothe:snfo,r ?hlg e ) * as to vghether the land in question is port lar or not. I argue that the municipality
18 land in exchange. me will be b Ph) 2 L waived their claim to it as th¢ have never made use of it 1
14. When theg b Y a grant of a piece of ; 3,1: Z'th,ff;feﬁg‘io in;prove or even keep it up. Papers in connection wit111 tl}ileac];.};ewaz
c?mp}ieted, the question whether :1(1)11; v;g:ﬁ andf the railway line thereon have b herewith forwarded for perusal and return.
placed under th R on of the ] . oA ave been : i
o ol Bhoul?l %1;3.;%; ;)f. Eche munictpal council, or wiz(tih:f_‘iltam}ed should he again % S
SR i nis ered by the Port Officer, might b:a c:;ll'ge :§Cessary that H No. 395, Local ar Municipal.
b i irman’s letter herewi . ‘onsidered. \ .
recelgt of a report from the Port Ofll‘ie;;ﬂ;ngu:)hnglétueg éwﬁ been delayed pending the ! Transferred to Me}ra Department,
, G -Co ! | i -
()ﬂicer?s. 1{;;33 ecf)mtlz;)ngpa Py of this communication ansctt(l): b th? e | err GEMQS? i AW.AFBANCIS,
DS o 14 czns_rgsxdepcy Port Officer with a request 20011&"“'3}1’5 and Port 138th March 1899. s ; g. Asst. Secretary.
TiNNEV 1deration beforprdisposal of the subject send his remarks to WELL, R.I., Presid 7 P
IVELLY, B A . o From Commander Ww. PO , RIZ residency Port Officer, Madras, to
26th February 1895. Figuedy” Lywis, E'I?G‘INS" ‘ | tho Chief Secretary to Governme, dated Madras, 22nd March 1895,
| — cting Collector. No. 163—178-G.
i EXCLOSURES. : With reference to the lzttgr to Go{%;ne# ﬁ2‘<;m the Chafuman, Municipal
rocEEDINGS of the Municipal Commissi 85 . Couneil, Tuticorin, dated 93rd January 18, No.24,a copy of which has been
PSatur(&?;n:;s;%%Zr; Xgr?lultISG'?gm at a meeting held on forward,ed to me under endm::ment dﬂf»edszia t{:b;"l“;}'e_yctw% ;!;y the Collector of
» , “4 Tinnevelly with a request that my VIEWS ject may be communicated to
9. “héid £ ; i . ' Govemme’ﬁt, I have the honour to state tit I fully concur with the Collector’s
; ead letter from Commissioner Mr. M. L. Motha about & opinion as expressed in paragraph 13 of his adorsement and would add further that
ment for the refund of money laid out on sea wall by the m“n‘ilci a£1P1l;y ing to Govern- : on repayment of the sum mentioned ;.he corol t(ife tll)lertlagéc:hould ‘be permanently
. 1 < : §e . ‘ ) i
towax%‘;s:ll]ved tltlatfas 1t appears that Government gave a graxft ofy R taken away from the municipality an vestﬂim b T ,
445 . ; (;(:ft (1)) tl;;:} stone required for the sea wall and the work s e ‘ : i
Snbdpedidi dhd u{l xieczs slillrt;n:glgzldr()omrgssioners for the benefit oﬂ?eu;?;mi]:qn Orper—dated 19th April 1895, No. 111, Mine.
. ess o 18 I ‘ ; 5 Rt ‘
expended in years gone by by the municipah":;,mment for the refund of the amount The Goyernment agrees with the Colltor. There can be no doubt that the
’ i ; & land in question has all -along belonged to Cvernment. The municipal council will
3 x; . ! now be repaid the sum expended, viz., Rs. 981-4-5, and the land will be formally
: Bignid withdrawn from their charge and handed ov to the Port Officer. The amount will -
Enetls. .. Be MMl o be made available from Port funds. , ‘
Wb Vice- President. i (True Exact.) T
From T. H. BAKER, Esq., Port o , LS/ = o .
s 1sq., Officer, Tuticorin, to the Sub-Collector of Tinne- R g api g0

nevelly, dated Tuticorin, 21st January 1895, No. 4—14

With reference to your reference on curre : : /
t o ' :
wItETE AT SO Rl eREEEa
~ In 1870, Rs. 1,000 were allotted from Port funds to . (| Rovenue Department. |

;n’;t% t}l elf()ll'%s;l e to prevent the encroachment of the seam((:)et;c t(k;ag pr‘;?e;l(g I::et- . L;"“l 48 epun;;tmoipal P g

s emﬁeg vz'deo()} ’Om }}37;,9 adafurther sum of Rs. 1,000 from the same souree ‘:ed b v |

.0., No. . £ as
P ( 5 , dated 8th February 1871) ; and again in May, same year, Exd. 8. J. Pereirs.

-
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Reed. 13 MAY. 35

Tuticorin Port.

Directing that the land adjoining the sea wall
at the — now in the possession of the munici-
ality of the place should be handed ove
Port Officer on payment of Rs. 8,981-4-5,
sum expended by the municipality for the im-
provement of the land.
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