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9th October 1801.

Read the following letters : —
No. 1 From J. J. FRANKLIN, Esq., Superintendent of Marine : to J. D.
Secretary to Government, Marine D rtment, F
tember 1861, No.

ort Saint Georve, date

1 have the honor to submit the accor
merchant of Viz tam, Garooda Bavanarra
that Captain Meppen, the Master Attend
measuring his vessel, the brig * Parthasarady e '¥
and that in consequence of pay ; }s.,.’,‘-iill' at fi

vessel in the river for three davys,

The ch: 2 of erious a nature, that
patam immediately to call on the Master Attendant to d
has taken place on the
first having occurred i
has the M:
although he : s that he ley
that of his Office peon, whom he s
decks cleared prepa
his having even g

not measure the ve

0

. Bat n!’ru;w(-rf
Attendant had ex : )
when uo port dues ‘were ¢ cable. therefore requested the Collector :n‘rc’({':nv him to
refund the amouut to Garooda Bavana 1 vhi t some hesitation was complied
Meppen's very unsatisfactory lanation on this pointis that the S '

d his writer for the tonnage of
lef’_:ibur; and this functionary in a letter formi : he spondence states as much, but
adds, that he does not remember whether he : he rom the iuformation furnished

i
him by the Master Attendant ot

f g . g mn - i > ¢ ) ¥l \ :\l{ ( O CMPOWwWers a ervator to

b

4

measure a el liable to port dues, if the owner or master fail to satisfy him as to her true

tonnage. The Brig *“ Parthasardy” had entered the port some time previous, and having paid dues

none were leviable on her leaving again. It evident therefore that the survey on Gover

account, if it even took place, wa oal, and the e n of the fee likewise so.

5. But besides this I noticed in the correspondence, discrepancies which it was diflicalt to
reconcile. In a letter from the Master Attendant to lHector the vessel is stated on the
d survey to have measured for 2075 s in a subsequent letter to me explain-

¢ the nature of the fees exacted she is set downat 107 tons, an she was charged
nely.  This same vessel was measured in 1 the

and certified to be 87 tons, but she was not then re | ees were unpaid.

were moreover other discrepancies to be acco l for. I r 1860, when the vess
Viz the owner was charged 23 hu g for fees. In

li;‘-(i L ay - 1 5 151(_‘ same

when she return
explains  that in each case the fee for
;

107 tons, and that in the first e 8 Rupees, and in the second 11 Rupees were

hich the draft of a vessel is ascertained,

-

arged for the operation of hooki:
the fee being rezu in accordance with the draft. These are exactions which are enti; ly
unauthorized. Section
ill\' ]

/
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, |
9th October 1861.

‘Naraina, I beg to state that in an interview which I had the other day with Mr. Franklin, T was
informed that he had submitted the whole correspondence to Government, with a recommenda-
tion that Mr. Fane the Collector of Vizagapatam, might be entrusted with the duty of making
a formal investigation, and 1 therefore trust I may stand excused for offering a few words in
explanation and submitting a few observations respecting the matter,

2. G. Bava Naraina, so far as [ can understand, accuses me of exacting a fee for measuring
£ a : o -
his vessel the Brig Parthasareddy, when [ had not measured her ; and of detaining the vessel on
frivolous pretexts, for the purpose of exactiug the fee, to which I was not entitled, in consequence

of not having performed the duty required.

3. On this complaint my veracity has been called in question, and at the instanee of Mr.
Fane, the Collector, Mr. Franklin the Superintendent has suggested a formal enquiry,

4. T would particulary solicit attention to the fact that &. Bava Naraina is a resident of
Vizagapatam, and o the best of my knowledge and belief has not left that town from the time
of the allezed occurrences up to the date of the presentation of his complaint, embracing 2 period
of six months. He is also one of those men who are constantly involved directly or indirectly
in i
or subject to my authority, the delay tells prima facie against him, since there was nothing to

gation, and as he is a wealthy and independent Merchant, in no way under my influence

prevent his making an immediate complaint, had ke been subjected to any

Vide Enclosure F. wrong ; and as the complaint has only been perferred after Mr. Fane's

Cutcherry servants were led to entertain apprehensions that I was endeavour-

ing to prejudice them in the estimation of their saperior, I submit that prima. facie it bears a
doubly suspicious appearance,

5. The late Sea Custom Tanahdar of Viza wpatam asked my Writer for the measurement

of the Vessel, and according to custom® I measured her. The Tanahdar's

* Enclosure A. letter is herewith submitted, and you will observe it is written from recol-

lection, a circumstance which has been lost sight of by Mr. Fane in his

comments upon it. He says (Vide Memorandum, dated Ilth July 1861, No. 744) * from the

 explanation of the late Sea Custom Tanahdar, it does not appear that any survey was desired

“by him." Had the Tanahdar given his explanation at the time, instead of 10 months after, he

might have been able to speak with greater certinty. That however is not the point. I may

have mistaken the Tanabdar, and in consequence measured the Vessel and demanded the fee.

The Tanahdar may have been in error in requiring the measurement. But with reference to the
charge preferred by Bava Naraina, the point is ** did [ measure the Vessel ?”

6. Having measured the Vessel whether erroneously or otherwise, I demanded the fee
according to usage. The Native Merchants of Vizagapatam have frequently made attempts to
getrid of all liability under Clause 2, Section XLVIII, Aet XXII of 1855, and in consequence,
several complaints have been made against me to the Collector for enforcing its provisions. In

one instance, the Principal Assistant decided against me, but on my layiny

Enclosure B. the matter before Mr. Reade the late Collector, that Officer, in a letter

dated 26th May 1839, No. 445, recognized the course which [ had
adopted, and upheld my proceedings in opposition to the view eutertan‘red by the l’rincip:}l
Assistant.  You will therefore observe that [ am considered entitled to the fee, and as Mr. Reade’s
construction was not set aside by any communication previous to the measurement in question,
in demanding a fee, I submit there could have been no improper exaction. The Sameigbpres 1s
adopted by the Master Attendant at Cocanada, and all other por.ts_, to the‘ best of my belu:-l-
With reference to Cocanada the practice which prevails was adopied in
accordance with a letter from the late Marine Board dated 8th September
1858, No. 3,656. If there exists any doubt whether a fee is demandable or

Enclosare C.

Ahiig, arty BASUTE hat is a legitimate question
not, or whether the Conservator is the party to measure or not, that is a leg q

i itted for determinati superior authori ut in the absence of an
which might be submitted for determination, by superior authority, b e

authoritative declaration to the contrary it is extremely painful to have my conduct impugned

ing i e Wit e views of Mr, Fane’s predecessor.
for acting in accordance with the views of Mr. Fane's prede
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Proceedings of the Madras Governmenty Marine Department,
9th October 1861.
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e

ance to Section VI, I beg that large and substantial security may be demanded of him, in
g 1 : that T may be secure of the means of indemnification, should he fail to substantiate the grave
18 iﬁgﬂﬁﬁon he has cast upon my character.
{

A.
From G. VENKATAPUTTY, Acting Tanahdar of Sea Customs; to R. W. MEPPEN, Esq.,
Master Attendant Vizagapatam, dated Bimlipatam, 25th June 1861.

I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated 22nd instant and inform you that an
old Brig called Sree Pardasarady being void of a register, I requested your Writer for an official
Memo. of measurement as I may be able to enter her tons in the Port clearance when the owner
G. Bavan Narraidoo proposed for it. The said owner prayed me that I should enter her tons
in the clearance by seeing an old records in the Office, but I do not now remember whether

_ 1 have pat her tons in the Port clearance either by the aid of an Office records or by an official
Memo. produced to me in the Custom House from your Office.

P. S.—The bearers who brought your letters have gone away without taking answer from
me, while 1 was telling to take it.

i —— ——r

B.
From C. W. READE, Esq., Collector of Vizagapatam ; to Captain R. W. MEPPEN, Master

Attendant, Vizagapatam, dated 26th May 1859, No. 445.

I am in receipt of your letter of the 91st instant, No. 167, appealing against the Principal
Assistant’s decision repudiating your rights to the fee for measuring the Native Schooner
r‘ i « Dolphin” under the provisions of Act XXII of 1855.

3 8, Section XLVIII of the said Act provides that in the case of refusal to produce a
“‘, | register of Tonnage or in case of failure on the part of the Owner, Master, or other person, to

y o

satisfy the Conservator of the port as to what is the true tonnage of a vessel on_entering a port,
it shall be lawful for the Conservator to cause such vessel to be measured and the tonnage thereof
to be ascertained, and I presume it was on failure to satisfy you on the point in question, which
was necessary to you in view of the port dues payable by the vessel, that you undertook the

troublesome task of measuring.
3 3. Mr, Knox it seems subsequently ascertained that the * Dolphin” had already been
1 measured by the Master Attendant at Cocanada, and that t_he custon{ar? fee had ,been paidf and
b on the ground that you would necessarily be satisfied with Captain Thompson’s measurement,
ey Mr. Knox considered you were not entitled to the fee.

N 4. Under the Act it devolves on the Master or Owner, &c., to satisfy you af once on the
vessel entering the port, the object being to enable you as Conservator to determine the port
dues payable, hence failure on the Master’s part empowered you immediately to go on board }.ns
vessel, and determine for yourself, and the fees for that duty became due. from the moment of us‘
performance, and the explanation since offered' by the man, however, it may prove the fact of

4 previous measurement, cannot thereby relieve him of a 2ad payment for a 2nd measurement,

5. As observed by the Superintendent of Marine it is to be regretted that the Act does not
make registry obligatory, but it is clear when a register is not taken onft there must be some
sinister object and it was to guard against this that v?ssels were made 1.13})‘8 to remeasurement
on entering every port at the will of the Conservator if h(? were nob satlsf_xed as to the tonna.ge'
give-n_at-:ﬁf the owners of Native crafts prefer to incur this annoyance which they can so eafllyd
obviate it by taking out a certificate of registry, they must of course bear the (’:o-nseguence‘sé drl
1 am of opinion that no previous measurement unless supported ‘by an authent.xcate’ certi :a e:
can relieve the Master or Owner from the payment of the prescribed fee. for xem::.asurement_ar_l
every fresh port which he may grﬁf_ri and of which the Conservator may think proper to questio

er verification.
5 tgnna[g}i;::' ':;?: :')ife?vrtlll)e Master of the * Dolphin” will be called upon to pay you.the f'ee‘,

' ent to the Principal Assistant Mr. Knox, for his information, and

PRTEON - S
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and copy of this letter will be s
in view to its immediate collection.
7. The enclosures with your letter are returned.
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Marine Department,
9th October 1861.

: 3. Iam not aware of the Port clearance having been stopped, but if it was, it must have
« been for the purpose of recovering the remainder of the fees as stated by petitioner, as he is of a
very litigious character and not to be trusted.

4. 1 trust this explanation will at once show that I have only done my duty and not as

petitioner states wilfully extracting money, detaining his ship and giving him unnecessary
annoyance. :

—— —

E.
: Wartair, 25th February 1853.
Received from the Master Attendant the sum of Rupees eighty (Rs. 80) found a few days
ago in the window of his Office, for which no owner has yet been found.

A, RoBeRrTsoN, Magistrate.

F.
Office, February 6, 1861.

#* *® ®

Sir,

When leaving my Office the other day you told me you had something to say to me which
much concerned myself. 1 wassorry I could not then stop to hear what you had.to say, but
if you will call at my Office to-morrow, I shall then be very glad to hear all.

My Manager Vencata Row and Mr. McMurray say you told a third party that what you
had to say was regarding their evil deeds and corruption,

If such is the case I hope you will to-morrow be able to prove your statement. If you
cannot I advise you to be silent, as if not T have advised Mr. McMurray when he again hears of
your talking about him to others to sue you in the Sub Court here for defamation of character.

Yours Faithfully,

Capt. MEerrEN, Master Attendant. (Signed) E. FANE,
Collector.

All the above are true copies.
(Signed) R. W. MEPPEN,
Mauster Attendant.

i s

No. 4. ORrDER THEREON, 9th October 1861, No. 323.

The Government authorize a formal and public inquiry being made into the conduct of
Captain R. W. Meppen, Master Attendant and Conservator of the Port of Vizagapatam, in
reference to the charges against him in Garudah Bhava-narraidu’s Urzi to the Collector.

2. They resolve to appoint M. Juggah Row, Principal Sudder Ameen of Chicacole, a
Commissioner to inquire into the matter under Section ITI, Act XXXVII, 1850. The Commis-
sioner is instructed to hold the investigation under Section VI.

*3. On the Commissioner intimating that the provisions of the Section have been complied
with by the accuser; Garudah Bhava-narraidu, the Superintendent of Marine will direct Captain

Meppen to return to Vizagapatam.
(Signed) J. D. SIM, :
Secretary to Government.

Exd. F. Cartledge.
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