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MARINE DEPARTMEN

From the Government of
Fort St. George.
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MARINE DEPARTMENT.

Lerrer—from
Tue CIIEF SECRETARY 10 THE GOVERNMENT oF
FORT ST. GEORGE,
To
Tae SECRETARY 1o THE GOVERNMENT or INDIA,
Fivaxce aND CoMMERCE DEPARTMENT.

Sir,

T am directed to forward copy of G.O. No. 118 of this date embodying the
report of a committee appointed to consider certain questions which had arisen between
the Public Works and Marine authorities at the port of Masulipatam. The committee
are of opinion that the western boundary of the port as fixed by the notification
embodied in (.0., dated 24th July 1878, No. 385, requires modification, as it does
not include certain places which should undoubtedly be within port limits.

2. This Government agrees in the conclusions and recommendations of the
committee, and T am therefore directed to request that, under section 5 (1) of the
Indian Ports Act, X of 1889, the sanction of the Government of India may be obtained
to the following revised notification of the limits of the port of Masulipatam. A map
showing the present and proposed limits accompanies.

NOTIFICATION.

Whereas the limits of the port of Masulipatam in the distriet of Kistna were declared by
notification published on page 443 of the Fort St. Gesrge Gusette, dated the 6th August 1878,
Part I, and whereas it is expedient to alter those limits :—

In exercise of the powers conferred by section 5 of the Indian Ports Act (X of 1889) and
with the previous sanction of the Governor-General in Council, the Governor of Fort St.
(Greorge in Council is pleased to alter the limits of the said port and to declare that the precise
extent of these limits shall in future be as follow, namely : —

North.—-A line drawn due east from the boundary pillar erected near the bungalow at
Tavisepudi to 10 fathoms of water.

South.—A line drawn due east from Point Divi to 10 fathoms of water.

West.—A line drawn from the pillar at Tavisepudi parallel to the shore with so much of it
as is within 50 yards of high water mark at spring tides to the northern head of the Masulipatam
backwater. The Masulipatam backwater and river with all its arms to the westernmost point of
the Fort with so much of the shores thereof as are within 50 yards of high water mark at
spring tides; also the Bezwada-Bunder canal from the easternmost point of the tidal lock as far
as the westernmost point of the Fort with so much of the land on each side as is within fifty yards
of the outer toe of the bank ; and also a line drawn from the southern head of the Masuliﬁatam
backwater to Point Divi parallel to the shore with so much of it as is within 50 yards of high
water mark at spring tides.

Fast.—A line drawn from the eastern extremities of the above-described north and south
limits.

Ts: wed

Reed, Enel.

G.0,, 24th April 1895, No. 118.

APRIL.

I have the honour to be,
Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

Masulipatam Port.

Passing orders on the report of the Committee
appointed to consider certain questions which
have arisen between the Public Works and the
Marine Departments regarding the limits of
the —, and requesting the Government of India
to sanction the publication of a mnotification
making certain alterations in the limits of the
port

O0TACAMUND, J. F. PRICE,
24th April 1895. ' Chaef Secretary.

Exd. C. A. Moonooswamy:.
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Orper —dated 24th April 1895, No. 118, Marine.
The Government agrees in the recommendations of the committee, the members
of which will be thanked for their report.

9. Under section 5 (1) of the Indian Ports Act, X of 1889, the sanction of the
Government of India will be requested to the proposed alteration of the limits of the

port of Masulipatam.

3. The Presidency Port Officer will report on the question of sea-going boats

being required to pay port dues which is referred to in the communications of the
Superintending and Chief Engineers, dated 17th December 1893 and 15th January

1894, respectively.
4. The note appended to the draft notification will be omitted. The matter will
be dealt with by executive orders on receipt of a reply from the Government of India.

(True Extract.)

.

. J. F. PRICF,
I Claef Secretary.

To J. N. Atkinson, Esq., LC.S.
; Mt:jor w. L. C. Ba(,lddeley, R.E. /through the ublic Works Department).

Commander W. Powell, kk.LM.
the Presidency Port Oilicer.
the Public Works Department.
the Revenue Department.

Exd, C. A, Moonooswamy.
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From W. POWELL, Esq., Commander, R.I.M., Presidency Port Officer, to the  Acting Collector,
Kistna District, dated Madras, 1st August 1894, No. 1411-C.—133,

In reply to your reference on C. No. 552-English, dated 16th July 1894, I have the honour
to inform you that I approve of the amendment put forward by the Superintending Engineer
and would suggest the draft notification regarding port limits being drawn up accordingly.
All that the port authorities want is complete control over the * old wharf” or any extension
that may be made to it without at all interfering with the lock or canal banks elsewhere.

2. The enciosures of your letter are herewith returned.

From W. L. C. BADDELEY, Major, R.E., Superintending Engineer, IT Circle, to the
Collector of Kistna, dated Bezwada, 5th September 1894, No, 1251-K.8.

In reference to your reference on C. No. 552-English of 26th August 1394, T have the
honour to inform you that I do not claim any exemption from port dues for this department
when using the port, but I see no reason why the Public Works Department should pay any fees
for work carried on within their own limits,

2. The tidal lock, the canal and the canal banks are only considered as part of the port, in
order that the Port officer may have control over the sea-going boats,

3. The dual control is unavoidable, but I see no reason why matters should not work
smoothly ; this department will pay all the port dues it has hitherto paid, and the port authorities
should not attempt to charge any fresh dues, such as cranage, if we think fit to erect a crane on
the canal banks, or on the lock. I can undertake to say that this department will in no way
interfere with the wharf in the canal, althugh I believe it was built from Canal funds.

4. I recommend that the notification be not again altered, as in trying to define t h
we may pave the way for further difficulties, PR BTSN ST R e

From the Presidency Port Officer, to the Collector of Kistna, dated Madras, 24th September
1894, No, 1411-C.—183.

In reply to your No. 552, dated 11th September 1894, I have the honour to inform you

that it will be sufficient if the new notification ei ffect to the vi 4 di lett
No. 1411—133-0,, dated 1st August 1894, gives effect to the views expressed in my letter

The timits of the Port at Masulipatam,

Drarr Norrrrcatiow.

North.—A line drawn due .east from the bound 0 t
Tavisepudi to 10 fathoms of water. e boundary pillar erected near the bungalow at

South.—A line drawn due east frem Point Divi to 10 fathoms of water.

 West—A line drawn from the pillar at Tavisepudi parallel to the shore with so much of it
as is within 50 yards of high water mark at spring tides, to the northern head of the Masubipatam
backuwater. The Masulipatam backwater and river with all its arms to the westernmost point of
the Fort, with so much of the shores thereof as are within 50 yards of high water mark af
spring tides, aiso the Beswada-Bunder canal from the easternmost point of the tidal lock as far as the
west rnmost point of the Fort u:u/t so much of the land on each side as is within fifty yards of the outer
toe of the bank ; and also a line dr.awn from the southern head of the Masulipatam backwater to
Point I'ivi parallel to the shore with so much of it as is within 50 yards of high water mark at
spring tides.

m‘tsEaat.—'A line drawn from the eastern extremities of the above-described north and south
imits.
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Oxrper —dated 94th April 1895, No. 118, Maz'ine.

The Government agrees in the recommendations of the committee, the members
of which will be thanked for their report.

9. Under section 9 (1) of the Indian Ports Act, X of 1889, the sanction of the
Government of Tndia will be requested to the proposed alteration of the limits of the

port of Masulipatam.

3. The Presidency ;
being required to pay port dues which 1s referred to in the communications of the

Superiutending and Chief Engineers, dated 17th December 1893 and 15th Jannary

1894, respectively.
4. The note appended to t
be dealt with by executive orders on receipt of a re

he draft notification will be omitted. The matter will
ply from the Government of India.

(True Extract.) .

. J. F. PRICF,
I Cldef Secretary.

To J. N. Atkinson, Esq., L.C.S.
,, Major W. L. C. Baddeley, R.E. (through the Public Works Department).

., Commander W. Powell, k.M.

,, the Presidel\l?sy Port Oilicer.
,, the Public orks Department.

,, the Revenue Department.

Exd. C. A, Moonooswamys

Pott Officer will report on the question of sea-going boats
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6. This, however, brings us to the further difficulty that it is hard to und
why the other half of the tidal lock was excluded as wgll as the old Wharfu :ngrztt&;:g
port appurtenances lying on the north bank of the canal.

7. The tidal lock and creek as well as the canal were in existen i

the notification of 1878 and it seems inconceivable why they were notcfn:rftg)feg?rf i(;t
There is no doubt that the tidal creek and the wharves on it have always been regarde(i
as belonging to the port, as also has the “ old wharf”” on the north bank &f the canal
But this latter wharf could not be in port limits unless the canal is also in these limits.
And it follows therefore that at the time the notification was drawn up the canal muqé
have been regarded as within port limits. Why, therefore, it was not,included in tl;e
notification it is very difficult to understand.

8. Only three possible explanations have suggested themselves, but none of them

seem very probable :—

(@) That when the notification was drawn up, the canal was reg
of the ¢ Masulipatam backwater and river.”——’l‘hi% is improbable, as %cll‘iegar?;] 2:::
then just as it is now, separated from the river by a tidal lock, and at a different
level from it altogether. It seems very unlikely, therefore, that the canal could have
been mistaken for the river in 1878 though, of course, that might have been possible
long before when the old fort ditch occupied the place where the canal now is, and,

I presume, ran direct into the river.
(b) That for some reason unknown, the old wharf, &c., on the north bank of
the canal were deliberately excluded from fort limits.—This also seems improbable.

(¢) That the notification was drawn up by some one who had no personal
knowledee of the locality.—And this really seems to be the onl sibl lP .
though I admit the improbability of even this one. AR a7 ey T

9. The committee agreed that the canal and its banks h
practically (in spite of the notification) within the port limits. Anci1 “:}‘ie gllz)zgisntgf]?i[}
ing Engineer has no objection to their remaining so, provided the control Whichv his
Department exercises, and always had exercised, over the canal and the tidal lock is
1ot interfered with. There has practically always been a sort of dual control in this
way, the Public Works Department having managed the canal and the lock in the
same way as they would manage any other canal or any other lock under their control
while the Port officer has authority over loading and unloading operations on the
wharves and banks. This arrangement has always worked without friction, and there
seems 10 reason why it should not continue to work in the same satisfactc;ry manner
in future. No other arrangement seems feasible, as it is absolutely necessary that the
Public Works Department should not be interfered with in their working of the
canal, and at the same time the Port officer must have power to supervise the loadin
and unloading of boats. i

10. The dispute between the two departments that gave rise to this correspond
ence had nothing to with their dual control over the canal b ATy
of cranage, which will be dealt with below. SRV PIATE P CoutRE A

11. The committee were of opinion that the definition of the west '
contained in the notification of 1878 should be amended so as clearlyszsr?nslotﬁixzad:ﬁz
tidal lock, the canal and the canal banks within port limits, a reservation being made
that the control at present exercised by the Public Works Department over them is
1ot to be interfered with. Practically this alteration will simply give sanction for the
same state of things as has always existed hitherto. 3

12. As regards cranage, the Superintending Engineer says as fol i
3 of his No. 1251 K.8., dated 5th September 1894 : i This dgpartmelli):v vsvilﬁ p:maglﬁll)xh
port dues it has hitherto paid and the Port authorities should not attempt to cIl)lan,' e al g
fresh dues, such as cranage, if we think fit to erect a erane on the canal banksg or &
the lock. I can undertake to say that this department will in no way interfere '(:;I}i
the wharf in the canal although I believe it was built from canal funds.” Inwil'
No. 1411-0—183, dated 24th September 1894, the Presidency Port Officer assents ;:

this arrangement.
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13. T append the notification with the modifications proposed by the committee.
The alferations proposed are underlined. The note at foot of the notification is
intended to give effect to the agreement mentioned in the last paragraph.

14. A plan is also enclosed to illustrate the notification.

——

No. 2276.

The letter submitted by the Collector does not comply with G.0., dated 1st

May 1894, No. 159.

2. The report of the committee has not been
should be in the usual form and signed by each mem

3. Copies of the letters referred to in
accompanied it.

placed before Government. Tt
ker of the committee,

paragraph 12 of the current should have

(Signed)  J, F. PRICE,

19th November 1894. Chief Secrelary.

To the Collector of Kistna,.

———

From J. N. ATKINSON, Esq.,

Secretary to Goverument,
No. 251-Eng.
With reference to G.0., No. 2276, Marine, dated 19th Nove
honour to submit herewith the report of the committee c(?;lgeel;lleggtnfi;] avgr t(})]e
No. 159, Marine, dated 1st May 1894, for the adiudicat: i e
port limits of Masulipatam, si
Officer, the Superintending Engineer and myself,

Collector of the Kistna District, to the Chief
dated Masulipatam, 6th March 1895, Dis,

. ' : 2. As directed in the last sentence
Buperintending Engineer’s letter, dated 5 0f the Government Order under reference
PsepdtemberPlsrszfi,OI;Iﬁo. 1’2511-5.8. s copies of the marginally-noted letters

resi en(s{ o cer’s letter, dated 24th referred to jp my Dis. No, 1152-English,

September 1894, No. 1411-C.—183. dated 3lst October 1894, are enclosed
for the information of Government,

—

EncrLosurs,

From the Members of the Port Limits Committ i A
Marine, dated 1st May 1894, to the Chiet gorrr. o P Government in @.0., No. 159,
8th December 1894,

‘We, the members of the committee,
dated 1st May 1894, on the subject of th
as follows.

2. We, the members, viz., the Superintendin
Collector (Mr. Rawson), met at Masulipatam gy

3. The present diffienlty has arisen out of the ver
of 1878 defining tfhe ﬁ)or(t) ﬁmits was drawn qy.
in paragraph 2 of the Collector’s letter to Government, Dj : .
March 1894, to the western boundary, which ig described asl;gﬁ?;lvsl\irl? .tﬁi4110tli]ﬁg;]el:tlzli](;nd'i1 St

¥ West.—A line drawn from the pillar gt ffavisepudi parallel to the shore i t'h h
of it as is within 50 yards of high water mark Spring tides, to the northern head ofl thsé) crll'leue(l}x

The Masulipatam backwater and river to the Wwesternmost poing ;
ghores theregf as is within 50 yards of high water m pont of the Fort, with so much of the

; ark spring tides: ang also a line dr.
the southern head of the creek to the Point Djy; arallel ¢ h fth 36 Ml P
irsoil;l e s it o allel to the shore with so much of it

4. We should state first of all, as showing how eare]
that the * creek ” and the “* Masulipatam backwater ” gyg
would think so from reading the notification.

5. We are of opinion that the “Masulipatam backwater and river ”’

| g of the notification must
be taken to include its arms and branches. If this is o the port limits, as already pointeclll1 :ﬂt

appointed by Government in G 0, N i
ted ! 0., No. 159, M
© port limits ‘of Masuhpata.m, have tLe honour to fengi

essly the notification was dra

ne and the same thing, Pafil s

though no one

ly, as already stated

-3

»

N e e e e e

94ty Arrin 1895, No. 118, MARINE. 11

s s

B e
ey s

i kin
: s Disposal No. above quoted, will extend, roughly speaking,
in paragraph 6 ? iltllze 8103192:2;525 ixi fhe plan No. 3 already submitted by the Co}llect?rtvlzlﬂtl'(liui
along the h%e 2 1152-]§nglish. dated 31st October 1894, and will include the whole of the tida
};’fateel:’ gx?h;vg'wh;.rf and rather more than half of the tidal lock.
]

W i it i d why the
: i the further difficulty that it is bard to understan

th 6i1 r{‘fhlsf, thhc:a tei(viZ{,lgzglgz: Z;Zludid:las well as the old wharf and other port appurtenances
other half o

lying on the north bank of the canal.

i i i f the
| ok us well as the canal were in existence a? t}le tzx‘ne of

. i The t1d§}7£0011<d ?:;lgeei;z ﬁlconceivable why they were not mentioned in 1t1. .l-here’c 1stﬁo
nbfifioation of Tt 1a~ k and the wharves on it have always been regarded as belonging to 13

doubt that the tida ?‘1 e{id' harf” on the north bank of the canal. Bu‘t this latter wharf cou
ort, ag alto has thelji '(; uzless the canal is also in these limits. And it follows there_fox,"e that,
not be in the Port 'frinlfs' was drawn up. the canal must have .been rega}*ded as within port
i til%shthet}lllgrt;fg?emi? was not included in the notification it is very difficult to understand.

limits. Y, )

Only three possible explanations have suggested themselves, but none of them seem very
8. Only thr

probable:) That when the notification was drawn up, the canal was regarded as part of the
(a at wh

is 18 1 y just as it is
vor? This is improbable, as the canal was thon.]us

“ Masulipatam b;?ckwatfr a?gerrlﬁ?'a tidalhlock &Fnrl at & different level from it altpgit:;;.
now, separated from tZ? tl'tlafore' that the canal would have been mistaken for‘the r}velxl' in 187 ¥
o ol unhkﬁl);’milzht lm’ve been possible long before when the old Fort ditch occupie
thougp, of courseﬁt a:'mal now is, and, we presume, ran direct into the r1ver.h eSS
e wrh‘ore ot me reason unknown, the old wharf, &c., on the north bank o

(]')) vrepe ?Oded from the Port limits ; this also seems improbable. i o
wepo daliligmeele SRE ification was drawn up by some one who had. no persona s tﬁ

](c) 1'.l;ha.t t}\lzél (t)f:iscfeally seems to be the only possible explanation, though we admit the
of the locality.

imPOESib\i#ty e Gveﬂezht‘;:t“:l'w canal and its banks have always been practically (in spite of the
9. We are agre L

Wz ol d we have no pbjection to their remaining so, provided
notification) Wlthm.thetﬁorlt)glﬁ;tt;en%?)f Public Works ejxercises, and always has exercised, (;;VGE
that the control Wh'th 1 eck ispnot interfered with. ‘I'here has p_ractmal]y always beenla. so(;' t 1(:
the canal and the 'tldil Othe Department of Public Works having managed the cana da.n i 10
dual control in this wey, they would manage any other canal or any other lock under heir
lock in the same “ﬁy ?Se Department has authority over loading an.d unloading opegatflons
control, while the gru}{ This arrangement has always worked without friction and there
on the wharves and ban i- it should not continue to work in the same satisfactory ma,nnefc
seems to be no reason “;1 );ment geems feasible as it is absolutely necessary that the Depﬁrt{nen
in future. No Othler !ﬁ";o% be interfered with in their working of the canal, and at the same
o] PublioI;W 2rgiﬁscgl)'umust have power to supervise the loading and unloading of boats.
time the Por

i this correspondence, has
i the two departments that gave rise to ) :
A tT h{a d\isigﬁt:hgf: Ylfl(:ll con?rol over }t?,he canal but about a question of eranage, which will
nothing to do

be dealt v\v;;:h belo:;.opinion that the definition of the western boundary contained in the noti- \
11. We are :

i i k, the canal and the
ded so as clearly to include the tidal loek, X
fication of 1878 i}.louldol;f !Eﬁfiltls,ea reservation being made that the control at pt};esenlt)‘, exf.rclﬁed
canal banks wit mt (I)’f Public Works over them is not to be 1n§erfered wit 3 Tac 1c_at yd,
by thl: Dgpzrgnﬂ?lnsimply give sanction for the same state of things as has always existe
this alteratio .
hitherto. sy s ittee that the Department of Public
also agreed by the commi
12. A regardsucra?eag;(;r:t dlls1es it gs hitherto paid and that the Porfc ofﬁeetkshzﬁ}gk ngté
Works should pay :n fresh dues such as cranage, if the Department of l?ubl%az Works  thi -
attempt to CAATEo );;he canal banks or on the lock. The Superintending Engineer g‘rve:zi1 he
to erect atlcrta?l?ﬂ %I;p artment will in no way interfere with the wharf in the canal, although he
. na !
zﬁ}];:;c?t st fr‘);n i f“mi:rms of the committee’s resolutions is appended. A plan to
iBeati in Feso.1
R 13. A nonsﬁc;ﬁ)ﬁittf:m?tﬁ the Collector’s No. 1152-English, dated 31st Octgt}})ert.lSQ{..
illustrate lt,was roposed by us are underlined. .The note at th(? foot of the mnotification is
tfl;e cilllfiel; ];iie gﬁect to the agreement mentioned in the last preceding paragraph.
inten

i J. N. ATKINSON,
L4 e Acting Collector, Kistna.
W. L. C. BADDELEY, Major, R.E.,
§¥he? Superintending Engineer, 11 Circle.
. POWELL, Commr., R.LM.,, :
v Presidency Port Officer.
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. POWELL, Esq., Commander, R.I.M., Presidency Port Officer, to the Acting Collector,
Toam g & Kistna District, dated Madras, 1t August 1894, No. 1411-C.—133. X

In reply to your reference on C. No. 552-English, dated 16th July 1894., 0 hm{e the ho_nonr
to inform you that I approve of the amendment put forwa'rd'by thp Superintending Engmeer
and would suggest the draft notification regarding port limits being drawn up accordingly.
All that the port authorities want is complete control over the “ old wharf” or any extension
that may be made to it without at all interfering with the lock or canal banks elsewhere.

2. The enciosures of your letter are herewith returned.

From W. L. C. BADDELEY, Major, R.E,, Superintending Engineer, II Circle, to the
Collector of Kistna, dated Bezwada, 5th September 1894, No, 1251-K.S.

In reference to your reference on C. No. 552-English of 26th August 1594, T have the
honour to inform you that I do not claim any exemption from port dues for this department

when using the port, but I see no reason why the Public Works Department should pay any fees
for work carried on within their own limits,

2. The tidal lock, the canal and the canal banks are only considered as part of the port, in
order that the Port officer may have control over the sea-going boats,

3. The dual control is unavoidable, but T see no reason why matters should not work
smoothly ; this department will pay all the port dues it has hitherto paid, and the port authorities
should not attempt to charge any fresh dues, such as cranage, if we think fit to erect a crane on
the canal banks, or on the lock. I can undertake to say that this department will in no way
interfere with the wharf in the canal, although I believe it was built from Canal funds.

4. T recommend that the notification be not again altered, as in trying to define too much

we may pave the way for further difficulties,

From the Presidency Port Officer, to the Collector of Kistna, dated Madras, 24th September
1894, No. 1411-C.—183, |

In reply to your No. 552, dated 11th September 1894, I have the honour to inform you

that it will be sufficient if the new notification gives effect to the views expressed in my letter
No. 1411—183-C,, dated 1st August 1894,

The limits of the Port at Masulipatam,

Drarr Notrrrcarion.

North.—A line drawn due .east from the boundary pillar erected near the bungalow at
Tavisepudi to 10 fathoms of water.

South.—A line drawn due east frem Point Divi to 10 fathoms of water.

West.—A line drawn from the pillar at Tavisepudi parallel to the shore with so much of it
as is within 50 yards of high water mark af spring tides, to the northern head of the Masulipatam
backwater. The Masulipatam backwater and river with all its arms to the westernmost point of
the Fort, with so much of the shores thereof as are within 50 yards of high water mark q¢
spring tides, also the Bezacnda-:Bunder canal from the easternmost point of the tidal lock as Jar as the
west rnmost point of the Fort with so much of the land on each side as is within fifty yards of the outer
toe of the bank ; and also a line drawn from the s'outhgrn head of the Masulipatam backwater to
Point Iivi parallel to the shore with so much of it as is within 50 yards of high water mark a¢
spring tides.

East.—A line drawn froﬁ: the eastern extremities of the above-deseribed north and south
Limits.

y
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and I have also to visit Tuticorin in connection with the pier and reclamat}'on schemes
there. It will thus be inconvenient for me, at present, to prgeeed to Masulipatam, and
I would therefore suggest the Personal Assistant to the Presidency Port Officer being
deputed to represent me at the meeting.

Order—dated 1st May 1894, No. 159, Marine.

A perusal of the correspondence convinces Govgrnment_ that matters are not
likely to work smoothly at the port of Masulipatam until the points in dispute between
the officers of the Marine and Public Works Departments are definitely settled. With
this object it appears to be necessary that a committee should be appointed to enquire into
the several matters on the spot and to submit its recommendations for their disposal.

2. The Government is accordingly pleased to appoint a committee consisting of
the Presidency Port Officer and the Superintending Engineer with the Collector ot the
district as President. The committee should meet at Masulipatam at as early a date as
can be arranged. The papers will be forwarded to the Collector.

3. The Government does not approve the Presidency Port Officer’s suggestion
that his Personal Assistant should represent him on the committee. The matter is
one which should receive his personal attentior. on the spot. Coml{lander.l’owell
will report by what date he can be at Masulipatam, and will place himself in com-
munication with the Collector on the subject.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) J. F. PRICE,
: Chief Secretary.
To the Collector of Kistna.
Public Works Department.
Presidency Port Officer.

»

»

Reap—also the following papers :—

From J. N. ATKINSON, Esq., Acting Collector, Kistna District, to the Chief
Secretary to Government, dated Masulipatam, 31st October 1894, Dis,
No. 1152-Eng.

I have the honour to reply to G.0., No. 159, Marine, dated 1st May 1894
(herewith returned with its enclosures), on the subject of the limits of the port of
Masulipatam.

2. The committee appointed by Government in the Government Order above
quoted, viz., the Superintending Engineer, the Presidency Port Officer and the Collector _
(Mr. Rawson), met and considered the question on 18th June 1894.

3. The present difficulty has arisen out of the very loose manner in which the
notification of 1878 defining the port limits was drawn up. The difficulty relates
only, as I have already said in paragraph 2 of my Disposal No. 314-Knglish, dated
16th March 1894, to the western boundary which is described as follows in the
notification :—

“ West.—A line drawn from the pillar at Tavisepudi parallel to the shore, with so much of it
as is within 50 yards of high-water mark spring tides, to the northern head of the creek. The
Masulipatam backwater and viver to the westernmost point of the fort with 80 much of the shores
thereof as_are within 50 yards of ligh-water mark spring tides; and also a line drawn .fron} the
southern head of the creek to the Point Divi parallel to the shore with so much of it as is within
50 yards of high-water mark spring tides.”

4. T should state, first of all, as showing how carelessly the notification is drawn
up, that the ““creek’ and the * Masulipatam backwater” are one and the same thing,
though no one would think so from reading the notification.

5. The committeec were of opinion that the ¢ Masulipatam backwater and river
of the notification must be taken to include its arms and branches. If this is so, the
port limits, as already pointed out in paragraph 6 of my Disposal Number above
quoted, will extend, roughly speaking, along the line of blue pencil crosses in the
enclosed plan No. 3 and will include the whole of the tidal creek, the new wharf anll
rather more than half of the tidal lock,

]
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. POWELL, Egq., Commander, R.I.M., Presidency Port Officer, to the Acting Collector
From W. PO Kistna District, dated Madras, 1st August 1894, No. 1411-C.—133. '

In reply to your reference on C. No. 552-English, dated 16th J uly 189 43 I hm{e the‘ hopour
to inform you that I approve of the amendment put forwa.rd'by thp Superintending Engmeer
and would suggest the draft notification regarding port limits being dra.w’n up accordingly.
All that the port authorities want is complete control over the “ old wharf” or any extension
that may be made to it without at all interfering with the lock or canal banks elsewhere.

2. The enciosures of your letter are herewith returned.

From W. L. C. BADDELEY, Major, R.E,, Superintending Engineer, II Circle, to the
Collector of Kistna, dated Bezwada, 5th September 1894, No, 1251-K.8.

In reference to your reference on C. No. 552-English of 26th August 1394, I have the
honour to inform you that I do not claim any exemption from port dues for this department

when using the port, but I see no reason why the Public Works Department should pay any fees
for work carried on within their own limits,

2. The tidal lock, the canal and the canal banks are only considered as part of the port, in
order that the Port officer may have control over the sea-going boats,

3. The dual eontrol is unavoidable, but T see no reason why matters should not work
smoothly ; this department will pay all the port dues it has hitherto paid, and the port authorities
should not attempt to charge any fresh dues, such as cranage, if we think fit to erect a crane on
the canal banks, or on the lock. I can undertake to say that this department will in no way
interfere with the wharf in the canal, although I believe it was built from Canal funds.

4. T recommend that the notification b
we may pave the way for further difficulties,

From the Presidency Port Officer, to the Collector of Kistna, dated Madras, 24th September
1894, No. 1411-C.—1883. ‘

In reply to your No. 552, dated 11th September 1894, I hav
that it will be sufficient if the new notification gives effect to the
No. 1411—133-0., dated 1st August 1894,

e the honour to inform you
views expressed in my letter

The limits of the Port at Masulipatam,

Drarr Notrrrcarion.

North.—A line drawn due .east from the bound

ary pillar erected near the bungalow at
Tavisepudi to 10 fathoms of water.

South.—A line drawn due east frcm Point Divi to 10 fathoms of water,
West.—A line drawn from the pillar at Tavisepudi parallel to the shore with so much of it

as is within 50 yards of high water mark af spring tides, to the northern head of the Masulipatam
hackwater. The Masulipatam backwater and river with all its arms to the westernmost point of
the Fort, with so much of the shores thereof as are within 50 yards of high water mark af
spring tides, also the Beswada-Bunder canal from the easternmost point of the tidal lock as Jar as the
west rnmost point of the Fort with so much of the land on each side as is within fifty yards of the outer
toe of the bank ; and also a line drawn from the southern head of the Masulipatam backwater to
Point Irivi parallel to the shore with so much of it as is within 50 yards of high water mark af

spring tides.

East,—A line drawn from the eastern extremities of the above-described north and south
limits.

e not again altered, as in trying to define too much
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i 1 i ini be removed

The undersigned is decidedly of opinion that ‘the lock should _

altogether from t}?e limits of the port and placed under the control of the Public

Works Department ; this would not interfere with the collection of port dues.

Whether such dues should be collected from sea-going boats appears to be a question
for the Marine Department.

AK Signed J. PENNYCUICK, Col., R.E,,
15th c?a};zi];;’lwéi. ey Chief Engineer, P.W.D.

No. 255-C.

Transferred to the Marine Department and the original papers returned.

(Signed)  J. PINNYCUICK, Colonel, R.E.,

15th January 1894. Secretary to Govt., P.W.D.

Order—dated 1st February 1894, No. 40, Marine.

! 's will be forwarded (in original) to the Collector of Kistna for full
repor% hgotgfl gglsog;rds the lock and port limits and the question regarding sea-going
)

boats. (True Extract.)

Signed J. F. PRICE
ki Chief Secr:etary.

To the Collector of Kistna,
3 wi(th original papers to be returned.

G.0., dated 1st May 1894, No. 159, Marine.

Read—the following papers :—

rom J. N. ATKINSON, Esq., Acting Collector, Kistna, to t}xe Chief Secretary
I‘romto Government, dated Ma;ulipatam, 16th March 1894, Dis. No. 314-Eng.

e the honour to reply to G.O. (Marine Department), No. 40, dated 1st
Febrlllaf; ‘10894, calling for a report as regards the lock and port limits of Masulipatam
port, and the question regarding sea-going boats.

iftcatd imi find is that
. The only notification of port limits that I have been able to . .
publizhed ?noth); Fort St. George Gazette, dated 6th August 1878, page 443. This
notification runs as follows :—

« North.—A line drawn due east from the boundary pillar erected near the bungalow at
is i to 10 fathoms of water.
Tuv1??1;1;2;}f i—A l?ne (Zimwn due east from the Point Divi to 10 fathoms of water. .
# ‘West —A line drawn from the pillar at Tavisepudi parallel to the shore with so much of‘1t
: ithin' 50 yards of high-water mark spring tides, to the northern head of the creek. Z'%e
3? ¥ X;atum backwater and river to the westernmost point of the fort with 80 much of the shores
/aswf] as are within 50 yards of high-water mark spring tides ; a.nd' also a line dm.wn f_rom‘ t}.le
z(;fﬁfern head of the creek to the Point Divi parallel to the shore with so much of it as is within
ieh-water mark spring tides. -
e Ve (};agf.-lii fﬁa e(lirawn frgm %he eastern extremities of the above-described north and south
limits.” . :

With the north, south and east boundaries we have nothing to do now. The
only point in doubt is the exact meaning of the words I have underlined.

8. Under separate cover I am forwarding three rough plans of the port and its
surrou.ndings, prepared for me from older charts by the present Port officer. The
first of these shows the topography of the Masulipatam river in 1836 ; the second
shows the same on a rather smaller scale at the present day ; and the third is a large
scale plan of the tidal lock, the lower waters of the canal, and the various wharves
and adjuncts of the port. st

4 : The tidal lock had been built before the nOtlﬁCE}thll of 1878 ; and when the -
tidal lock was built, the * tidal creek,” asitis called in. plan No. III, was dug to
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lock with the Masulipatam river as shown in plan No. I. Op the latter
;?:E,e(;{:l :I:i)matioﬂ of the tidal lock and creek has been roughly indicated by the Port
officer.
| rrine to the notification quoted in paragrapl} 2, the Port officer ex resses
fee l?btgvelfitherg the ¢ tidal creek™ can be held to be included in port JimitsI;). He
suggests that possibly the words  ‘“The Masghpatam hackwater and river to the
westernmost point of the fort” are intended to include only the main channel of this
river; and he points out that if this interpretation be corvect, anq i therefore the
 tidal creek ”” leading from the tidal lock be excluded, not only will the tidal lock be
outside port limits, but also the whole of the appurtenances of the port, the wharves,
old and new, including the crane, the goods sheds, customs sheds anq boat moorings,

6. I do not share the Po?t ofﬁcerfs doubt. Tt seems to me clear that not only
the main channel of the Masulipatam river (or backwatex_' as it is indifferently termed)
but every arm, creek, or .bay opening into or out of it which ig subject’ to tidal
influence, is equally within port limits, the test being whether they are subject to
overflow at high water of spring tides. If this be the right interpretation, then the
port limits will extend, roughly speaking, along the line of blue peneil erossés marked
on plan No. ITI and will include the whole of the tidal creek, the new wharf and
rather more than half of the tidal lock, together with the crane erected thep a11:
Mr. Jopp, which has given rise to this correspondence, EVEDIRAY

7. If, then, the Public Works Department crane be withi !
T submit, be no doubt that cranage should be paid for use th‘;g?);t hrzlts(i there can,
to me, further, that the Public Works De 3 nd 1t appears

partment should not be at libert :
ayment of these dues by removing the or erty to avoid
£o¥t Mads, y & the crane beyond the exact boundary line of

8. A glance at plan No. ITI will show that } far th t
. oy ar the larges : i
age and mooring aecomm'odutlon. 18 above the tida}; lock insidggte}):; c:};ffolnt O;t‘ b“ harf-
port limits. The Executive Engineer hag mentioned that the seq. 0in ,g g eyond
a matter of custom, been allowed to enter the ¢ gomg boats have, as

. p anal free i T 5 . )
Engineer opines that the reason of this is because priogt tt(:)l(}gﬁst The .bupermten(_hng
the sea-going boats tied up within the site of the lock.

about this ; but plan No. T shows that before eonstructionIo%atI;l:l lllc(;1 -]?Oth}llg vLreeord
did have access to the fort ditch through the river, Cargo was 1-1011d1 Z&}-gomg ik
at the ““ old gate quay (see plan III), and the boats were berthe((l inethln dt'hose days
9. But this concession of - @ ditch.

: allowing boats to ass thy
discharge cargo above it has led to ot;le considergble incggggnizgielogﬁ ftf:t E}(rﬁd
b e

wharves above the lock are probably all beyond port lim; and. i ‘
of wharfage and similar port due}; there(};n is,P striezrllylvtsép::]l;i:lf Sozlithe lcollectmn
the word “ probably ”” because I am not quite sure of the exact Iirgr:itl ; it :
high water and it is possible that the old gate quay and some of jtg ad'o i i
within 50 yards thereof. junets may be

10. The levy of wharfage on these quays and wharfs above -
directed by my predecessor, Mer. Arundel, in) 1891, on finding thatﬂ#}al;l(’tl)ilatlxrk il
merchants were using these landing-places in order to evade payment of fees ?n z:ﬁd
use of the new wharf and goods-shed which Government had hHuilt below th, oi‘ ke
At that time no question had arisen as to the exact limits o Hipto

f port land :
believed that both the old wharf and old gate quay were Withinpport ?i?nii;_and To.wns

11. The history of these attempts to evade port dues is
Arundel, wishing not to press hardly on those who did not use the wharves for Uiy
fide storage purposes, directed that goods merely in transit from boat to cart or vice
versd, and ‘ deposited only for a short period,” should be exempt from charge
Then the Port officer reported that this concession was being abused, and Su(’ges?ed
the levy of half-fees on goods only temporarily deposited on the wharves. Mr.
Higgens suggested that cargo found on the quays at the end of the working day
(6 r.u.) should be considered as stored there, and charged wharfage. The Port
officer then reported that, to evade this rule, cargo was being removed from the
. quays towards the end of the afternoon to private godowns immediatel
and brought out again after dark. Mr, Higgens then directed that f

rather instructive, Mr.

y adjoining,
ull wharfa ge
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i rgo found on the quay at 6 A.m. instead of 6 p.M. The mer-
ilﬁgzlg Eﬁnll(:infndea(r)lg gg £ivade this rule a(llso, and the Port officer finally on his own
responsibility, without intimation to me, began in June 1893 to levy wharfage on all
goods placed on the quay for whatever length of time. Th? present Port officer says
that this order has worked satisfactorily and asks me to confirm it.

i ious, however, that there is no good my interfering at all until the
limits] %f Itthgsp(?rl;“;e%xacﬂy d(’aﬁned. Th.e Port officer suggests that ;‘o the western
limit should remain at the westernmost point of the fort and t}mt the 5 yards from
high water should be measured from the canal, and that the 25 feet required by thg
Public Works Department for maintaining the canal be deducted from the 50 yards,
But if the 25 feet be deducted, that _w111 leave a st.mp of land on. both sides qf the
canal not within port limits, and will therefore give every facility for continued

evasion of port dues. e .
13. If the canal is to be excluded fl'OII! port limits entirely, boats must be com-
pelled 'to unload below the lock, a/nd this will entail the construction of largely
increased wharfage accommodation. ~ On the other hand, I am not at all sux%e gow the
Public Works Department would regard any proposal to include a portion of the canal
within port limits. I do not think the department ought in reason te opject, for, as
a matter of fact, a part at least of the tidal lock is within port limits, as is also a part
of the southern bank of the canal; and during all these years the Depar!:ment and
srybody else have believed that both banks of the canal at least up to, and including,
fl\lr;rg,ld OZt.e quay are within those limits. If, therefore, Government now formally
sar;ctionitthe inclusion of this area xylthlu the port, the Public Works Department
will be in the same position in which it now believes itself to be.

suggest is that, in the notification of port limits quoted in

# W2h:{c)olvzv Ozglt(ir q’gﬁfwords I have underlined, should be inserted the follow-
ing . — % including,also the Bezwada-Ban@ur_eanal up to the We§t’(,arnmnst point of the
vt W ch of the banks as is within 50 yards thereof.” And in_order to
SOt :}g ml}?’ublic Works Department’s power of control and regulation frpm
PRACINA Je(w overnment might by a departmental order lay down that the Marine
mterferenctb : Tll not be allowed to interfere with the tidal lock or the canal banks,
gﬁlx)ollrxiflxr;eenthzx‘g by collecting such dues as it is authorised by law to collect within port

hmltib I trust I may be permitted to add that I am confident that the late Mr.

: rod is le . 26—282, dated 6th July 1893, was actuated solel
ke Wntm%tilmaﬁtit}?;;l? iheﬁruther,petty disputo)betweén two (}overnmen)tr:
s el tOI i(z;vee not a shadow of doubt that in paragraphs 5, 7 and 9 of his letter
he was writing in a spirit of good-tempered badinage, wl;wh, if out of place in official
communications, was certainly unaccompanied by any animus.

16. I return the enclosures of the Government Order under reply.

paragraph

departments.

No. 693.

' report is forwarded to the Presidency Port Officer and he is
The Collsﬁ%ft Iifll; remarks as to the advisability of appointing a committee
if) hLimself, the Superintending Engineer and the Collector as President, to
he points at issue on the spot.

requested t
consi.stin-g 0
{nquire into§ (Signed)  J. F. PRICE,
T4k April 1894. Clief Secretury.
W.J. POWELL, R.I.LM., Presidency Port Officer, Madras
Fromt(? T}?én %llfiz‘ Secretary to Gov:ernment’, dated Madras, 17th April 1894:

No. 1411—149-G.

. ine Department reference, No. 693, dated 7th April 1894

Wlth retsg):nc:d;;o Il\l![liffle the Eonour to acquaint you, for the information of the
{promiia rte that I ;gree as to the advisability of appointing a committee, as proposed,
Governrr;:?nu’ on the spot would, no doubt, lead to a quicker settlement of the points at
?:Sseme(i]}i?e?-c are, however, several matters requiring my personal attention at Madras,
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and T have also to visit Tuticorin in connection with the pier and reclamation schemes
there. It will thus be inconvenient for me, at present, to proceed to Masulipatam, and
1 would therefore suggest the Personal Assistant to the Presidency Port Officer being
deputed to represent me at the meeting.

Order—dated 1st May 1894, No. 159, Marine.

A perusal of the correspondence convinces Government that matters are not
likely to work smoothly at the port of Masulipatam until the points in dispute between
the officers of the Marine and Public Works Departments are definitely settled. With
this object it appears to be necessary that a committee should be appointed to enquire into
the several matters on the spot and to submit its recommendations for their disposal.

2. The Government is accordingly pleased to appoint a committee consisting of
the Presidency Port Officer and the Superintending Engineer with the Collector of the
district as President. The committee should meet at Masulipatam at as early a date as
can be arranged. The papers will be forwarded to the Collector.

3. The Government does not approve the Presidency Port Officer’s suggestion
that his Personal Assistant should represent him on the committee. The matter is
one which should receive his personal attention. on the spot. Commander Powell
will report by what date he can be at Masulipatam, and will place himself in com-
munication with the Collector on the subject.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) J. F. PRICE,
4 Chief Secretury.
To the Collector of Kistna.
,»  Public Works Department.
,»»  Presidency Port Officer.

Reap—also the following papers : —

From J. N. ATKINSON, Esq., Acting Collector, Kistna District, to the Chief

Secretary to Government, dated Masulipatam, 31st October 1894, Dis,
No. 1152-Eng.

I have the hono.ur to reply to G.O., No. 159, Marine, dated 1st May 1894
(herewith returned with its enclosures), on the subject of the limits of the "port of
Masulipatam.

2. The committee appointed by Government in the Government Order above

quoted, viz., the Superintending Engineer, the Presidency Port Officer and the Collector

(Mr. Rawson), met and considered the question on 18th June 1894.

3. The present difficulty has arisen out of the very loose manner in which the
notification of 1878 defining the port limits was drawn up. The difficulty relates
only, as I have already said in paragraph 2 of my Disposal No. 314—Engliéh, dated
16th March 1894, to the western boundary which is described as follows in the
notification :—

¢ West.—A line drawn from the pillar at Tavisepudi parallel to the shore, with so much of it
as is within 50 yards of high-water mark spring tides, to the northern head of the creek. The
Masulipatam backwater and viver to the westernmost point of the fort with so much of the shores
thereof as are within 50 yards of high-water mark spring tides; and also a line drawn from the
southern head of the ereek to the Point Divi parallel to the shore with so much of it as is within
50 yards of high-water mark spring tides.”

4. I should state, first of all, as showing how carelessly the notification is drawn
up, that the “creek’”” and the “ Masulipatam backwater” are one and the same thing,
though no one would think so from reading the notification.

5. The committee were of opinion that the ¢ Masulipatam backwater and river
of the notification must be taken to include its arms and branches. If this is so, the
port limits, as already pointed out in paragraph 6 of my Disposal Number above
quoted, will extend, roughly speaking, along the line of blue pencil crosses in the
enclosed plan No. 3 and will include the whole of the tidal creek, the new wharf and
rather more than half of the tidal lock.

————

s
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8. You are aware that under the Navigation Rules, the sea-going boats are
allowed to enter the canal free of tolls. The result of this appears to be that these
boats unload their goods within the canal limits and carry them to their private
godowns and thus evade wharfage dues from both departments. It seems only fair
that Government should get something from them either in the form of tolls for
use of tidal lock or of wharfage, and considering the wear and tear caused to the
lock, a proportion of this at least is due to canal funds.

9. In conclusion, I request that the question may be referred to Government for
disposal, so that the powers and duties of the two departments may be defined once
for all.

10. I regret that there has been so much delay in replying to this i‘eference,
which has been caused by more than one unsuccessful search having to be made
amongst the records to try and find more full details.

No. 2332-K.8.

Forwarded to the Chief Engineer, Public Works Depariment, in reply to his
endorsement, No. 2968-C., dated 29th August 1893 (herewith returned).

2. The crane fixed by the Executive Engineer is actually standing on the wall
of the tidal lock.

3. There is no information available in regard to whether the lock should be
considered within the limits of the port, or be considered distinct from the port and
from all authority vested in the Port officer. The Tahsildar has reported that he is
unable to ascertain whether the lock is, or is not, included within the limits of the
port. Under these circumstances it is thought Government should be asked to specify
whether the lock should be considered separate, in every respect, from the jurisdiction

of the Marine authorities or whether it should be considered within port limits and
subject to the usual rules of the port.

4. With regard to paragraph 8 of the Executive Engineer's letter regarding
sea-going boats, it is believed the reason for allowing these boats to pass through the
lock without paying toll is that formerly—that is, before the lock was constructed —
the boats tied up within the site of the lock, and therefore it was considered, after
the lock was built, that they should be allowed to pass through it free of tolls to tie
up at the same place they generally remained at before the lock was constructed.

But whether they should pay port dues is another question, and it is thought it
shouald be settled by the Marine Department.

Camp, MaDRAS, (Signed)  J. W. MARTIN,
17th December 1893. Superintending Engineer, 11 Circle.
MEeMoRANDUM.

Mr. Simpson’s proceedings as reported in paragraphs 8 and 9 of the Port officer’s
letter, No. 26—282, dated 6th July 1893, appear to the undersigned to be of doubtful
propriety ; he observed that the Public Works Department was erecting a crane on
the lock without his permission and, in place of objecting at once, waited until the
crane was completed and used for disposal of material and then came forward with a
demand for payment on account of work done by it.

If the propriety of Mr. Simpson’s action is doubtful, that of Mr. Hearsey’s
language in paragraphs 5, 7 and 9 of his letter is something more.

Mr. Simpson, by refraining from raising the question of whether or not the lock
was within port limits and whether in consequence his consent was necessary to the
erection of the crane until the latter was actually in use, has, in the opinion of the
undersigned, barred himself from raising any claim on this ground to payment for the
work done by the crane, and on any other, such claim is of course an absurdity.



e

/ 24rn Aprir 1895, No. 118, Maring.

r GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

MARINE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—again the follqwing papers :—
G.0., dated 1st February 1894, No. 40, Marine,
Lead—the following papers :—

From Commander H. A. STREET, BIM., Acting Presidency Port Officer,

to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated Madras, 11th August 1893,
No. 1411—277-G.

2. This crane is in addition to the crane referred to in this office letter, No, 1125__
64-G., of 20th F ebruary 1891, and appears to have been erected (Without the sanction
of Government) for departmental purposes, and the consequence is that the ecrane
originally supplied to the port to meet the requirements of Government as well ag of
Private parties and for the use of which a scale of charges was sanctioned—see G.0Os.,
dated 19th June 1891, No. 270, and No. 255 of 22nd July 1892—is not used by the
Public Works Department. ’

3. It seems that the Port officer was under the impression that the orders above
quoted would apply to any crane, and he accordingly billed the Publie Works
Department for work done by the crane erected by the Executive Engineer, and ag
exception was taken to the Port officer’s action, the matter was brought to my notice,

4. I beg to be informed whether the crane erected by the Executive Engineer

is to remain, and if so whether it is to be under the charge of the Port officer or the
Executive Engineer ; also whether any charge is to be made for its use,

5. I append for perusal a copy of a letter from the Port officer op the subject,

——

‘ENcLosuRrgs.

From C, C. HEARSEY, Esq., Port Officer, Masulipatam, to the Presidency Port
Officer, Madras, dated Masulipatam, 6th J uly 1893, No. 26-282.

I have the honour to bring to your notice g question that hag arisen respecting
the power of the Port officer to exercise his authority within port limits on matters
connected with the use of Government property erected within the said port limitg,

2. In due course heavy articles ordered by the Public Works Department for the
bridge works at Bezwada arrived at the port and had to be shifted from the cargo
boats and placed on Public Works Department punts for conveyance by land to
Bezwada. The new crane was used by the Public Works Department " and that
department was duly billed for the charges incurred,
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and I have also to visit Tuticoril_l in connection with the pier and reclamat@on schemes
there. Tt will thus be inconvenient for me, at present, to proceed to Masulipatam, and
T would therefore suggest the Personal Assistant to the Presidency Port Officer being
deputed to represent me at the meeting.

Order—dated 1st May 1894, No. 159, Marine.

A perusal of the correspondence convinces Government that matters are not
likely to work smoothly at the port of Masulipatam until the points in dispute between
the officers of the Marine and Public Works Departments are definitely settled. With
this object it appears to be necessary that a committee should be appointed to enquire into
the several matters on the spot and to submit its recommendations for their disposal.

2. The Government is accordingly pleased to appoint a committee consisting of
the Presidency Port Officer and the Superintending Engineer with the Collector of the
district as President. The committee should meet at Masulipatam at as early a date as
can be arranged. The papers will be forwarded to the Collector.

3. The Government does not approve the Presidency Port Officer’s suggestion
that his Personal Assistant should represent him on the committee. The matter is
one which should receive his personal attention. on the spot. Commander Powell
will report by what date he can be at Masulipatam, and will place himself in com-
munication with the Collector on the subject.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) J. F. PRICE,
_ Chief Secretary.
To the Collector of Kistna.

,,  Public Works Department.

,, Presidency Port Officer.

Reap—also the following papers :—

From J. N. ATKINSON, Esq., Acting Collector, Kistna District, to the Chief

Secretary to Government, dated Masulipatam, 31st October 1894, Dis,
No. 1152-Eng.

I have the honour to reply to G.O., No. 159, Marine, dated 1lst May 1894

{(herewith returned with its enclosures), on the subject of the limits of the port of
Masulipatam.

2. The committee appointed by Government in the Government Order above

quoted, viz., the Superintending Engineer, the Presidency Port Officer and the Collector

(Mr. Rawson), met and considered the question on 18th June 1894.

_ 3. The present difficulty has arisen out of the very loose manner in which the
notification of 1878 defining the port limits was drawn up. The difficulty relates
only, as I have already said in paragraph 2 of my Disposal No. 314-English, dated

16th March 1894, to the western boundary which is described as follows in the
notification :—

“ West.—A line drawn from the pillar at Tavisepudi parallel to the shore, with so much of it
as is within 50 yards of high-water mark spring tides, to the northern head of the creek. The
Masulipatan backwater and river to the westernmost point of the fort with so much of the shores
thereof as are within 50 yards of high-water mark spring tides; and also a line drawn from the
southern head of the creek to the Point Divi parallel to the shore with so much of it as is within
50 yards of high-water mark spring tides.”

4. 1 should state, first of all, as showing how carelessly the notification is drawn
up, that the ¢ creek ”” and the * Masulipatam backwater”” are one and the same thing
though no one would think so from reading the notification. ’

5. The committee were of opinion that the ¢ Masulipatam backwater and river”
of the notification must be taken to include its arms and branches. If this is s0, the
port limits, as already pointed out_ in paragraph 6 of my Disposal Number above
quoted, will extend, rougl.ﬂy- speaking, along the line of blue pencil crosses in the
enclosed plan No. 3 and will include the whole of the tidal creck, the new wharf and
rather more than half of the tidal lock.

«
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

MARINE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—again the following papers :—
G.0., dated 1st February 1894, No. 40, Marine.
Read—the following papers :—

From Commander H. A. STREET, R.I.M., Acting Presidency Port Officer,
to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated Madras, 11th August 1893,
No. 1411—-277-G.

T have the honour to acquaint you, for the information of the Government, that it
has been brought to my notice that the Executive Engineer, Kistna Eastern Division,
has erected a crane on the masonry work of the tidal lock at Masulipatam, ¢ in order,”
as he states,  to facilitate the loading of timber and other articles received at Masuli-
patam by sea for Government use.”

9. This crane is in addition to the crane referred to in this office letter, No. 1125—
64-(., of 20th February 1891, and appears to have been erected (without the sanction
of Government) for departmental purposes, and the consequence is that the crane
originally supplied to the port to meet the requirements of Government as well as of
private parties and for the use of which a scale of charges was sanctioned—see G.Os.,
dated 19th June 1891, No. 270, and No. 255 of 22nd July 1892—is not used by the
Public Works Department. ;

3. It seems that the Port officer was under the impression that the orders above
quoted would apply to any crane, and he accordingly billed the Public Works
Department for work done by the crane erected by the Executive Engineer, and as
exception was taken to the Port officer’s action, the matter was brought to my notice.

4. T beg to be informed whether the crane erected by the KExecutive Engineer
is to remain, ax}d if so whether it is to be under the charge of the Port officer or the
Executive Engineer ; also whether any charge is to be made for its use.

5. T append for perusal a copy of a letter from the Port officer on the subject.

e

“ENCLOSURES.

From C. C. HEARSEY, Esq., Port Officer, Masulipatam, to the Presidency Port
Officer, Madras, dated Masulipatam, 6th July 1893, No. 26-282.

1 have the honour to bring to your notice a question that has arisen respecting
the power of the Port officer to exercise his authority within port limits on matters
connected with the use of Government property erected within the said port limits,

1. The following incident will explain exactly how the above question arose,
When Captain Simpson was Port officer here he went to considerable expense and
trouble to get a good, serviceable crane erected for the. public convenience, and Gov-
ernment sanctioned the levy of the very reasonable charges for the use of the crane
per hoist as proposed by Captain Simpson.

2. In due course heavy articles ordered by the Public Works Department for the
bridge works at Bezwada arrived at the port and had to be shifted from the cargo
boats and placed on Public Works Department punts for conveyance by land to
Bezwada. The new crane was used by the Public Works Department and that
department was duly billed for the charges meurred.
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F .R.Ry.C. VENKATACHELLAM Deputy Collector in ch '
vy MKIi{st}E District, to the Supvrinten’dent of Sea Customs, dated Masulipatam,

9ath April 1893, No. 938-Accts.
I have the honour to request that you wi

early date (1) whether the crane erected by

Divisi d the lock and its arrangements on t .
ul}xgles;otlllfeaxigulations of the Marine Department, and (2) whether the Marine Depart-

> the Public Works Department on account of goods lifted by Publie
w:rtkza]%b};);izggnt crane the same fees as if they are lifted by the port erane.

I further request that you will please quote the authority 1n support.of either
view.

No. 1469,
Department for favour of remarks.
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11 be good enough to let me know at an
the Executive kngineer, Kistna Eastern
he masonry work of the tidal lock, are

evade tk
that he was obstr'ucting the-e ub]iic w l]? %Z;:I':I};inlzort-cﬁaney he doubtless com- d to the Public Works
ermment the Public W ok Ir work, and if gn At wished to make it Referred to the Iubll
s Dep: Y explanations were called f 1t appear
led for by Gov-

the expense th artment w
ey Were putting Gove ould endeavour to make p
rament to by erecti make him responsible f
ng another crane g

8. In order not
- to a enq . :
the next batch of materiapp g ObStmctWe: Captain Simpson did not ; terf
Ol 1nterfere, but as

1 was being g
properly kept a record of work dolzlllg d}Sposed. of by this  Home Rule »
with a view ¢o sending in ih v lcmne it
e usual bills "
; : Referr

9. In the meantj
e g A 1me, and evident i
ngineer of the Kistna Eastern ]g};vlilgitoﬁ I(I‘tﬂ?; o
) A X y LA i
his supposition that he had evadeq t out i

to him that the new crane wa
new crane) he had simply in,

J. F. PRICE,

(Signed)
Chief Secretary.

OOTACAMUND,

92nd August 1893.
? No. 2968-C.
ngineer, 1T (lircle, for remarks.

(Signed)  J. HANNAN,
Ag. Joint Secy. to Govt., Piw.D.

ed to the Superintending E
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. A Fsq., Executive Engineer Kistna Fastern Division, to the
From O A. SMITH, tover, T1 Cirele, dated “th December 1893, No. 4499.

Superintending Engl
9058-K.8., dated 24th November 1893, and reminder

“h vofer ur No.
N Wlt,hlf(geledﬁidtogy?;or:i November 1893, &e., I have the honour to state that as
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8. You are aware that under the Navigation Rules, the sea-going hoats are
allowed to enter the canal free of tolls. The result of this appears to be that these
boats unload their goods within the canal limits and carry them to their private
godowns and thus evade wharfage dues from both departments, It seems only fair
that Government should get something from them either in the form of tolls for
use of tidal lock or Of.wharfage,. and considering the wear and tear caused to the
lock, a proportion of this at least is due t, canal funds.

9. In conclusion, I request that the

question may be referred to Government for
disposal, so that the powers and dutieg

of the two departments may be defined once

10. T regret that there has been go
which has been caused by more than one unsue
amongst the records to try and find more ful] details.

No. 2332-K 8.

Forwarded to the Chief Engineer, Public Works De
endorsement, No. 2968-(., dated 29th August 1893 (herew

2. The crane fixed b
of the tidal lock.

3. There is no information available in regard to whether the lock should be
considered within the limits of the port, or be considered distinct from the port and
from all authority vested in the Port officer. The Tahsildar has
unable to ascertain whether the lock is, or is not, included with
port.  Under these circumstances it is thought Government shoul
whether the lock should be considered separate,
of the Marine authorities or whether it should
subject to the usual rules of the port.

Pariment, in reply to his
ith returned),

y the Executive Engineer is actually standing on the wall

; d be asked to specify
1n every respect, from the jurisdiction
be considered within port limits and

4. With regard to paragraph 8 of the Executive Engineer’s letter regarding
sea-going boats, it is believed the reason for allowing these boats to pass throigh the
lock without paying toll is that formerly—that is, before the lock was constructed—
the boats tied up within the site of the lock, and therefore it was considered, after
the lock was built, that they should be allowed to pass through it free of tolls to tie
up at the same place they generally remained at before the lock was constructed.

But whether they should pay port dues is another question, and it ig thought it
should be settled by the Marine Department.

Caxp, MADRAs, (Signed) J. W. MARTIN,
17¢h December 1893. Superintending Engineer, IT Cirele.
MEMORANDUM,

Mr. Simpson’s proceedings as reported in paragraphs 8 and 9 of the Port officer’s
letter, No. 26—282, dated 6th July 1893, appear to the undersigned to be of doubtfyl
propriety ; he observed that the Public Works Department wag erecting a crane on
the lock without his permission and, in place of objecting at once, waited until the
crane was completed and used for disposal of material and then came forward with a
demand for payment on account of work done by it.

If the propriety of Mr. Simpson’s action is doubtful, that of Mr, Hearsey’s
language in paragraphs 5, 7 and 9 of his letter is something more.

Mr. Simpson, by refraining from raising the question of whether or not the lock
was within port limits and whether in consequence his consent was necessary to the
erection of the crane until the latter was actually in use, has, in the opinion of the
nndersigned, barred himself from raising any claim on this ground to payment for the
work done by the crane, and on any other, such claim is of course an absurdity.
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The limits of the Port at Masulipatam,

DrarT NOTIFICATION.
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The limits of the Port at Masulipatafh,

Drarr NorrricaTiox.

i ﬁortk.’—A ﬁne drawn due .east from the boung s S
'.I.:avisepudi to 10 fathoms of water. undary pillar ereoted noar the bungalow at

South.—A. line drawn due east from Point Divi to 10 fathoms of water

West.—A. line drawn from the pillar at Tavisepudi il iy £
as ig within 50 yards of. high water mark a¢ spripg ti?ies, &a:ﬁgﬁogl:;}r% 81}119(:!.1‘:1a :? illlmso l'yfmucl.1 of it
backwater. The Masulipatam backwater and river wit) 477 its arms to the west asulipatam
the Fort, with so much of the shores thereof as are within 50 yards of westernmost point of

ine ti : h water mark at
spring tides, also the Bezwada-Bunder canal from the east g lng 8
west: rnmost ,poz'nt of the Fort with so much of the land ons :;c,;a”i;sdtepa? ':: ;{t;»,:: t;idal i, ab the

toe of the bank ; and also a line drawn from the southern head of the Masuf by yards of the outer

East.—A line drawn from

Tt the eastern extremitieg of the above-described north and south

1 b

10. The dispute between the two departments that gave rise to this correspondence, has
nothing to do with their dual control over the canal but about a question of cranage, which will
‘be dealt with below.

11. We are of opinion that the definition of the western boundary contained in the not;-
fication of 1878 should be amended so as clearly to include the tidal lock, the canal and the
canal banks within port limits, a reservation being made that the control at present exercised
by the Department of Public Works over them is not to be interfered with. Practically,
this alteration will simply give sanction for the same state of things as has always existed
hitherto.

12. As regards cranage, it is also agreed by the committee that the Department of Public
Works should pay all the port dues it has hitherto paid and that the Port officer should not
attempt to charge any fresh dues such as cranage, if the Department of Public Works think fit
to erect a crane on the canal banks or on the lock. The Superintending Engineer gives the
assurance that his department will in no way interfere with the wharf in the canal, although he
believes it was built from Canal funds.

13. A notification drawn up in terms of the committee’s resolutions is appended. A plan ta
illustrate it was submitted with the Collector’s No. 1152-English, dated 31st October 1894.
The alterations proposed by us are underlined. The note at the foot of the notification is
intended to give effect to the agreement mentioned in the last preceding paragraph. :

(Signed) J. N. ATKINSON,
Acting Collector, Kistna.
) W. L. C. BADDELEY, Major, R.E.,
Superintending Engineer, II Cirele.
£ gy W. POWELL, Commr., R.I.M.,
Presidency Port Officer.

From W. POWELL, Esq., Commander, R.I.M., Presidency Port Officer, to the Acting Collector,
Kistna District, dated Madras, 1st August 1894, No. 1411-C.—1383.

In reply to your reference on C. No. 552-English, dated 16th July 1894, I have the honour
to inform you that I approve of the amendment put forward by the Superintending Engineer
and would suggest the draft notification regarding port limits being drawn up accordingly.
All that the port authorities want is complete control over the “ old wharf” or any extension
that may be made to it without at all interfering with the lock or canal banks elsewhere.

2. The enciosures of your letter are herewith returned.

From W. L. C. BADDELEY, Major, R.E., Superintending Engineer, II Circle, to the
Collector of Kistna, dated Bezwada, 5th September 1894, No. 1251-K.8.

In reference to your reference on CNo. 552-English of 26th August 1994, I have the
honour to inform you that I do not claim any exemption from'port dues for this department
when using the port, but I see no reason why the Public Works Department should pay any fees
for work carried on within their own limits,

2. The tidal lock, the canal and the canal banks are only considered as part of the port, in
order that the Port officer may have control over the sea-going boats.

3. The dual control is unavoidable, but T see no reason why matters should not work
smoothly ; this department will pay all the port dues it has hitherto paid, and the port authorities
should not attempt to charge any fresh dues, such as cranage, if we think fit to erect a crane on
the canal banks, or on the lock. I can undertake to say that this department will in no way
interfere with the wharf in the canal, although I believe if was built from Canal funds.

4. T xecommend that the notification be not again altered, as in trying to define too much
-wo may pave the way for further difficulties.

e

From the Presidency Port Officer, to the Collector of Kistna, dated Madras, 24th September
1894, No. 1411-C.—183.

In reply to your No. 552, dated 11th S.eptember 1894, T have the honour to inform you
that it will be sufficient if the mew notification gives effect to the views expressed in my letter
No. 1411—133-C., dated 1st August 1894.




Drarr NorrricaTion.

5 L;ortk.—A ﬁne drawn due .
Tavisepudi to 10 fathoms of it st from the boundary pillar erected near the bungalow at'

A:'g::a.—:ﬁine d(.irmwnfdue east from Point Divi to 10 fathoms of water

. West.—A line drawn from the pillar at Tavi i :

as is within 50 yards of high wat pvisepudi parallel to the sh i i

Sl ThS Masuﬁpagmwa a.%ll.{;l::::- a: spring t1de§, to the northern he(::. c:vfli}fxemMﬁ:stol?pgtf lt
. am

the Fort, with so much of the shores thflall'%o?';;r aﬁtﬁ allgts arms to the westernmost point of

_ East—A line dr
ooty awn from the eastern extremities of the above-described north and
and south

- N.B.—Nothing in this noti
with the rights of tlzZ Publizs P%izﬂ

1t shall be open to the Publ
n 1 LPublic Work
the abovementioned limits without ;;aiejz@

M'”— ey v ol 77 R S IR

F————r -.‘ - B il "-i':,““-'_*','v» % ,‘Elwif——'-jfr ,_,
g = N

A o

The limits of the Port at Masulipataih. } } %

9

6. This, however, brings us fo the further difficulty that it is hard to understand
why the other half of the tidal lock was excluded as well as the old wharf and other
port appurtenances lying on the north bank of the canal.

7. The tidal lock and creek as well as the canal were in existence at the time of
the notification of 1878 and it seems inconceivable why they were not mentioned in it.
There is no doubt that the tidal creek and the wharves on it have always been regarded
as belonging to the port, as also has the © old wharf” on the north bank of the canal.
But this latter wharf could not be in port limits unless the canal is also in these limits.
And it follows therefore that at the time the notification was drawn up, the canal must
have been regarded as within port limits. Why, therefore, it was not included in the

notification it is very difficult to understand. B

8. Only three possible explanations have suggested themselves, but none of them

geom very probable :—

(@) That when the notification was drawn up, the canal was régarded as part
of the ¢ Masulipatam backwater and river.”—This is improbable, as the canal was
then just as it is now, separated from the river by a tidal lock, and at a different
level from it altogether. It seems very unlikely, therefore, that the canal could have
been mistaken for the river in 1878 ; though, of course, that might have been possible
long before when the old fort ditch occupied the place where the canal now is, and,
I presume, ran direct into the river.

(b) That for some reason unknown, the 01(_1 wharf, &ec., on the north bank of
the canal were deliberately excluded from fott limits.—This also seems improbable.

(¢) That the notification was drawn up by some one who had no personal
knowledge of the locality.—And this really seems to be the only possible explanation,
though I admit the improbability of even this one.

9. The committee agreed that the canal and its banks have always been
practically (in spite of the notification) within the port limits. And the Superintend-
ing Engineer has no objection to their remaining so, provided the control which his
Department exercises, and always had exercised, over the canal and the tidal lock is
not interfered with. There has practically always been a sort of dual control in this
way, the Public Works Department having managed the canal and the lock in the
same way as they would manage any other canal or any other lock under their control,
while the Port officer has authority over loading and unloading operations on the
wharves and banks. This arrangement has always worked without friction, and there
seems 1o reason why it should not continue to work in the same satisfactory manner
in future. No other arrangement seems feasible, s it is absolutely necessary that the
Public Works Department should not be interfered with in their working of the
canal, and at the same time the Port officer must have power to supervise the loading

and unloading of boats.

10. The dispute between the two departments that gave rise to this correspond-
ence had nothing to with their dual control over the canal, but was about a question

of cranage, which will be dealt with below.

11. The committee were of opinion that the definition of the western boundary
contained in the notification of 1878 should be amended so as clearly to include the
tidal lock, the canal and the canal banks within port limits, a reservation being made
that the control at present exercised by the Public Works Department over them is
1ot to be interfered with. Practically this alteration will simply give sanction for the
same state of things as has always existed hitherto.

12. As regards cranage, the Superintending Engineer says as follows in paragraph
3 of his No. 1251 K.8., dated 5th September 1894 : ¢ This department will pay all the
port dues it has hitherto paid and the Port authorities should not attempt to charge any
fresh dues, such as cranage, if we think fit to erect a crane on the canal banks or on
the lock. I can undertake to say that this department will in no way interfere with
the wharf in the canal although I believe it was built from canal funds’’ In his
No. 1411-C—183, dated 24th September 1894, the Presidency Port Officer assents to

this arrangement.

B ey .
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13. I append the notification with the modifications proposed by the committee.
The alterations proposed are underlined. The note at foot of the notification is
intended to give offect to the agreement mentioned in the last paragraph.

14, A plan is also enclosed to illustrate the notification.

e

J ENCLOSURE.
?J.n.v‘""’ [Tae _ﬁmits of the port ab Masulipatam.]
. 4 Dyaft Notification.

North—A line.drawn due east from the boundary pillar erected near the bungalow at
Tavisepudi to 10 fathoms of water.

South.— A line drawn due east from Point Divi to 10 fathoms of water.

West.—A line drawn from the pillar at Tavisepudi parallel to the shore with so much of it
as is within §0 yards of high-water mark af spring tides, to the northern head of the Masulipa-
tam backwater. ~The Masulipatam’backwater and river with all its arms to the westernmost point
of the fort, with so much of the shoxes thereof as are within 50 yards of high-water mark a¢
spring tides,.also the Beswada-Bandur capal from the easternmost point of the tidal lock as far as the
westernmost point of the fort with so0 much of the land on cach side as is within 50 yards of the outer
toe of the bank ; and also a line drawn from the southern head of the Masulipatam backwater to
Point Divi parallel to the shore with so much of it as is within 50 yards of high-water mark af
spring tides.
lim'tEaSt.—A line drawn from the eastern extremities of the above-described north and south
its.
! N.B.—Nothing in this notification shall gire the Marine Department any power to interfere with

shall be open to the Fublic Works Department to erect cranes or._carry on wol

; 8it. k of any kind withi
the above-mentioned limits without reference {0 the Marine Department, v 25 gald

 ——

W 4 No. 2276.

b The letter submitted by the Collector does not comply with G.0., dated st

May 1894, No. 159.

9. The report of the committee has not been placed before Government. It
should be in the usual form and signed by each member of the committee.

3. Copies of the letters referred to in pardgraph 12 of the current should have
accompanied it.

(Signed)  J. F. PRICE,

19¢h November 1894. Clhiej Secrelary.

To the Collector of Kistna.

e

From J. N. ATKINSON, Esq., Collector of the Kistna District, to the Chief

Secretary to Government, dated Masulipatam, 6th March 1895, Dis.
No. 251-Eng. | : ’

With reference to 6.0, No. 2276, Marine, dated 19th November 1894, I have the
honour to submit herewith the report of the committee convened under G.O
No. 159, Marine, dated 1st May 1894, for the adjudication of disputes Tegarding'tﬂé
port. limits of Masulipatam, signed by all the members thereof—Presidency Port
Officer, the Superintending Engineer and myself.

9. As directed in the last sentence
Superintending Engineer’s letter, dated s, of the Government Order under reference,

September 1894, No. 1251-K.8. copies of the marginally-noted letters
Presidency Port Officer’s letter, dated 24th referred to in my Dis, No. 1162-English
September 1894, No. 1411-C.—183. dated 81st October 1894, are encloseé

for the information of Government,

“\ the rights of the Public. Works Department over the tidal loek, t/ e canal and the canal banks, and ut '

L
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ey . . B, ; . 'O v 59
the Members of the Port Limits Committee appointed by Government 1 G.0., No. 159,
Sk lir?arizg: g:ted 1st May 1894, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated Masulipatam, |

#th December 1894.

i i i 9, Marine,
We. the members of the committee, appointed by Government in G.0., No. 159, ;
dated 1(;% May 1894, on the subject of the port limits of Masulipatam, have the honour to report

as follows. ¢

3 : ) . 3 1 the
9. We, the members, iz, the Superintending Engineer, the Presidency Port Officer an
Collector (1\’/Ir. Rawson), met at Masulipatam and considered the question on 18th June 1894.

S

-

_ The present diffienlt has arisen out of the very loose manner in which the notificationt
of 18378 deﬁrlx)ing the port lgymits was drawn up. The difficulty relates on}y, as already statq%
in paragraph 2 of the Collector’s letter to Government, Disposal No. 314-English, dated 16t
March 1894, to the western boundary, which 18 described as follows 1n the notlﬁesmm} t—

« JWest.—A line drawn from the pillar at Tavisepudi parallel to the shore, with so much
of it as is within 50 yards of high water mark spring tides, to the northern head of thﬁ cree}l;.
The Masulipatam backwater and river to the westernmost point of the Fort, with so much of the

shores thereof as 18 within 50 yards of high water mark spring tides; and also a line drawn

from the southern head of the ecreek to the Point .Divi para.llel to the shore with so much of it
as is within 50 yards of high water mark spring tides.

4. We should state first of all, as showing how carelessly the notification was drawn up,
that the “:rseecl);u” and the * Masulipatam .ba,ckw:.ter » are one and the same thing, though no one
would think so from reading the notification.

5. We are of opinion that the ¢ Masulipatam baekwa.tor and river” of the nofifieation must d
be taken to include its arms and branches. - If this is so the port limits, as already pointed out

in paragrnph 6 of the Collector’s Disposal No. above quoted, \\fﬂl extend, roughly speakirg;

along the line of blue pencil crosses in the plan No. 3 already submitted by the Collector with his
letter, Dis. No. 1152-inglish, dated 31st October 1894, and will include the whole of the tidal
creek, the new wharf and rather more than half of the tidal lock.

6. This, however, brings us to the further difficulty that it is hard to understand why the
other half of the tidal lock was excluded, as woll as the old wharf and other port appurtenances
lying on the north bank of the canal.

7. The tidal lock and oresk as well as the canal were in existence at the time of the
notification of 1878 and it seems inconceivable why they were not mentioned in it. There 18 no
doubt that the tidal creek and the wharves on it have always been regarded as belonging to the
port, as also has the “ old whart ”” on the north bank of the canal, DBut this latter wharf could
not be in the Port limits unless the canal is also in these limits. And it follows therefore that,
at the time the notification was drawn up, the canal must have been regarded as within port
Limits. Why, therefore, it, was not included in the notification it is very difficult to understand.

8. Only three possible explanations have suggested themselves, but none of them seem very
probable:

(a) That when the notification was drawn up, the canal was regarded as part of the
« Masulipatam backwater and river.” This is improbable, as the canal was then just as it1s
now, separated from the river by a tidal lock and at a different level from 1t altogether.
It seems very unlikely, therefore, that the canal would have been mistaken for the river in 18?8,
though, of course, that might have been possible long before when the old Fort ditch occupied
the place where the canal now is, and, we presume, ran direct into the river. :

(b) That for some reason anknown, the old wharf, &e., o0 the north bank of the canal

wero deliberately excluded from the Port Jimits ; this also seems improbable.

@ That the notification was drawn up by some one who. ha.d_ no personal knOW_ledge
of the locality. And this really seems to be the only possible explanation, t ough we admit the

impossibility of even this one.

9. We are agreed that the canal and its banks have always been practically (in spite of the
notification) within the port limits. And we have no objection to their remaining 80, provided
that the control which the Department of Public Works exercises, and always has exercised, over
the canal and the tidal lock is not interfered with. There has p;actxcally always been a sort of
dual control in this way, the Department of Public Works having manaied the canal and the
lock in the same way as they would manage &ny other canal or any other lock under their
control, while the Marine Department has authority over loading and unloading operations
on the wharves and banks. This arrangement.has always w_orked without f_mctwn and there
geems to be no reason why it should not continue to work in the same satisfactory manner
in future. No other arrangement seems feasible as it is absolu@ely necessary that the Department
of Public Works chonld ot be interfered with in their working of the canal, and ab the same
time the Port Officer must have power to supervise the loading and unloading of boats.
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; ; between the two departments that gave rise to this correspondence, has
noth;nog' ;Ehdeodvlvsilt)ﬁt’sheir dual control over the canal but about a question of cranage, which will
Yo dealt with below. Msat :

11. We are of opinion that the definition of the western boundary contained in the noti-

Gion of 1878 should be amended so as clearly to include the tidal lock, the canal and the
fica’ 1101,; ks within port limits, a reservation being made that the control at present exercised
canaihea%epartment of Public Works over them is mot to be interfered with. Iractically,
Egis a.lterat:lon will simply give sanction for the same state of things as has always existed

hitherto. ]
12. As regards cranage, it is also agreed by the committee that the Department of Public

ould pay all the port dues it has hitherto paid and that the Port officer should not
:&Zﬁ;ts%o ehaggz any fresl?dues such as cranage, if the Department of Public Works think fit
to erect a crane on the canal banks or on the lock. The Superintending Engineer gives the
assurance that his deparbment will in no way interfere with the wharf in the canal, although he
bolieves it was built from Canal funds.

13. A notification drawn up in terms of the committee’s resolutions is appended. A plan to
{llustrate it was submitted with the Collector’s No. 1152-English, dated 31st October 1894.
The alterations proposed by us are underlined. The note at the foot of the notification is
intended to give effect to the agreement mentioned in the last preceding paragraph. :

(Signed)  J. N. ATKINSON,
Acting Collector, Kistna.
€ ) W. L. C. BADDELEY, Major, R.E,,
Superintending Engineer, 1T Circle.
(e W. POWELL, Commnr., R.I.M.,
Presidency Port Officer.

From W. POWELL, Esq., Commander, R.I.M., Presidency Port Officer, to the Acting Collector,
Kistna District, dated Madras, 1st August 1894, No. 1411-C.—133.

In reply to your reference on C. No. 552-English, dated 16th July 1894, I have the honour
to inform you that I approve of the amendment put forward by the Superintending Engineer
and would suggest the draft notification regarding port limits being drawn up accordingly.
All that the port authorities want is complete control over the ¢ old wharf ” or any extension
that may be made to it without at all interfering with the lock or canal banks elsewhere.

9. The enciosures of your letter are herewith returned.

From W. L. C. BADDELEY, Major, R.E., Superintending Engineer, II Circle, to the
Collector of Kistna, dated Bezwada, 5th September 1894, No. 12561-K.8.

In reference to your reference on C#No. 552-English of 26th August 194, I have the
honour to inform you that I do not claim any exemption from port dues for this department
when using the port, but I see no reason .Why the Public Works Department should pay any fees
for work carried on within their own limits.

9. The tidal lock, the canal and the canal banks are only considered as part of the port, in
order that the Port officer may have control over the sea-going boats.

3. The dual control is unavoidable, but I see no reason why matters should not work
smoothly ; this department will pay all the port dues it has hitherto paid, and the port authorities
should not attempt to charge any fresh dues, such as cranage, if we think fit to erect a crane on
ks, or on the lock. T can undertake to say that this department will in no way

gl'?eg?;'ael v:)iiﬁ the wharf in the canal, although I believe it was built from Canal funds.

4. T recommend that the notification be not again altered, as in trying to define too much
we may pave the way for further difficulties.

P

dency Port O
From the Presidency £ 1894, No, 1411-C.—183.

In reply to your N0
it will be sufficient if the ne
%lgf 11:1‘7——133-0., dated 1st August 1894.

fhcer, to the Collector of Kistna, dated Madras, 24th September

our No. 552, dated 11th September 1894, I have the honour to inform you
w notification gives effect to the views expressed in my letter

&
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and I have also to visit Tuticorin in connection with the pier and reclamation schemes
there. It will thus be inconvenient for me, at present, to proceed to Masulipatam, and
I would therefore suggest the Personal Assistant to the Presidency Port Officer bein

deputed to represent me at the meeting. :

Order—dated 1st May 1894, No. 159, Marine.

; A perusal of the correspondence convinces Government that matters are not
likely to work smoothly at the port of Masulipatam until the points in dispute between
the officers of the Marine and Public Works Departments are definitely settled. With
this object it appears to be necessary that a committee should be appointed to enquire into
the several matters on the spot and to submit its recommendations for their disposal.

2. The Government is accordingly pleased to appoint a committee consisting of
the Presidency Port Officer and the Superintending Engineer with the Collector ofg the
district as President. The committee should meet at Masulipatam at as early a date as
can be arranged. The papers will be forwarded to the Collector.

3. The Government does mnot approve the Presidency Port Officer’s suggestion
that his Personal Assistant should represent him on the committee. The matter is
one which should receive his personal attention on the spot. Commander Powell
will report by what date he can be at Masulipatam, and will place himself in com-
munication with the Collector on the subject.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretury.
To the Collector of Kistna. hief Secretury
,,  Public Works Department.
*,, Presidency Port Officer.

Reap—also the following papers :(—

From J. N. ATKINSON, Esq., Acting Collector, Kistna District, to the Chief

Secretary to Government, dated Masulipat 31st 1
T oL y ipatam, 3lst October 1894, Dis,

I have the honour to reply to G.0., No. 159, Marine, dated lst May 1894

(herewith returned with its enclosures), on the subject of the limits of the “port of
Masulipatam.

2. The committee appointed by Government in the Government Order above

quoted, viz., the Superintendi_ng Engineer, the Presidency Port Officer and the Collector
(Mr. Rawson), met and considered the question on 18th June 1894.

3. The present difficulty has arisen out of the very loose manner in which the
notification of 1878 deﬁnipg the port limits was draw}rrn up. The difficulty relates
only, as I have already said in paragraph 2 of my Disposal No. 314-English, dated

16t_h Mgrch 1894, to the western boundary which is described as follows in the
notification :— "

“ West.—A line drawn from the pillar at Tavisepudi 1lel i i

T e : ; parallel to the shore, with so much of it
as 1s yxthm 50 yards of high-water mark spring tidI;s, to the northern head of the creek. The
Masulipatam backwater and viver to the westernmost point of the fort with so much of the shores
thereof as are within 50 yards of ligh-water mark spring tides ; and also a line drawn from the
southern head of the creek to tho Point Divi parallel to the shore with so much of it as is within

50 yards of high-water mark spring tides.”
4. T should state, first of all, as showing how carelessly the notification is drawn

up, that the ¢“creek’” and the “ Masulipatam backwater ”’ d i
th(;ugh no one would think so from reaﬁing the notiafli:;tioz?e iy o

5. The committee were of opinion that the ¢ Masulipatam backwater and river ”
of the_nqtlﬁcatlon must be _taken to include its arms and branches. If this is so, the
port limits, as already pointed out in paragraph 6 of my Disposal Number above
quoted, will extend, roughly speaking, along the line of blue pencil crosses in the

enclosed plan No. 3 and will include the whole of the tidal creek
rather more than half of the tidal lock. P R Eni s (R e
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sed on cargo found on the quay at 6 A.M. instead of 6 p.m. The mer-

Bl}];;i}c(: }"oeull?lfneans to gevade this rule also, and the Port officer finally on his own

:esponSibﬂitY7 without intimation to me, began in June 1893 to levy wharfage on all

oods placed on the quay for Whutevgr length of time. The pre:sent Port officer says
that this order has worked satisfactorily and asks me to confirm it.

192. It is obvious, however, that there is no good my interfering at all until the
limits of the port are exactly defined. The Port officer suggests that ¢ the western
Jimit should remain at the westernmost point of the fort and that the 50 yards from
high water should be measured from the canal, and that the 25 feet required by the
Public Works Department. for maintaining the canal be deducted from the 50 yards,”
But if the 25 feet be deducted, that will leave a strip of land on both sides of the
canal not within port limits, and will therefore give every facility for continued
evasion of port dues.
13. Tf the canal is to ba excluded from port limits entirely, boats must be com-
pelled to unload below the lock, and this will entail the construction of largely
increased wharfage accommodation. On the other hand, I am not at all sure how the
Public Works Department would regard any proposal to include a portion of the canal
within port limits. T do not think the department ought in reason to object, for, as
a matter of fact, a part at least of the tidal lock is within port limits, as is also a part
of the southern bank of the canal; and during all these years the Department and
everybody else have believed that both banks of the canal at least up to, and including,
the old gate quay are within those limits. If, therefore, Government now formally
sanctions the inclusion of this area within the port, the Public Works Department

will be in the same position in which it now believes itself to be.

14. What I would suggest is that, in the notification of port limits quoted in
paragraph 2 above, after the words I have underlined, should be inserted the follow-
ing :— “including also the Bezwada-Bandur canal up to the westernmost point of the
fort with so much of the banks as is within 50 yards thereof.” And in order to
preserve the Public Works Department’s power of control and regulation from
interference, Government might by a departmental order lay down that the Marine
department will not be allowed to interfere with the tidal lock or the eanal banks,
otherwise than by collecting such dues as it is authorised by law to collect within port
limits.

15. T trust I may be permitted to add that T am confident that the late Mr,
Hearsey, in writing his letter, No. 26—282, dated 6th July 1893, was actuated solely
by a desire to settle amicably the rather petty dispute between two Government
departments, I have not a shadow of doubt that in paragraphs 5,7 and 9 of his letter
he was writing in a spirit of good-tempered badinage, which, if out of place in official

communications, was certainly unaccompanied by any animus.
16. I return the enclosures of the Government Order under reply.

No. 693.

The Collector’s report is forwarded to the Presidency Port Officer and he is
requested to submit his remarks as to the advisability of appointing a committee
consisting of himself, the Superintending Engineer and the Collector as President, to
inquire into the points at issue on the spot.

(Signed) J. F. PRICE,

Tth April 1894. Clief Secretary.

e

From Commander W. J. POWELL, R.I.M., Presidency Port Officer, Madras,
to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated Madras, 17th April 1894,
No. 1411—149-G. ;

With respect to Marine Department reference, No. 693, dated Tth April 1894
(herewith returned), I have the honour to acquaint you, for the information of the
Government, that I agree as to the advisability of appointing a committee, as proposed,
as a meeting on the spot would, no doubt, lead to a quicker settlement of the points at
issne. There are, however, several matters requiring my personal attention at Madras,

m—
o ——

]

conneet the lock with the Masulipatam river as shown in plan No. I. On the latter

pfﬁ'm, the situation of the tidal lock and creek has been roughly indicated by the Port
officer.

' 5. Referring to the notification quoted in paragraph 2, the Port officer expresses
a doubt whether the ¢ tidal creek” can be held to be included in port limits. He
suggests that possibly the words “The Masulipatam backwater and river to the
westernmost point of the fort " are intended to include only the main channel of this
river ; and he points out that if this interpretation be correct, and if therefore the
« tidal creek ” leading from the tidal lock be excluded, not only will the tidal lock be
outside port limits, but also the whole of the appurtenances of the port, the wharves,
old and new, including the crane, the goods sheds, customs sheds and boat moorings.

6. T do not share the Port officer’s doubt. It seems to me clear that not only
the main channel of the Masulipatam river (or backwater as it is indifferently termed)
but every arm, creek, or bay opening into or out of it which is subject to tidal
influence, is equally within port limits, the test being whether they are subject to
overflow at high water of spring tides. If this be the right interpretation, then the
port limits will extend, roughly speaking, along the line of blue pencil crosses marked
on plan No. ITI and will include the whole of the tidal creek, the new wharf and
rather more than half of the tidal lock, together with the crane erected thereon by
Mr. Jopp, which has given rise to this correspondence.

7. Tf, then, the Public Works Department crane be within port limits, there can,
T submit, be no doubt that cranage should be paid for use thereof. And it appears
to me, further, that the Public Works Department should not be at liberty to avoid
payment of these dues by removing the crane beyond the exact boundary line of
port lands.

8. A glance at plan No. ITI will show that by far the largest extent of wharf-
age and mooring acoommodation is above the tidal lock inside the canal and beyond
port limits. The Executive Engineer has mentioned that the sea-going boats have, as

! a matter of custom, been allowed to enter the canal free of tolls. The Superintending

Engineer opines that the reasom of this is because prior to construction of the lock
the sea-going boats tied up within the site of the lock. I can find nothing on record
about this ; but plan No. I shows that before construction of the lock, sea-going boats
did have access to the fort ditch through the river. (Cargo was landed in those days
at the ¢ old gate quay ” (see plan I1I), and the boats were berthed in the ditch.

9. But this concession of allowing boats to pass through the lock free and
discharge cargo above it has led to one considerable inconvenience, in that the
wharves above the lock are probably all beyond port limits, and, if so, the collection
of wharfage and similar port dues thereon is, strictly speaking, illegal. 1 use
the word ¢ probably 7 because I am not quite sure of the exact limit of spring tide
high water and it is possible that the old gate quay and some of its adjuncts may be

within 50 yards thereof.

10. The levy of wharfage on these quays and wharfs above the tidal lock was
directed by my predecessor, Mr. Arundel, in 1891, on finding that the boatmen and
merchants were using these landing-places in order to ovade payment of fees for the
use of the new whart and goods-shed which Government had built below the lock.
At that time no question had arisen as to the exact limits of port lands, and it was
believed that both the old wharf and old gate quay were within port limits.

11. The history of these attempts to evade port dues is rather instructive. Mr.
Arundel, wishing not to press hardly on those who did not use the wharves for bona
fide storage Purposes, directed that goods merely in transit from boat to cart or vice
versd, and “ deposited only for a short period,” should be exempt from charge.
Then the Port officer reported fhat this concession was being abused, and suggested
the levy of half-fees on goods only temporarily deposited on the wharves. Mr.
Higgens suggested that eargo found on the quays at the end of the working day
(6 p.ar) should be eonsidered as stored there, and charged wharfage. The Port
officer then reported that, to evade this rule, cargo was being removed from the
quays towards the ond of the afternoon to private godowns immediately adjoining,
and brought out again after dark. Mr. Higgens then directed that full wharfage

g )
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The undersigned is decidedly of opinion that the lock should be removeq
altogether from the limits of the port and placed unger the control of the Public
Works Department ; this would not interfere with the collection of port dues.

Whether such dues should be collected from sea-going boats appears to be a question
for the Marine Department.

CHEPAE, (Signed) J. PENNYCUICK, Col., RE,
15¢h January 1894. Chief Engineer, P.W.D,

——

- No. 255-C.
Transferred to the Marine Department and the original papers returned.
(Signed)  J. PENNYCUICK, Colonel, R.E.,
156th January 1894.

Secretary to Govt., P.W,D.

Order—dated 1st February 1894, No. 40, Marine,

The papers will be for

warded (in original) to the Collector of Kistna for full
report, both as regards the 1o

ck and port limits and the question regarding sea-going
boats.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary,
To the Collector of Kistna,
with original papers to be returned.

———

G.0., dated 1st May 1894, No. 159, Marine,
Read—the following papers :—

FromJ. N. ATKINSON, Esq., Acting Collector, Kistna, to the Chief Secretary
to Government, dated Masulipatam, 16th March 1894, Dis. No.

314-Eng.
I have the honour to reply to G.O.

(Marine Department), No. 40, dated 1st
February 1894, calling fora report as regards the lock and port limits of Masulipatam
| port, and the question regarding sea-going boats,

2. The only notification of port limits that T have been able to find is that
published in the For¢ Sz George Qazette, dated 6th August 1878, page 443. This
notification runs as follows :— :

“North.—A line drawn due east from the boundary pillar erected near the bungalow at
Tavisepudi to 10 fathoms of water.
*“ South.~A line drawn due east from the Pojnt Divi to 10 fathoms of water.

* West.—A line drawn from the pillar at Tavisepudi parallel to the shore with so much of it

as is within 50 yards of high-water mark spring tides, to the northern head of the creek. 7%e
Masulipatam backwater and river to the westernmost point o

: f the fort with so much of the shores
thereof as are within 50 yards of high-

A-water mark spring tides ; and also a line drawn from the
southern head of the ereek to the Point Divi parallel to the shore with so much of it as is within
50 yards of high-water mark spring tides.

“ East.—A line drawn from the eastern extremities of the above-described north and south
limits.”

With the north, south and east boundaries we have nothing to do now. The
only point in doubt is the exact meaning of the words T have underlined. '

3. Under separate cover I am forwarding three rough plans of the port and it
surroundings, prepared for me from older charts by the present Port officer, The
first of these shows the topography of the Masulipatam river in 1836 ; the second
shows the same on a rather smaller scale at the present day ; and the third is g large
scale plan of the tidal lock, the lower waters of the canal, and the varioug wharves
and adjuncts of the port.

4, The tidal lock had been built beforq the notification of 1878 ; and when the
tidal lock was built, the “tidal creek,” as it is called ipn Plan No, ITI, ag dug to

i
i

igati the sea-going bhoats are
: e that under the Navigation Rules, going, bo
8'd thotn?:i ?lf:;aganal free of tolls. The result of this appears to thh that t.,l;:;;:
3n;:;’eunlgad utheir goods within the canal limits émd (;m'ryt theI:I[lt :gem:infl);l e
. rom both departments. S y fa
o thus evade wharfage dues from : : / o
Dt thing from them either in the form o
t should get something from |
thztof(} gi‘:g‘lnlrf)l(?l? or of Whgrfage, and considering the wear and tear caused to’ the
ilosck a proportion of this at least it due to canal funds.
?

1 1 be referred to Government for
lusion, I request that the question may
dispogs;,llgoct?kﬁft%cie ,pOWGI‘iIS and duties of the two departments may be defined once
)

for all.

1 lying to this reference,
t there has been so much delay in replying to
h'c}ioilaIs I‘ﬁ%;zt cztf:sed by more than one unsuccessful search having to be made
i , i
;Vmongst the records to try and find more full details.

No. 2332-K.8S.

Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, in reply to his
Forwarc hief Engineer, Public Works De
endorsgfneﬁdeNdotOZSt)Iflig-(/‘., dated 29th A,ugust 1893 (herewith returned).

, No.

9. The crane fixed by the Executive Engineer is actually standing on the wall
of the tidal lock.

3. There is no information available inb regard 1t({pv;r}:1eitslgie;ctthf(—;(}r(;el§hZhg;urlgaItl)(ei
0 ithin the limits of the port, or be considerec .
conmﬁ{egug;lcfx};il;; vested in the Port officer. The ‘Tahsildar h.a,}sl 'relt)ﬁ:tel(iimti}::to?i h1:
frOntl)l to ascertain whether the lock is, or is not, included wltl 111;) DR Ll
unat d Under these circumstances it is thought Government shou ; e ihé R ey
(ﬁ‘ ther the lock should be considered separate, in every respect, _Ilc‘l(;{n : ﬂJ; S
Wf fheeMarine authorities or whether it should be considered within p
gubject to the usual rules of the port,

ive Engineer’s letter regarding
i gard to paragraph 8 of the Executive Eng :
4. Wlf;tsr e{'t is beli[;ved the reason for allowing these boatskto passofllgz::é;tl; dt}:e
T:(?l;g:;ﬁ%out pa’ying toll is that formerly—that 13, E}efor? theiio:‘:, 8‘qw(a;(sincs‘ bl
i ithin the site of the lock, and therefore as ' >
st baptn, Hpd 1 LS. : ass through it free of tolls to tie
¢ ilt, that they should be allowed to pass g s . '
theatoilﬁev:zsnlebu;le;.ce they generally remained at before the lock was construected
up

v L it
But whether they should pay port dues is another question, and it is thought i
| should be settled by the Marine Department.

Signed J. W. MABTIN, .
172:%1;,0071\51223:{:’93. ( lgnSch)erintqmd[ng Engineer, 11 Circle.
MeMorANDUM.

i i 8 and 9 of the Port officer’s
4 ’s proceedings as reported in paragraphs _ :
lettele II;T-OSI'%]-)—?—O‘;S‘Z,Pdated 6th July 1893, applfar Dto thi undterifslggeg:iﬁg 0: g:;;);f:n
A oryved that the Public Works Departmen , 1o ie
Proprleltiy “,7 i}éﬁoﬁ?sﬁ: permission and, in place of ol_)]ectmg at once, “;i;txigr (;lnvtrlilthh:
iy as completed and used for disposal of material and then came
giﬁ:nv(; for payment on account of work done by it.

9
he propriety of Mr. Simpson’s action is doubtful, that of Mr. Hearsey’s
i ulaf&g i‘; II))arZIt)gI‘aPhS 5, 7 and 9 of his letter is something more.
anguag

isi 1 he lock
i ining from raising the question of whether or IT(‘)t t
Mr. _Slmpsf llli’rrt)iyt,ﬁr:fnr?lusvhgther in cons%quenge his consent was necessary Otfo de
was within %Of ane until the latter was actually in use, has, in the ol'mnmzf t}:
epection: o l‘ttr (3 ed himself from raising any claim on this ground to pfl? m%qt or th
undir&(lilgs: (})’y 1?;12 crane, and on any other, such claim is of course an absurdity.
work do

A
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From M.R.Ry. C. VENKATACHELLAM, Deputy Collector in charge of the Treasury,
Kistna District, to the Superintendent of Sca Customs, dated Masulipatam,
22th April 1893, No. 938-Accts.

I have the honour to request that you will be good enough to let me know at an
early date (1) whether the crane erected by the Executive Engineer, Kistna Fastern
Division, and the lock and its arrangcments on the masonry work of the tidal lock, are
under the regulations of the Marine Department, and (2) whether the Marine Depart-
ment can levy on the Public Works Department on account of goods lifted by Public
Works Department crane the same fees as if they are lifted by the port crane.

I further request that you will please quote the authority in support of either
view.

No. 1469.
Referred to the Public Works Department for favour of remarks.
OoTACAMUND, (Signed) J VB, PRICE,
22nd August 1893. ¢ Chief Sceretary.
No. 2968-C.

Referred to the Superintending Engineer, IT Circle, for remarks,

(Signed)  J. HANNAN,

29(h August 1893. Ayg. Joint Secy. to Govt., P.W.D.

From C. A. SMITH, Fsq., Executive Engineer, Kistna Eastern Division, to the
Superintending Engineer, 1T Circle, dated 7th December 1893, No. 4499,

_ With reference to your No. 2058-K.8., dated 24th November 1893, and reminder
No. 1266-K.8., dated 23rd November 1893, &c., I have the honour to state that as
the two subjects—i.e., the fixing of a crane on the tidal lock and the demarcation of
port lands—are practically the same, I propose to treat them as one,

2. In July 1892 my predecessor, Mr. Jopp, thinking that the charges made by
the Marine Department for loading the workshop timber were too high, sanctioned an
estimate for Rs. 195 for putting in order one of the old wooden cranes then lying in
the stores at Bezawada and fixing it on the tidal lock in order to keep down as much
as possible the cost of the timber,

3. The crane was accordingly putin order and fitted up in January 1898 at g
cost of Rs. 95 and the timber on arrival from Rangoon was lifted by it and loaded on
to the Government punts.

4. The Port officer there, on the grounds that the tidal lock and consequently
the crane was within port limits, sent in a bill to this department for lifting the logs
although they had been lifted by our own crane.

5. The bill was disputed and reference was mads to you in this office No. 5819,

dated 23rd Jannary 1893. It is impossible to ascertain either from our records o

from those of the Revenue Department what are the port limits as far as the canal ig
concerned and it appears to be necessary for Government to decide the question,

6. I may point out that the Port officer of Bandur has apparently not realized
that this department and the Railway department are distinet, The number of heavy
articles other than timber arriving at Bandur for this department 1is not many and
it was probably more for the Railway requirements than for ours that the new port
crane was found necessary.

7. I do not think that, in any case, the Marine Department should have any

authority over the canal or lock, but it appears to be necessary to have something
definitely settled between the two departments.

g 4

3. Captain Simpson was naturally annoyed by the payment of these billg being
objected to, but on Captain Simpson producing the Government Order authorising the
charges they were paid.

Y, I regret to say that this incident seems to have strained the hitherto perfect
relations existing between the Marine and Public Works Departments in these ports.

9. For, under orders from Bezwada, the Assistant Engineer actually erected a
dangerous-looking wooden crane on the lock-head under the impression, doubtless,
that he was going to have it all his own way and do his own hoisting and thus score
generally off the already injured Port offieial,

6. The consequence is that Government has been put to the unnecessary ex-
pense of having to pay for crane No. 2 and at the same time is suffering a direct loss
by crane No. 1 being boycotted. ;

7. On Captain Simpson becoming aware of the course that was being adopted by
the Public Works Department to evade the use of the port crane, he doubtless com-
menced to consider that the Public Works Department wished to make it appear
that he was obstructing their work, and if any explanations were called for by Gov-
ernment the Public Works Department would endeavour to make him responsible for
the expense they were putting Government to by erecting another crane.

8. In order not to appear obstructive, Captain Simpson did not interfere, but as
the next batch of material was being disposed of by this ¢ Home Rule ”’ crane he very
properly kept a record of work done with a view to sending in the usual bills.

9. In the meantime, and evidently not a little to the astonishment of the Execu-
tive Engineer of the Kistna Eastern Division, Captain Simpson proceeded to point out
to him that the new crane was being erected without his permission, and contrary to
his supposition that be had evaded the payment of crane charges (by erecting a brand
new crane) he had simply incurred the same charges at an altogether useless expense,
the only difference being one of locality. Both the cranes being situated within
gazetted port limits he would feel obliged by an early remittance of the charges as per
bills for work being done as soon as they were sent in.

10. At this stage of the proceedings, T have the honour te state that T took over
charge from Captain Simpson and the first intimation I received of the unnecessarily
disturbed state of local departmental feeling was on receipt of an official letter (a copy
of which I have the honour to append) frem the Deputy Collector in charge of the
Kistna Treasury requesting to know on%what authority cranage was charged for
weights hoisted by the Public Works Department crane, to which I had the honour to
reply quoting Government notification No. 59, Marine Department, of 22ud July 1892,
of the Fort St. George Gazette, dated 26th July 1892, under which notification the
Port officer is diStil’lCtly authorized to levy ehurges for any work done with port
cranes. I have also appended a copy of this letter with a view to showing that I
endeavoured to pacify rather than aggravate the feelings of the important department
concerned.

11. T was in hopes that this letter would have terminated what appeared to me
to be a childish controversy from the outset, but as the question has arisen I will
endeavour to make the most of it by suggesting that the present opportunity be taken
to adjust finally some decided inconsistencies which existin connection with the rather
anomalous position of both the Marine and Public Works Departments (Canal depart.
ment) situated as they are at Masulipatam ““ one inside of the other” instead of
“ decently side by side.”

1t is owing to the instinctive ohjection that all minor heads of departments have
to being overridden by minor heads of other departments that similar possibilities for
much aaste of time and misdirection of energy are created and seldom if ever
neglected.

12. 1 therefore request that you will be good enough to favour me with your
views in connection with the power I possess to levy cranage for work done by the
crane which is situated on port limits,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

MARINE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—again the following paper : —
G.0., dated 1st February 1894, No. 40, Marine,
Read—the following papers j—

From Commander H. A. STREET, R.LM., Acting Presidency Port Officer,

to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated Madras, 11th August 1893,
No 1411—-277-G.

I have the honour to acquaint you, for the information of the Government, that it
has been brought to my notice that the Executive Engineer, Kistna Easter
has erected a crane on the masonry work of the tidal lock at Masuli
as he states, “to facilitate the loading of timber and other articles
patam by sea for Government use.”

2. This crane is in addition to the crane referred to in this office letter, No. 1125—
64-G., of 20th February 1891, and appears to have been erected (without the sanction
of Government) for departmental purposes, and the consequence i8 that the crane
originally supplied to the port to meet the requirements of Government as well as of
private parties and for the use of which a scale of charges was sanctioned—see G.0s.,

dated 19th June 1891, No. 270, and No. 255 of 22nd July 1892—is not used by the
Public Works Department. \

n Division,
patam, ‘“in order,”
received at Masuli-

3. It seems that the Port officer was under the impression that the orders above

quoted would apply to any crane, and he accordingly billed the Public Works
Department for work done by the crane erected by the Executive Engineer, and as
exception was taken to the Port officer’s acgn, the matter was brought to my notice.

4. 1 beg to be informed whether the &rane erected by the Executive Engineer
is to remain, and if so whether it is to be under the charge of the Port officer or the
Executive Engineer ; also whether any charge is to be made for its use.

5. I append for perusal a copy of a letter from the Port officer on the subject.

———

ENoLosURES.

From C. C. HEARSEY, Esq., Port Officer, Masulipatam, to the Presidency Port
Officer, Madras, dated Masulipatam, 6th J uly 1893, No. 26-282,

I have the honour to bring to your notice a
the power of the Port officer to exercise his authority within port limits on matters
connected with the use of Government property erected within the said port limits,

1. The following incident will explain exactly
When Captain Simpson was Port officer here he went to considerable expense and
trouble to get a good, serviceable crane erected for the public convenience, and Govy-
ernment sanctioned the levy of the very reasonable charges for the use of the crans
per hoist as proposed by Captain Simpson. :

2. In due course heavy articles ordered by the Public Works Departﬁlent for the

question that has arisen respecting

how the above question arose.

bridge works at Bezwada arrived at the port and had to be shifted from' the cargo

boats and placed on Public Works Department punts for conveyance by land to
Bezwada. The new crane was used by _the Public Works Department and that
department was duly billed for the charges incurred.
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