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@.0., &c., 24th April 1895,
Nos. 118, 119.

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 o
the ——, and 1 G ent of India

to ganotion t blicatio _mo
making certain alterations in the limits of
pul't.
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Nos. 118, 119, MARINE.
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il 18956, No. 118, Marine. .

o recommendations of the committee, the members
. Tndian Ports Act, X of 1889, the sanction of the

ed to the proposed alteration of the limits of the

will report on the question of sea-goingjbogtp
referred to in the communications of the

“dues which i8
“Engineers, dated 17th December 1893 and 156th January

" nded to the draft notification will be omitted. The matter will
ent of India.

1 byaeondve orders on receipt of a reply from the Governm

(True Extract.) |
J. ¥. PRICE,
Chief Secrelary.
¢ Works Department). ;
i

C8. & (through the Publi
& sl

R

mxmry to the Government of India, Finance and Commerce
W#Oe&ummnnd, 94th April 1895, No. 119, Marine. :
: § 6.0, No. 118 of this date embodying the

ward copy O . :
inted tgzonsider certain questions which had arisen betes0
The committee

: o authorities at the port of Masulipatam. nmitt
¢ the western bounda of the port as fixed by the notification
dated 24th Jul 1878,"{10. 385, requires modification, as it does
places which s{ould undoubtedly be within port limits. e

ent in the conclusions and recommendations of the

ted to request that, under section 5 (1) of the ok

t of India may be obtained ol

o sanction of the Governmen i
of the port of Masulipatam. A map

limits accompanies.
NOTIFICATION.

f Kistna were declared b

- imits of the port of Masulipatam in the district o
) pu%euﬁ t:n :Jage 2:3 of th; Forltioft.l Genrge Gasetie, dated the 6th August 1878,
dw < it is expodient to alter t o limits :— ;

e i bx'er:igﬂumhe powg::d] conferred by section & of the Indian Ports Act (X of 1889) and
with the previous sanction of the Govemor-General.m Council, the Governor 0 Fort St.
George in '‘Couneil is pleased to alter the limits of the said port and to declare that the piecise
extent of these limits shell in futuie be as follow, namely :—

d ' the boundary pillar erected noar the bungulow at

: to 10 fathoms of water.

: ir Point Divi to 10 fathoms of water. :

g iy u;oast et a?"l‘a#i;epndi hore with so muoch of it
ing tid

PO  of hi termarkatanngt s b
AL withm ;50 T Of':!a%hatxwkwuu andPrive: with x;:ll its arms to the W =
L it R hores thereof as are Wi ards of DIgR TIECE LEOL
“”‘"ﬁ‘éaﬁf‘*.i'?o ‘:L‘:"%:iw:“&.‘ undor canal from the oasioryre s :%%;; e
, 3 : . ch of t nd on each 68818 Wi JLUY -yl
int of the Fort with so mu o{:n :1 tho southern head of the Masulipata:

of it as is within 50 yerds

2 e ; Eu A m .
?i :i{::uier t’,;;1 of the bank ; and also a line drawn

~ packwater to Point Divt parallel to the shore with 80 much
. water mark at spring tides. el g
East.— A line drawn from the eastern oxtremities of the ‘ubove-d‘ ribed north

Ead O. A, Moonooswamy.
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12 24ra Aprin 1895, Nos. 118, 119, Marine.
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From W. PUWELL, Esq., Commander, R.I.M., Presid P
Kistna District, dated Madras, 18t A;gsllmfnlogg 4,°§£f§iﬁli’_%"f§?3%0tmg Collector,

In reply to your reference on C. No. 552-Engli 3

; . No. 552-English, dated 16th Jul

to dmfm'n]);1 you that I approve of the amendment put forward by theyS}li(‘c)arti'nIte}::izz thl% ke

‘Xlu tivo: suggest the draft notification regarding port limits being drawn u g !(lglneer

i ma tﬁe Poar(; authorities want is complete control over the « old wharf” orpa e
at may be m e to it without at all interfering with the lock or canal banks ehewﬁfreemmm

9. The enciosures of your letter are herewith returned.

From W. L. C. BADDELEY, Major, R.E., Superintendi
" y , R.E., Bupe tend i :
Colloctor of Kistna, dated Bezwada, 5th ge?tr:a;%e;nlg%};}?%g? W R et

In reference to your reference on C. N ‘ngli
’ n C. No. 552-Fnglish of 26th A g

11:3:;:1:1 :& m:l(irm yr(tm bthat I do not claim any exomptiogn from port du:sg lfI:: lt;l?: ’dIe har\;e -
g the port, but I see no reason why the Public Works Department should pay;p:nymf?;:

for work carried on within their own limits.

9. The tidal lock, the canal and the canal bank i
order that the Port officer may have control overai:rlllessz;?g(:)?xllé %(Lr;stliered g w An Y

. 8. The dual control is unavoidable, but Is :
he ¢ ; 5 ee no reason why matt
:Lno‘(fl?lgoi: 121&2 gﬁagnéﬁx;f gv;ﬂinpa.? al%ltge port dlllles it has hitherto p};id, anr:h:h[?gg asgﬁo:i,:i:]:
; y fresh dues, such as cranage it we think fi
the canal banks, or on the lock. I can undertak o A o e, bt
t ) i ] : o to say that th il i
interfere with the wharf in the canal, although I believe itywa: buﬂl: f(j:gaxé;x:gitfx{l}lsm s

4. T recommend that the notificati 1 i i
o i - Lol d{ﬁgg.ullzgs})e not again altered, as in trying to defire too much

e

FrOiIl the I l'esidency Port Oﬁicer tO the ector O K]s‘ na l t
4 b3 COH E t f i
’ : ; ; 3 1 Qd Ma,dms, 24th beptember

s Iﬁ; ;ei%lybtao szgﬁlcx;eio.i ff)iﬁ; iztvevdn:tli{til; tS.epter_nber 1894, I have the honour to inform you
Np. e O dsted ik et 1694, ation gives effect to the views expressed in my letter

The bimits of the Port at Ha.sulipatam.

Drarr NOTIFICATION.

North.—A line drawn due . W ?
Tavisepudi to 10 fathoms of w‘;:er.e ast from the boundary pillar erectod near tho bungalow at

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

s Zﬁfi.:.')AO ?::d‘:‘;;“ fi“:lmthe pillar at Tavisepudi parallel to the shore with so much of it
backu'atér. The M&Bﬂli tgam baeo!“k:!uk at n’}g tldeﬁ, to the northern head of the Masulipatam
tho Fort, with so much o A" sh ater and river with all its arms to the westernmost point of
. 3 ti:ia& e Bos oot B‘:m:i ores thereof as are within 50 yards of high water Ex:rk ot
P . g o ar ih I;ca a-1 er canal from the casternmost point of the tidal lock as fa o
;oga m;zox bpo;rn; of da1 ert u:uh s0 much of the land on each side as 18 within fifty ya;'ds 0 t;: e
: lggix‘:{ hievi ;: tm:l“m“&?e’:i‘;ee d:;;nmfmmmu }’clhefs?uthe:m ‘head of the Masulipatam ba{;ﬁ-w;t:ru tg
spring tides. ‘ : c e _“ vls-w;“thm 50 yards of high water mark a?
“Fast.=A line drawn from the gastern extremities of the above-described north and south

limits.

-
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- 18. Iappend the notification with i 44
: h the modifications

proposed by the committee

| The alterations proposed are underlin

s PR PR erlined. The

intended to give effect to the agreement mentione ;l(i)x‘;etl?: lfaz(t)tp :f the 1:mtiﬁcation is
ragraph.

: 14 %{P‘;ﬁn is also enclosed to illustrate the notification

%

—

"' No. 2276.

 The letter submitted b' th
May 1894, No. 150. y the Collector does not. comply with G.0O., dated lst
0., dated 1s

9. The report of the commi

5 e ttee h

should be in th it

‘ e usual form and signed by each memblzl;l(zefd‘}‘?ed;ore Qé)vernment. It
ommittee,

3. Copies of the lett ;
accompanied it, ers referred to in paragraph 12 of the current shoul
' should have

19th November 1894.
To the Collector of Kistna.

(Signed) J. F.- PRICE.
Chiey Secr,elary.

. FromJ. N. ATKIN
SON, Esq., Collector of the Kistna District, to th
, to the Chief

Secretary to Go
No. 251-Eng. verument, dated Masulipatam, 6th March 1895, D
b, Dis.

~ With reference to G.O
! 0., No. 2276 :
honour to submit her pige ) Marlne, dated 19th N
~ No. 159, Marine, dat :&eﬂ ltﬂil;hel Sxéeport of the committlg\ee:) Vg(r)r;ber 1894, T have the
¥ 4, for the adjudication of di:;l;ltzd SRR Kol
s regarding the

~ port limits of Masulipatam, si
f Me 1 signed b
Oﬁcer?r the Superintending ’En‘gineer gn: l;;}xszl;xx T g i
self. o1

i ermt o i 2. As dire i
Pé’e : e?m nﬁ Q%D ﬁ‘(’j"‘i’;g : lff"g" dated 5th ©f the Gnovex'nmzfl;ftdo;'3e:;'hli3 (liaSt Pl
Tt s ’1;%; : nder reference
e ber 1584, g 14“‘0?:,. 1%aai;ecl 24th referred to in my Dis. No. 1152-Engl ’
; | : . No. -English,
for the information of Government

Excrosures.

From the Meﬁxbers of the P i mm
! ort Limits Commi i
Marine, dated 1st May 18! Clt:‘.ee appointed by Governm in G.0., N
8th De(,;ember 1894, Py i Ovemn egltl’tdzlted' ;s“h'ol; 15159,
G ) M atam,

We, the members of the i
ttee, appol
dated 1st May 1894, on t committee, appointed by Government i
as follows. y 5 on the subject of the port limits of Masulipa?aml,nhg:) fixelil(:;n] 59,tMar ine,
our to report

92, 'We, the members, viz,, the Superi i
s ViZi, uperintending Engi i T,
Collector (Mr. Rawson), met at Masulipatam andg cons%‘zlgizg’ ttl}lls (ﬁ::é?o??;fl‘g&g i
) une 1894,

8. The present diffienlty has ari

4 ; y has arisen out of the very loo i i

of 1878 defining the port limits was drawn up. They difﬁi?llt:; ?‘Elirtelsn oml;rlc:sth(f uosiﬁcation :
, a8 already stated

in paragraph 2 of the Collector’s letter to Gov al No. 314-1
‘ 7 ernment, Disp glish, dated )
March 1894, to the western boundary, which is described asu;oﬁi)v}rs ix?.thii;o‘t?ﬁéli' L
ation : —

« West.—A line drawn from the pi ‘avi
il e : o pillar at Tavisepudi paral :
O s o ostoms o e the e Hoad of e
oz : o the westernmost point of X e creek.
shores thereof as is within 50 yards of high water marlf slgril?g t&gﬁ?rf;nglt;szoalﬁyoh ((1): the
M me awn

#rom the southern head of the creek to the Point Divi parallel to the shore with so much of it
ch of it

as is within 5 yards of high water mark spring tides.”
4. We should state fiist of all, as showi .
: i . i ll, owing ho Y
tha;:l (tlh:i, : ereok ” and th o Masuliputam backw;ter ’?Vai:?xllzsigdtif notxﬁcatl_on was drawn up,
Wwo ink 8o from reading the notification. o same thing, though no one
5. We aro of opinion that the “Masuli
; I ipatam backwate iver "’ o
be taken to include its arms aud branches. If this is so th;a;grzl ﬁzits,oistgﬁ;(g;ﬁ;ag}of (;n “s:
inted ou

copies of the marginally-noted letters

dated 31lst October 1894, are enclosed‘

Jetter, Dis. No-

- doubt that the tida! creek an

M AP PP SR "~
e e
RARARAAR A

PSS LN o aanamiad

Aprin 1899, Nos. 118, 119, MariNE. 1t

AP LIS

241H

AT, e A

in paragraph 6 of the Collector’s Disposal No. above quoted, vyill extend, roughl :
alozg tlg\e 11i)ne of blue poncil crosses in the plan No. 3 already squ.ltfed by the Colgl'eetyo:p:;‘t%%%
1152-English. dated 31st October 1894,'and will include the whole of the tidal
creck, the new wharf and rather more than half of the tidal lock. |

. This, however, brings us to the further difficulty that it is hard to understand
6. This, ho g Juded, as well 88 thie old wharf and other port 3PPUﬂ:ani};:

other half of the tidal lock was €xC
lying on the porth bank of the canal.
7. The tidal lock and creek 88

notification of 1878 an

well as the canal were in existence at the time of the
d it seems ;nconceivable why they were not mentioned in it. There is no
t have always been regarded as belonging to the

d the wharves on. 1
bank of the canal DBut this latter wharf could

the “old wharf 7’ on the gortll ) e © :
ort 1 also in_these limits. And it follows therefore that,

ification was drawn up. t}le canal }nust. have .been regarded as within port
the NOLESRE, ¢ included 10 the notification it is very difficult to understa.}x);:i.

Why, therefore, it Was B0
tod themselves, but none of them seem very

limits. :
ble explanations have sugges

8. Only three possi

robable :
P the canal was regarded as part of the

(¢) That when the gallgn WO i /

“« p ator and river. This is improbablé, as_the canal was then just as itis

m?:fﬂasn;gpg:a} b?:})‘;‘]“tie iver by 8 tidal lock and at a different level from it altogether.

It séemspvery unlikely that the can.si)llwy uld l%a.vfe beerilmlsit:t}llkenl(floi the river in 178,
: ' . 1t have been ssible long belore W en the old Fort diteh o 4

gugh 0L faen i ':,v:nd, wepgresume, ran direct into the river. ot s

he old wharf, &e., on the north bank of the canal

the place where the canal nOW ln Tt
' 0 : X 3
5) ‘Ihat for some 168 : its ; this also seems improbable.

4 from the Port lim
ded from n up by some one who had no ersonal knowledge
though we admit the

notification Was drawn up,

were deliberately I?Xdut'ﬁ sl
. otificatio : :
of the locgalil;;?rflt tAz(f this really seems b0 bo the only possible explanation,
impossibility of even this one. :
: 9 Weyare agreed that the canal and its banks have always been practically (in spite of the
nO’Ciﬁo.a.tion) within the po limits. And we have no objection to their remaining so, provided
that the control which t artment of Public Wo;];a exercises, and always has exercised, over
the canal and the tidal lock is not interfered with. Phere has practically always been a sort of
dual control in this ey t artment of Public Works having managed the canal and the
lock in the same Way &5 they would manage any other canal or any other lock under their
control, while the Marine De artment has authority over loading and unloading operations
on the wharves and banks. This arrangement 1108 always worked without friction and (o
geems to be 1O reason Why it should not qontumt? to work in the same satisfactory manner
in future. No other arrangement seems fegs_;ble_as it is ahsolutely necessary that the Department
f Public Works sh i seome JO8E,) B0 their working of the canal, obd, ot the wiliiis
of Public the loading and unloading of boats.

ts that gave rise to this correspondence, has

time the Port Officer must supervise
cen the two depertmen a :
but aboub a question of cranage, which will

10. The dispute betw
nothing to ;o wilt)h their dual control over the canal

be dealt with below. : o
at the definition of the

inion th :
11, We are of 0PI o nded so 88 clearly to in

wostern boundary contained in the noti-
clude the tidal lock, the canal andn(:hle
ade that the control at present exercised

i hounld be ame .
g;’nggafkgsmmt}sxi:u port Jimits, & reservation being m . ;
by the De artment of Public Works over them is not to be ml:,erfered “with. Practically,
Y. P ction for the same state of things as has always existed

this alteration will simply give ol
ced by the committee that the Department of Public

hitherto. it is also agr
e, 1t 18 aiso & 4 .
12. As regards eranag 2:t dues it has hitherto paid and that the Port officer should not
if the Department of Public Works think fit

W d pay all the P
attzgxi;t s?gx:,lhafg"y any fresh dues such as crarage, r ‘ ;
to ercet a crane on the canal banks or on the lock. The Superintending Engineer gives the
assurance that his department will in no way interfere mth the wharf in the canal, although he
believes it was built from Canal funds. 9 RSB
'13. A notification drawn up in terms © the oommi 08’8 Te80 utions is appended. A plan to
illustrate it was submitted witE the Collector’s No. 1152-English, dated 3l1st October 1894,
The alterations proposed by us are underlined. The note at the foot of the notification is
iuto;idb& to give effect to the agteemant mentioned in the last pre'gedmg paragraph.
: (Signed) J. N. ATKINSON, ;

: Acting Collector, Kistna.

1) W. L. C. BADDELEY, Major, R.E,,
Superintending Engineer, II Circle.

i) W. POWELL, CQommr., RIM,, V
Presidency Port Officer.
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El.L, Bsq., Commander, R.I.M., Presidency Port Officer, to the Acting Colleot
Fl'om w. Pu,‘]v(i;tuﬂ Dis:lriot, dated Madras, 1st August 1894, No. 1411.C.—133. g o

P P PRI P25 s
v PRSI,

. g S

o your reference on C. No. 552-Fnglish, dated 16th July 1891, I have the hovour
to inform. you that I agprove of the amendment put forward by the Superintending Engineer
and would suggest the draft notlf_‘lca.tmn regarding port limits being drawn up accordingly.
A1l that the port authorities want 1s (}omplem control over the * old wharf” or any extension
ﬁt may be made to it without at all inverfering with the lock or canal banks elsewhcre.

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-Knglish 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.

.. 8. The dusl 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, it 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.

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 1lth September 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—1833-C., dated 1st August 1894.

The limits of the Port at Masulipatam.

Drarr 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 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
backwater. 'The Masulipatam backwater and river with all its arms to the wgstemmost point of
the Fort, with so much of the shores thereof as are within 50 yards of high water mark af
gpring tides, also the Besicada-Bunder canal from the easteynmost poind rj Ih.e ta}dv‘al lock as far as the
west rnmost point of the Fort with so much of the land on each side as 18 within fifty yards of the outer
toe of the bank ; and also a line drflwn from the sputhgm bea.»d of the Masulipatam backwater to
Point I1ivi parallel to the shore with so much of it as is within 50 yards of high water mark af

Spl'ing tideﬂ. 3
East. A line drawn from the ecastern extremities of the above-described north and south
limits.

8 24ta Arrin 1895, Nos. 118, 119, Marine.

A A A AP AN AP
e

there. It will thus be inconvenient for me, at present, to proceed to Masuli :
1 would therefore suggest the Personal Assistant to th:a Presidency Port 8{%3: l;e?:d
deputed to represent me at the meeting. 8

and T have also to visit Tuticorin in connection with the pier and reclamation #meg

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.

9. The Government is accordingly pleased to appoint a committee consistin
the Ifres' ency Port Officer and the Superintending Eugineer with the Collector ofg tl?i
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’ i
that his Personal Assistfmt should represent him on the );mmmittee. Tsix:ugg::goit;
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. Lapddel
,,  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. e

I have the honour to reply to G.O., No. 1569, Marine, dated 1st M:
(herewith returned with its enclosures), on the subj’ect of th:a limits of theay 011'%9:
Masulipatam. 4

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 i I
notification of 1878 defining the port limits was dra\zn up. Tzeng;ﬁl:ulvglf&att};
only, as T have already said in paragraph 2 of my Disposal No. 314-English, dated
16:% hti;fu-ch 1891, to the western boundary which is described as follows ’in the
notification :—

“ West.— A line drawn from the pillar at Tavis?udi parallel to the shore, with so much of it

as is within 50 yards of high-water mark spring tides, to the northern h
Masulipatam backwater and river to the westernmost point of the for: witl? as% ?}futl;zeq(}% Mo{‘,;:
tker;e‘:f rgshara w;l,fl;n 50 ia;’daﬂff ll)u'qla;wger mark spring tides; and also a line drawn from the
southern head of the creek to tho Point Divi 1 t i i
R i i el g parallel to the shore with so much of it as is within
4, 1 shn‘\‘ﬂd stat;?, first of all, as showing how carelessly the notification is drawn
up, that the ¢ creek aqd 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 andpbmnchas. If this is :o‘,retl;xe

port limits, as already pointed out in paragraph 6 of my Disposal Number ab
quoted, will extend, roughly speaking, along the line of blue pg(t)wil crosseﬁri‘:l :}‘;:

rather more than half of the tidal lock.

enclosed plan No. 3 and will include the whole of the tidal creek, the new wharf and
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found on the quay at 6 a.Mm. instead of 6 .M. The mer-

ghould be levied on cargo :
chants found means to evade this rule
ibility, without intimation to me,

also, and the Port officer finally on his own

_gonnect the lock with the Masulipatam rive :
ver as shown in plan No. I. On the latter \
began in June 1893 to levy wharfa
ge on all

officer.
5. Referring to the notification quoted in e length of ti
- R paragraph 2 oods placed on the quay for whatever length of time. The present Port offic
B d°‘;§:ﬂ'f’£?¥():£&y‘ t‘hial‘;:gg ”“Cf;‘;ll b(iw held toggg) incfugleedPi()lft p?)ﬂ:c?? expre&;;g %hat th};s order has worked satisfactorily and asks me to confirm it. i
; ) e i rt limits. . . . k i i ] A
e .“Eaatefnmost point of the fort” are intended tzs‘ilxlllcﬁi?;n blaCkWB'ter and river st" th: 3ol s J1 18, OOTOCH s e(i' ’ th:t th?ll"fleli’gl(‘)t gﬁf%%e?iumterf;en:ﬁg a}:‘ g
e ﬂf’ﬁm %?,Polnt,s out that if Phis interpretation be only the main channel of this hm!ts of .the port, 81 gt te m(;st oint of the fort agc%e:hst that oot
g idal creek leading from the tidal lock be exclud correct, and if therefore the limit should Yerin e 40 P 1 - B i s
o outside port limits, Pt e s e cluded, not only will the tidal lock b high water should be measured from the canal, and that the 25 feet required by the
o : old and new, including the crane, the goods :}?giurtenances of the port, the wl?:rve: Public Works Department for maintalning the Canaltbe deducted from the 50 yards,”
6. 1do E ) = te Dhp Port officer’s donbt y customs sheds and boat moorin gs.’ ¢ " But if the 20 feet be de_dupted, that 'Wiluhléavfe as i1'1p of land on both sides of the
the main changel of the Masulipatam river . It seems to me clear that 1 ‘ canal not within port limats, and will thereiore give every facility for continued
pu{;, every arm, creek, or bay opening int(()ogrbackwatel: as it is indifferentl nt(;trrg?ady) evasion of port dues. i ;
in \:ﬁnce, is_equally within port limits, the testo%t of it which is subjectyto tidal : 13. If the canal is to be excluded from port limits entirely, boats must be com-
ovet {;W.tat h;ﬁh water of spring gdka” “T4 this b elllllg whether they are sub'eci ?0 pelled to unload below the lt_)ck, and this will entail the construction of largely
i \gor -hlnml NSWIIIBXtend" roughly speaking, alon the 1i e right interpretation tl;]en the increased wharfage accommodation. On the other hand, Tam not at all sure how the
Pags r:tlger mor(; thanaxllxdlyﬂfl :Eclude the wilole %f tﬁe‘{:?d"fl blue pencil cross:es marked ; Publio Works Department o reé; a;ld a:,iny p;' opos;al totﬁm}ude S
i han_balf o T > tidal creek, t e . o I do mob think the depar ment ought 1n reason te object, f
Mr. Jopp, which has given rise to tlll(i):kc’o::iethe(ti with the crane e};eec?ezwt}lg:iaﬁd Zlélk:tltlego;ft };gxt:t: part :t least of the fidal lock is w ithin port limits, as is] e : ;;a::
! T .If, then, the Public Works Depart oy b e y ‘ of the southern bank of the ca H and during all these years the Department and
1 submit, be no doubt that cranage should ebnt crane be within port limits, th overybody else have pelieved that both bz.mks of the canal at least up to, and including,
to me, further, that the Public Works D e paid for use thereof. And i il i the old gate quay are within those limits. If, therefore, Government now formally
1;:{3::;% of these dues by removing the egg‘rtl?%? shauld not be at libertylttnggays : canctions the inclusion_of this area within 1Ehle port, th?fPu%lm Works Department
8. yond the exact bound o Ly | 1] be in the same position in which it now 0e jeves itself to be.
8, A glance at plan No. III wi d ary line of ' g ‘ that, in the notification of t limi :
: . IIT will sh ~ What I would suggest is that, 1t : port limits quoted in
a%:t alrixd .xtnoormg aceommodation i8 at?o:r):v tltlga‘:i;)a?; {ar t}_le }argest babane ol Shind b paraglriplyfr-’o :b ove, after t};,eowords 1 have underlined, should be inserted the follow-
2 m ttml sé The Executive Engineer has mentioned ock inside the canal and be & i ing:—* including also the Bezwada-Bandur_canal R e G point of the
" T a :r of custom, been allowed to enter the canal fr«tahatfthe sea-going hoats havgm:‘s ‘ fotr-"t. with so much of the banks 23S {g within 50 yards thereof.” And in order to
4theg;2afrof§ 1n§s that the reason of this is because PI‘?O(; tton& The Superintendin rogorve the Public Works Department’s POV of control and regulation from
Bbout‘thgis-% toalts‘ tied up within the site of the lock., I 0 construction of the ]ooﬁ interference Government might by 2 departm gntal order lay down that the Marine
b Py a:3 ce:s 12 a.nhNo. I shows that before construct.ion ocfatlixﬁnd nothing on record department ,will not be allowed to interffarg with the tidal lock or the canal banks,
i at the ¢ old gate ((;uta; ’fo(gteg lt?h ?Irf)u gh the river. Cargo W:s 11001;& ?fa—gOing boats otherwise than by collecting such dues a8 16 15 géltedind oy B O
; . , plan , and the boats were b anded in those da 1mi
: : thed i MO0 GhYS limits.
d-isehg'r But this concession of allowing boats to pass ther hed in the ditch, : 15. 1 trust I may be permitted to add that I am confident that the late Mr.
'Wharvege bcargo above it has led to one considerable in:O“gh the lock free Ny i arse. L rting his Jotter, No. 96—282, dated 6th J uly 1893, was actuated solely
o whas;f t; ove th; l.ocl'& are probably all beyond port limits (;I:;‘éen.‘fnce,l in that ‘tlie ; . P : gésife to settle amicably the rather petty dispute between two Government
iellhoi go a1 sm’);llar port dues thereon is, strictly > eak"l 80, the collection departments 1 have not a shadow of doubt that m paragraphs 8,7 and 9 of his letter
high v;):ter a%?ti):li);y b_(;;zlaus& 1 am not quite sure of the eEac : lfixgx;itlgfgal." I use th ah writi.ng in a spirit of good-tempered badinage, which, if out of place in official
0881 . 8 41 b 3 i ’ 3 1 i
within 50 yards thergo fss_ e that the old gate quay and some of its adjunégzl‘ﬁ h%e ! communications, was certainly “ﬂacc"mPaﬂWd by any animus.
5 Piiey of h " y be . i 16, I return the enclosures of the Government Order under reply.
A S 0 wharfage on these s 3 i
direated by my predecessor, %1 % Arundeilui?i gg(ll :)V;]aérf?l _above the tidal lock was i R
ATRNAS, . nding that the boatmen and & No. 693.

r's report 18 forwarded to the Presidency Port Officer and he is

Collecto . oy
requgl‘:i to submit his remarks as to the advisability of appointing a committee

}3 rod ting of himself, the Superintending Engineer and the Collector as President, to

COnSIZ T to the points at issue on the spot. ; ‘
inquire 1010 po (S1gn‘ed) J. F. PRICE,
Cluef Secretary.

merchants were using these landin i

| ] 1g-places in order to evade payment

i Ks:t%‘; :;hteiamxéevlr;oxzrll‘llzzft iindhggodstshed whielil(}overnment hag guiﬁnb:lfovaeii:oiogie

; ‘ n had arisen as to the exact limits of it was

behevid ?ll;at both the old wharf and old gate quay were withinp;;:tl?ileist’s g
11, The history of these attempts to evade i i :

, The h _ port dues is rather inst i
A;undel, wishing not to press hardly on those who did not use the Wh;:'l::;vf%r b]:)lnl; :
fide storage purposes, directed that goods merely in transit from boat to cart or vice I{ *

%

7ih April 1894 e

or W. J. POWELL, R.IM, Presidency Port Officer, Madras,

wersd, and * deposited only fora short period,” should be exempt from charge |
' From Command
o Chief Secrefary to Government, dated Madras, 17th April 1894,

‘Then the Port officer reported that this concession was being abused

thp levy of half-fees on goods only temporarily depositeg on t-he’ \;Iligrszég gesl\t;;-l g : to th

I(I;ggens spggested that cargo found on the quays at the end of the workin.g day; . A b el 140 |

f)tﬁc};:gleznm{ld r(t’,):d c:}?sldered as stored there, and charged wharfage. The Port —& With respect fo Marine Department reforence, No. 095, dated Tth April 1894

: ! (;'cpo at, to evade this rule, cargo was being removed from the 5 '(h‘ei'eﬁth returned), I have the honour to acquaint you, for the information of the
‘quays towards the end of the afternoon to private godowns immediately adjoining A ‘Go{;'éﬁment,thdt I agree as o the advisability of uppointing o committee, as proposed

AR d b 1o ught Out ag ain after dal‘k. ‘Mr. nggens then directe d that fuu wharfag ; g ‘ 3 ag 8 x meeﬁng on the gp()t _W()uld, no doubt, Iead toa q“icker settlement of the points aé

LA lariag “ssue. 'There are; however, several matters requiring my petsonal atfention at Madras,
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relations existing between the Marine and' Public W k
| | rks

o,
s
o
D e P

3. Captain Simpson was naturally annov.
objected to, but on Captain Simpson Pr};du[;?t?éi%:){;:& Ppayment of these bills being
charges they were paid. erument Order authorising the

4. I regret to say that this incident seems to have strained the hitherto perfect
r
Departments in these ports.

5. For, under orders from Bezwad
- a, the Assist i
dangerous-looking wooden crane on the’lock-he:(lls szgefnt%lenei(;p:gzgs};y ;rz({:ggssa
y a0 ’

that he was going to have it all hig :
S RIS OF fha Alrendy, injurod Pogtwgﬁi:gl and do his own hoisting and thus score

ense of having to pay for cra
Ey arane No. 1 being }Y; ot (;tte No. 2 and at the s

7. On Captain Simpson becom;
the Public Works DepagtmenﬁzlzTﬁ: v:?,? of the course that

menced to consider that the Publ;

that he was obstructing their w:)lr!)liwa:(;r it
ernment the Public Works Department w
the expense they were putting Governme

8. In order not to a ;
ppear obstruct s
the next batch of material was bej ctive, Captain Simpson did .
eing disposed of g 1d not interfere, but as
properly kept a rocord of work dons with a view 1 ;2:&;? il he very
e usual bills.

9. In the meantime, and evi
2 ! vid i
tlve.En neer of the Kis’tna Ea.xint;exf:1 gl)};vrxlgt ok
to him that the new crane was being e o

his supposition that he had evad
/ ed the pa
new crane) he had simply incurred the et charges (b i
: : : Sanie oh Yy erecting a brand
the only difference being one of locality, B::l? e:h:t 3;1‘:‘};08&?;:; ug‘:less S‘P‘mse,
situated within

gazetted port limits he would feel oblj
5 ; . 1ged i
bills for work being done as soon as thg; wz{'eagez?g il i charges as per

was being adopted b
u]s;e of the port crane, he dogubtlels)s comz
- epartment wished to make it appear
ou?é]y e(i:planatlons were called for by Gov-
endeavour to make him responsible for

R ¢

of the Fort 8t. George Gazette, dated 26
. Geor | th July 1892, und i i i
(I;;t;fesofﬁclexl'] is dv;tmctly authorized to levy cthges for ane; v:v(}:'fhd?):gﬁ:vﬁfn 2
endez;x;ouredatve also appended a copy of this letter with a view to showin thﬁgrf
0 pacify rather than aggravate the feelings of the i .
o ey g e 1mportant department

L1, T was in hopes that this letter would h irmi
_ - W ave términated wha
;(:1;); 300hllt;d18h ltiontroversy from the outset, but as the questiov; ,11151: Psfiz;id ;0 mﬁ
2 a.(i'us:%ngﬁm e the most of it by. suggesting that the present opportunity be talvzl
Jl Ly some decided inconsistencies which existin conneation with the rathen
31;;11?;@ g?ts];l ;)&s(itlzg (t);i both the éﬁﬁme and Public Works Departments (Canal depar'::'
they a i insi i
e o side.):’ re at Masulipatam ¢ one inside of the other’” instead of
It 1s owing to the instinctive ohjecti i
] | . jection that all minor heads of department :
It;:ﬂl;;mgv at;:grr(l)(fld:’n by m&nor.h;.ads of other departments that similar gossih?;]itiegaf‘;:
e ime and misdirection of energy are created and seldom if ever
12. I therefore request that /i
. L ! ] you will be good enough to favo i
yiews 1n conuection with the power I possess to levy craﬁage for vlvlzr;lz w1t111) iy
crane which is situated on port limits, o s

iy
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From M.R.Ry. C. VENKATACH ELLAM, Deputy Collector in charge of the Treasury
]

Kistna District, to the Superintendent of Sea Customs, dated Masulipatam
)

9-th April 1893, No. 938-Accts.

T 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 Eastern
Division, and the lock and its arrangements on the masonry work of the tidal lock, are
under the regulations of the Marine Department, and (2) whether the Marine Depart-

Public Works Department on account of -goods lLifted by Publie

ment can levy on the ; 4
he same fees as if they are lifted by the port erane.

Works Department crane t
I further request that you will please quote the authority in support of either

view.

No. 1469.

Referred to the Public Works DepNart-ment for favour of remarks.

OOTACAMUND, (Signed)  J. F. PRICE,
22nd August 1893. Chief Secrelary.

s

No. 2968-C.
Superintendi.ng Engineer, IT Circle, for remarks.

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

. Referred to the

29¢h August 1893.

s

F C. A. SMITH, Esq. Executive Engineer, Kistna Eastern Division, to th
rom’Superint:e;lding ,Engin’eer, 11 Circle, dated 7th December 1893, No. 4499, .

With reference fo your No. 2058-K.8., dated 24th November 1893, and reminder
No. 1266-K.S., dated 23rd November 1893, &c., L have the honour to state that as
) ixing of a crane on the tidal lock and the demarcation of

th bieots—s.e., the fixi
e two subjects ) I propose to treat them as one.

port lands—are practically the same, ok
odecessor, Mr. Jopp, thinking that the charges made by

2. In July 1892 my pr : :
o TR ]‘)aylr)a,rtment for loading the workshop timber were too high, sanctioned an
: utting in order one of the old wooden cranes then lying in

estimate for Rs. 195 for p ) . :
the stores at Bezwada and fixing it on the tidal lock in order to keep down as much

as possible the cost of the timber. . |
dingly put in order and fitted up in January 1893 at a

3. The crane was accor i j
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

‘he 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 made to you in this office No. 5819
It is impossible to ascertain either from our records or

dated 23rd January 1893. ' 1 e
from those of the Reyenue Department what are the port limits as far as the canal is .
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 reali
that this department and the Railway.department are distinct. %he nugxber of ﬁlel::d
articles other than timber arriving at Bandur for this department is not man am)ir
it was probably more for the Railway requirements than for ours that the newy _
crane was found necessary. port

7. T do not think that, in any case, the Marine Depar :
authority over the canal or lock, but it appears to be Beciasgr:en: sllllould have o
definitely settled between the two departments. ¥ DHMATR . alniething
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