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(2) If Government consider this Proposal too expensive, then we would suggest that the
inner portion of the present pier, which is very old and ricketty, be taken awayg, and
renewed on iron piles, and a continuation of the present pier on iron piles for 50

yards constructed. The inder portion of the pier should be made twice its present
breadth.

(3) That the foreshore between the Bank building and the Tuticorin Press

boundary be kept clear of wreckage, and no boat building or repairing
that part.

(4) That the foreshore be planted with trees and shrubs,

sanitation as to beautify and miake the place suitable
inhabitants.

’
(5) That a cutting be made throu;,;h
b

Company’s
allowed on

as much in the interests of
as a healthful resort for the

the large spit of sand which has formed and run out
in front of the Sub-Collector’s ungalow, and which increases daily in size, with a view

when the south-west monsoon sets in, of the whole again being carried away, which
removal would improve and deepen the water in the harbour,

3. The spit has now assumed such large dimensions that without this cutting the TRONSOON.

will have little effect on it. T'he work should be faken in hand immediately. =

4, Claiming for the matter your best and early attention.

From G, A. PHIPPS, Esq., Port Officer, to the Collector
- May 1887, No. 87.

With reference to your letter, No. 455, dated 12th instant, forwarding a petition (herewith
returned) signed by certain merchants of thi ; i B

of the same, I have the hox_mr to inform you that any proposal to meddle with the spit of sand
which runs out from the point on which the Sub-Collector’s house stands does not meet with my

approval, ‘'lhe spit has existed robably for the last 100 ears or more as it wa

plafn of the harbour made by the Fﬁ.te Mr. J, J. Franklin, Ry N, 45 years ago. Ixxssst;lrlr(l)zv sngnz
1t has decreased in size and then again increased. In the year 1871 sand sz required to ﬁll u
the space inside the sea wall, which was then being constructed, and it was taken from this g )i%)
which was by this lowered considerably but not below high-water mark. Siuce this was donelth(;
sand has once more aceumulated and now some bushes have taken root. I am of Opiﬁiou that
this sand bank is of mueh use as it forms a natural breakwater ; to remove it would let the north
east swell in during that mousoon. You are aware how. shallow the water is on the north sid(;
over a sandy bottom, while on {he harbour side it is deeper over mud. As to the . utility of
making a cutting through the spit, I am quite sure it would be of no use, and probably do s{nne
harm (at times a small channel has been cut by the action of the current and after a foyw months
again closed of itself) ; that it would tend to deepen‘the harbour iy impossible as all the ganq comes:
from the north and is only kept from washing more into the harbour by the - spit ;
petitioners now desire. to see removed,

which the.
2. In regard to the jetty, the necessity of doubling the inner

notice of the, Secretary to Government, Public Works De
their late tour of inspection,

of Tinnevelly, dated Tuticorin, 16tk

part was again brought 4o the

partment, and the Master Att
and quite approved of by them, : i

3. The practice of hauling up boats for repairs on the
nearly entirely discontinued ; new hoats are, however, still permitted to be built and the space now
kept for this purpose also for docking and building cannot be given up as there is no othér

suitable place round the harbour. Every ‘procaution to prevent the beach being fouled i
both by the Police department and my ows, E A taken

ground south of the Bank has been

From T. E. MARSHALL, Esq., Acting Port Officer, to the Chief Secretary to
Government, dated Madras, 11th June 1887, No. 5033,

[ have the honor to return lerewith the letter from the Collector of TinneveITy,
: to. your address, with its enclosures as

Petition from certain merchants of Tuticorin, Mmarginally noted, forwarded for report

to the Collector of Tinnevelly, dated 7th wunder endorsement dated 1st June 1887.
May 1887,

Letter from Port Officer, Tuticorin, to the Col- Feb '2" ‘Inl }:lsthn‘gﬁ’? fOEf: *Rpouael i.n
lector of Tinnevelly, dated 16th May 1887, _coruary last, the Chief Engineer, Publie

No. 87, Works Department, remarks, in reference
Letter from the Collector of Tinnevelly, to the to the Tuticorin jetty, that ¢ it does not

Chief Secretary to Government, dated 17th seem necessary to lengthen the jetty ; it
May 1887, No. 303. would, howeyer, be a great eonvenience to

traffic if it were widened, and this could
easily be done, doubling the width from the head to the shore.”” An estimate for this
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itted t \Gtion with this office letter, No: 4118, of
k was submitted to Government for sanction with this o ) :
zlv:tl;a 7‘:;Vh May 1886, which [ would respectfully suggest may now be sanctioned, as
there appears-to 'be-a consensus of opinion in favor of its execution.

i i ds on iron pilés, it will be
3. In reference to the extension of the pier ’py_ 50 yar: : .
seen that the memorialists still adhere’to thelixi-i Opml'(l)‘ﬁ,t .an;i i;'e}:;gt :{:)n'i :}%:zit’o ;vl;ﬂ:
the Collector of the district and the Port Officer, tioorin, are als . o
] ai X lonel Hasted, R.E., are against it, on the gro
S R T?ylm wah i ill be incommensurate with its cost.
that the benefit to be gained by the extension will be : :
'l‘l?e fufthsr considerat%on_of th}Jrs work may therefore stand over for Captain 'Ituylor ]
return.

‘ - . . .
4, The memorialists have introduced a fresh sub]ect.; in their pre?nt Eeport, Jtlzi'x;
a project of ‘“ cutting through the large s(fit Itl)_f ;a:xﬁl wsl;;il; ilslaz :E;n;xzcr:; in?lilnos ki
front of the Sub-Collector’s bungalow, and which they y
Fl:::m (;his description one would conclude that the spit was :'3.1‘ fogmaploni toi ;’:a{ ;g&(::
origin, instead of which, as pointed out ny tltl{e P]?;‘; n(]){{‘fiisgl} _ut:;O&I}I,‘ o e
been in existence for the past century. In Lr. sury B R Rt
i i i ted as extending 660 yards from the
in 1842 the spit of sand is most clearly delinea g 5 1879 b
i irecti he more recent survey in y
h th by east direction, while under the m it su
:hgrfn:ilaz I’SSIO::]rine }:Survey Department the same spit i1s most dlstl_ncglyt l;narked. ‘ i(:;n.lii
in a litﬂe more southerly direction to an extgnt ()f 6{)3 ygrds, bu{;)m 0 ndcharthetssam§~
named ¢ shoemaker or horse-shoe spit,”” and is thus identified to be one a i

i ith this spit of sand as likely
I 1d therefore earnestly deprecate any interference wi of s A
tovilgal.ld only to mischievous results, the spit being, as pointed out by the Port Officer,

Tuticorin, a safeguard to the jetty and a defence during the strong ynnds and heavy
seas of the north-east monsoons. g
i i i hore south of the jetty, but
5. Finally; there is the proposal to beautify the fores ]
as th: Collll:;tg; observes this is a matter which does not call for the 1§ter(flerence of
Government ; and its cost cannot legally be met from the General Port Fund.

Orper—dated 4th July 1887, No. 282, Marine.

The estimate for doubling the width of the inner portion of the Tuticorin

pier submitted with the Port officer’s letter of 7th May 1886, No. 4118, will now be
sanctioned. . i s
: i Taylor in his letter of
ent accept the view expressed by Captain Taylor er _of
4th Mga;yTII;SeSg OIE (;n.:;g% and by the Chief Engineer, ‘ﬁ\:ghz Vfiiarllxgsl’)zepﬁztmfgg, mt 1111;:
) : 2 .
inspeeti rt (recorded in G.O., dated Ap ; No. 160), t
z::fﬁl t t?igzct;ﬁ::llf)?gess(of the water the f,t}rther extension of the pier would yield
no afvantage commensurate with the outlay inyolved.

3. The embellishment of the foreshore falls within the province of the municipal

council. : 5 s
i d with Mr. Marshall in
. The Government agreé with the local Port officer and with .
consiéering.ge that it would be inexpedient to interfere in any way with the spit of sand
opposite the Sub-Collector’s bungalow.

~ (True Extract.)
H. E. STOKES,
Ag. Chief Secretary.
the Port Officer, Madras.
o - 5 Cgllector of Tinnevelly. .

. Publie 'Works Department.
:, Local and Municipal Department.
,  Accountant:General,

Exd. P. L. Percira.
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