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ase of which a scale of charges was sanctioned—see G.0s
‘8715 m&No.%&ofﬁﬁnd y 1892—is not used by the

at Pm oﬁaer was under thalm ression that the orders above
ipply to any crane, and he seeorthngly billed the Public Works
r ‘,.Mb the crane erected by the Executive Engineer, and as
mm to ﬁeP&r&oﬂws action, the matter was brought to my notice.
beg to be informed whether the crane erected by the Executive Engineer
, and lfaowhe&erﬁ’mmbonndertha charge of the Portoiﬁoerorthe
e ,:tho wbether any charge is to be made for its use.

———

ENoLoSURES.

‘.(f 0 HEARSEY Esq., Port Officer, Masulipatam, to the Presidency Port
Officer, Madm, dated Masulipatam, 6th July 1893, No. 26-282.

i3 1 hp.va the honour to bring to your notice a question that has arisen respecting
e Ml’“ er of the Port officer to exercise his authority within port limits on matters
. ed. with the use of Government property erected within the-said port limits.

»15 The following incident will explain exactly how the above question arose.
 When Captain Simpson was Port officer here he went to considerable expense and
54 Muﬂe to get 4 good, serviceable crane erected for the public convenience, and Gov-
sanctioned the levy of the very reasonable charges for the use of the crane
- w);mﬁt as proposed by Captain Simpson.

- 5l 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
g ds;mtmt was %ﬂy billed for the charges incurred.
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3. Captain Simpson was naturally annoyed by the payment of these bills being

objected to, but on Captain Simpson producing the Government Order authorising the

charges they were paid. _ T '

4. T 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.

5. 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 official. v

6. The consequence is that Government has been put to the unnécessary 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 ap
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 he 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 to stafh that I 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)from 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 22nd July 1892,
of the Fort St. George Gazette, dated 26th July 1892, under which notification the
Port officer is distinetly authorized to levy charges 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. I 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 exist in 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.”

It 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 waste of time and misdirection of energy are created and seldom if ever
neglected.

12. T 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.

et 1 . R

Saigeh of fois debra ul 3

L

»aéﬁfqﬂ:} ',iff)'fb!'rjx . 3_ »,w-j& e
Wl il bedues g Ban s o A I w.D.
FanET0 10 sty 01 Dalas

- TS

‘n; ?:-"‘*_’ Bul ael

M. Jopp, thinking that the charges made by
i 5 . order one of the old wooden cranes then lying in
o % it on the tidal lock in order to keep down as much
g ?g B0 50 . Babah abbin®s s . :

: _j siiut in order and fitted p‘in Jamuu-y 1893 at a
imber on arrival Rangoon was lifted by it and loaded on
-the | N nts. gSnrioal 801 91sv igge mall nedter qinagg o) borrovselas

4. The Port officer there, on the grounds that the tidal lock and consequently
iy > was within port limits, sent in a bill to this department for lifting :lt.e logs

i @#m been lifted by our own crane. ~~ ~ 7 :
b 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
- Goncerned and 1t 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 Ra ay departr ent are distinet. ',e‘nnigberbfheavx
~ articles other than timber arriving at Bandur for this departm ent is not many and
it was probably more for the Railway requiréments than for ours that the new port
- crane was found necessary. ~ ' Fiiliak
TAReT L e m.yfwmamwmm any case, the Marine Depa
- authority over the canal k, but it appears to be ne

definitely settled between the two departments, -
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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 somethﬁg 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. PP

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. T regret that there has been 8o much delay in replying to this reference,

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 Engineery Public Works Department, 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
should be settled by the Marine Department.

Camp, MaDRas, (Signed)
17th December 1893.

J. W. MARTIN,
Superintending Engineer, 11 Circle.

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 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.
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ment and the original papers returned.
~ J. PINNYCUICK, Colonel, R.E.,
| Secretary to Goot., P.W.D.

(
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_.‘ ) 3.
Ids February 1894, No. 40, Marine.

e papers will be forwarded (in original) to the Collector of Kistna for full
report, both as regards the: lock and port limits and the question regarding sea-going

¥
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SRS iihiiie bl Mhbdbeoiv 1 Do (Signed)  J. F. 'PBE'CE’W :
‘I'o' the Collector of Kistna, Chief Secretary.

~ with original papers to be returned.
~ G.O., 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.

B I have the honour to reply to G.0O. (Marine Department), No. 40, dated 1st
- ? February 1894, calling for a report as regards the lock and port limits of Masulipatam

port, and the question regarding sea-going boats.
; Re 183 published in the Fort St George Gazetle, dated 6th August 1878, page 443. This

notification runs as follows :—

“ North.—A line drawn due east from the boun pillar erected near the bungalow at
Tavisepudi to 10 fathoms of water. ' ik gl
> AR “ South.—A line drawn 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 it
as is within 50 yards of high-water mark spring tides, to the northern head of the creek. 7%he
Masulipatam 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
gﬂxern head of the creek to the Point Divi parallel to the shore with so much of it as is within

<

it e
1 i ; "~ 2. The only notification of pdrt limits that I have been able to find is that
|
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ards of kigh-water mark spring tides.
“ ’:‘fasl.—A line drawn from the eastern extremities of the above-deseribed north and south
With the ﬁorth, 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 its
$ 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 a large
scale plan of the tidal lock, the lower waters of the canal, and the various wharves
and adjuncts of the port.
4. The tidal lock had been built before the notification of 1878 ; and when the
tidut lock was built, the * tidal creek,” as it is called in plan No. III, was dug to

——
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connect the lock with the Masulipatam river as shown in plan No. L. On the latter
plan, the situation of the tidal lock and creek has been roughly indicated by the Port
officer. - w1

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. ITT 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. If, 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. IIT will show that by far the largest extent of wharf-
age and mooring accommodation 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 reason 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 bouts
did have access to the fort ditch through the river. Cargo was landed in those days
at the ¢ old gate quay ” (see plan III), 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 ome 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. I use
the word ¢ probably ”” 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 evade payment of fees for the
use of the new wharf 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 ipstructive. 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
versi, and “ deposited only for a short period,” should be exempt from charge.
Then the Port officer reported that this concession was being abused, and suggested
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 ».m.) 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 immediately adjoining
and brought out again after dark. Mr. Higgens then directed that full wharfuge’
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" to the Chief Secretary to Gove;ﬂme'nt,_&ated Madras, 17th April 1894,

believes itself to be. waf s? oo

. the notifcation of port limits quoted in
e underlined, s! C insert llow-
‘within 50 yards thereof.” And in order to
t’s power of control and regulation from

‘a departmental order lay down that the Marine
interfere with the tidal lock or the canal banks,
as it is authorised by law to collect within port

282, dated Gth July 1893, was actuated solely
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nmander W. J. POWELL, R.LM., Presidency Port Officer, Madras,
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" With respect to Marine Department reference, No. 693, dated 7th April 1894
~returned), I have the honour to acquaint you, for the information of the

. meeting on the spot would, no doubt, lead to a quicker settlement of the points at

(}w!mg t, that I agree as to the advisability of appointing a committee, as proposed,
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 jssue. 'There 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 reclalhatéon schemes
there. It will thus be inconvenient for me, at present, to pr?ceed 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 eonvinces 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 consisting ot 158
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 Extmcf.)

(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 T 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 :— yi ¥

“ West.—A line drawn from the pillar at Tavisepudi parallel to the shore, with i
as is yvithin 50 yards of high’-water mark spring tides, to the northern hea,d’(?;’1 thesoor?eich OTf'ii:
Masulipatam bac]cwqter and river to the westernmost point of the fort with so much of tl;e. shores
ﬂm:if/ asharfi w;lf.}zln 50 iardst hof Il:iglz-water mark spring tides; and also a line drawn from the
southern head of the creek to the Point Divi parallel to the sh i i is withi
50 yards of high-water mark spring tides.” y At i e .

4. T should state, first of all, as showing how carelessly the notification i
: cation is
up, that the ¢ creek”” and the ‘‘ Masulipatam backwater ayrt'e one and the same 2111.?:11
though no one would think so from reading the notification. i

5. The committee were of opinion that the ‘* Masulipatam iver’
of the notification must be takcnpto include its arms andpbranchlii(.’kwﬁt:]l;i:nig ::)v%cli] ’
port limits, as already pointed out in paragraph 6 of my Disposal Number ai)ov:
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. ! G2
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ort limits.—This also seems improbable.
m up by some one who had no personal
f even this one. —Hiftaﬂ g, SURRE
1t the cafial and its banks have always been
within the port limits. - And the Superintend-
remaining so, provided the control which his
d exer over the canal and the tidal lock is
ways been a sort of dual control in this
Dep ving managed the canal and the lock in the
d manage any other canal or any other lock under their control,
‘officer has authority over loading and unloading operations on the
<. This arrangement has always worked without friction, and there

v it should not continue to work in the same satisfactory manner
a8 it is absolutely necessary that the

be mtg?ﬂ with in their working of the
Port officer must ave power to supervise the loading

e

n the two departments that gave rise to this correspond-
their dual control over the canal, but was about a question:
be dealt with below. SeRa T o
ittee were of opinion that the definition of the western boundary
tification of l%ql?shonld be amended so as clearly to include the
‘and the canal banks within port limits, a reservation being made
at present exercised by the Public Works Department over them is
1 with. Practically this alteration will simply give sanction for the
s as has always existed hitherto. ¥ . ‘
cranage, the Superintending Engineer says as follows in paragraph
; 8., 5th September 1894 : ¢ This department will pay all the
t dues it has hitherto and the Port authorities should not attempt to charge any
h such as cranage, if we think fit to erect a crane on the canal banks or on
can undertake to say that this department will in no way interfere with
‘the canal although I believe it was built from canal funds”” In his
.0—183, dated 24th September 1894, the Presidency Port Officer assents to

\
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13 T append the notification with the modifications proposed by the committee,

b
¥

The alterations proposed are underlined. The note at foot of the notification is

intended to give effect to the agreement mentioned in the last paragra ph. . AL ot .' 4
14. A plan is also enclosed to illustrate the notification, ‘ iy .
No. 2276. | | 5, 0 et A

The letter submitted by the Collector does not comply with G.0., dated 1st
May 1894, No. 159. ' 2k

2. The report of the committee has mnot been placed before Government. Iti
sheuld be in the usual form and signed by each member of the committee, e {08

4

ik alid
3. Copies of the letters referred to in paragraph 12 of the current should haye

i

accompanied it.

(Signed)  J. F. PRICE, . .
19tk November 1894, Chigy Secrelary,
e r.‘f
To the_Collector of Kistna. ' 5

p
— L

From J. N. ATKINSON, Esq., Collector of the Kis

tna District, to the C'hief :,w.;
Secretary to Government, dated Masulipatam, 6th March 1895, Dis.
No. 251-Eng. . : L

With reference to G..0., No. 2276, Marine, dated 19th November 1894, T have the
honour to submit herewith the report’ of the committee ¢

No. 159, Marine, dated 1st May 1894, for the adj
port limits of Masulipatam, signed by all the members
Officer, the Superintending Engineer and myself,

2. As directed in the last sentence
Superintending Engineer’s letter, dated 5th  Of the Government Order under reference,

September 1894, No. 1251-K.S. - copies of the marginally-noted letters =~

Presidency Port Officer’s letter, dated 2ith referred to in my Dis. No, 1152-Englisb, 1
September 1894, No. 1411-C.—183, dated 31st October 1894, are enclosed
for the information of Government, , o

— . ]

: : th:ﬂmn iD”’
it is ahsolutely necesss t the Department
in their wmﬂhng fxmcanal,md at the same Q{
e the loading and unloading of boats. 4
that gave rise to this correspondence, has
er the canal but about a question of cranage, which will
Ifﬂﬁix‘(imdt:-: 1‘:{?;:.‘:‘ F-‘ix'*.‘.t_-r"-"". 35 & LAER e St
finition of the %a‘ oung

being made that the control at present exercised '
%MMMWG rfered with. Pra ically, ;1 N
r the same state of things as has always existed e

¥ onn sty xoibusyiaiag s ad¥ gce 4 2.9 :

ExcrLosurgs,

From the Members of the Port Limits Committee appointed by Government in G.0. No. 159,
Marine, dated 1st May 1894, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated M‘;ﬁlﬂip f
8th December 1894, a.ta.m’ .

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

2. We, the members, viz,, the Superintending En ineer, the Presidency Port il
Collector (Mr. Rawson), met at Masulipatam B Hngt ¢y 'ort Officer and the

and considered the question on 18th June 1894.
3. The present difﬁcult_y l}as arisen out :

.

; appoiu.ted by Government in G.0., No. 159
he port limits ‘of Masulipatam, have the hon

it ha 4
T Aate fon . . cranage, if the Departme @ orks ﬂxinktft_ 7
up e difticulty relates only, as alread A ) 1 the lock. The intending Engineer gives the 4
1n paragraph 2 of the Collector’s letter to Government, Disposal No. 314-]%, glish, gzteds?éth’ j ; 3 i 2 S T Ea ‘ ment w 0 way interfere with the wharf mgin ough he ji
March 1894, to the western boundary, which is described as follows in the notification : — cig ST - s ' TNy A DL (iR Rey ’ *;
* West.—A line drawn from the pillar at Tavisepudi parallel to the sh ith i | A plan ta :
of it as is within 50 yards of high water mark spring ticﬁas, topaxe northern h::g’ :)Vfl th?cl;‘;;h ; .
The Masulipatam backwater and river to the westernmost .

backwa int of the Fort, with
shores thereof as is within 50 yards of high water ma.rﬁ ring tides ;r:.,nd alszo aml'm:l 3:&2-12
from the southern head of the creck to the Point Divi parallel to the shore with 80 much of it
a8 is within 50 yards of high water mark spring tides,” -
4. We should state first of all, as showing how carelessly the notification wag g
that the * creek ” and thq * Masulipatam backwater ” are one and the same thing, thougia::: :}:‘;
would think so from reading the notification.

5. We are of opinion that the “ Masul;
be taken to include its arms and branches.

a
£
:
F

. " The note at the foot of th
e k4 %\. L . ‘iﬂi&.n i :

(Signed)  J. N. ATKINSON,

:i 29 : Y : 5
w‘iﬂ'ﬁ‘féuﬁiruf Jia vu:'-‘v-"%é:-r Z::?ii RoTWAS Wm& Kistna.
MO Salt prss odi buspog sy v mpdn A MERIRY B Massr R
AE W Pl SR 1T y TGN Y

L v ot toe At 1o s A e -wfb‘~
EipL! 0L s INting” whaatls b 40 wil thoq il Soe g girld Y5 sesen

patam backwater and river ** of the notificati ~ '
If this is so the port limijt i 8

S, as already pointed oyt
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From W. POWELL, Feq., Commander, R.LM., Prosidency Port Officer, to the Acting Co

Kistna District, dated Madras, 1st August 1894,

English, dated 16th July 189 v
the Superintending
being drawn up ace

In reply to your reference on C. No. 552-
to inform you that I approve of the a.mgndme;t put fc;trwil_rd.zy o
and would suggest the draft notification regarding port limi ‘accor X
All that the pgﬁe authorities want is complete control over the “ old wharf Wier uly‘umu
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.

s g
From W. L. C. BADDELEY, Major, R.E, Sugerintending En%ineer, 1T Circle, to th.r{g‘
Collector of Kistna, dated Bezwada, 5th September 1894, No, 1251-K.8. . .‘".f

* In reference to your reference on C.No. 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 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, although I believe it was built from Canal funds.

i

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 1

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 mew notification gives effect to the views expressed in my letter
No. 1411—133-C., dated 1st August 1894.

The limits of the Purt at Ma.sult}mtmk.

Dzarr NoTrricaTioN.

North—A line drawn due .east from the boundary
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 o 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 a¢
spring tides, also the Bezwada-Bunder canal from the easternmost point of the tidal lock as far 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 D'ivi parallel to the shore with so much of it as is within 50 yards of high water mark af
spring tides. ; ;

' ‘Easl.——A line drawn from th

e eastern extremities of the above-described north and south

pillar erected near the bungalow at

e
No. 1411-C.—138. 48
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'J- ! 'deimy Port Officer
as, 11th August 1893,

tion of the Government, that it

= e Engineer, Kistna Eastern Division,
< of the tidal lock at Masulipatam, ““in order,”
f timber and other articles received at Masuli-

1 to the crane referred to'in this office letter, No. 1125—
and appears to have been erected (without the sanction
ntal purposes, and the consequence is that the crane
o meet the requirements of Government as well as of
of which a scale of charges was sanctioned—see G.Os., -
, and No. 255 of 22nd July 1892—is not used by the
2ort officer was under the impression that the orders above

any crane, and he accordingly billed the Public Works

by the crane erected by the Executive Engineer, and as

to the Port officer’s action, the matter was brought to my notice.

rmed whether the crane erected by the Executive Engineer

other it is to be under the charge of the Port officer or the
o whether any charge is to be made for its use.

——

ENCLOSURES.

o SEY, Esq., Port Officer, Masulipatam, to the Presidency Port
or, Madras, dated Masulipatam, 6th July 1893, No. 26-282.

ur to bring to your notice a question that has arisen respecting
et officer to exercise his authority within port limits on matters
of Government property erected within the said port limits.

ineident will explain exactly how the above question arose.

son was Port officer here he went to considerable expense and

a good, serviceable crane erected for the public convenience, and Gov-

ned the levy of the very reasonable charges for the use of the crane
posed by Captain Simpson.

course heavy articles ordered by the Public Works Department for the

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

d on Public Works Department punts for conveyance by land to

- new crane was used by the Public Works Department and that

was duly billed for the charges incurred.




g m%lm m; us,mmn.

DR AL DS Peee

LISHETION hm Motl W‘W annoyed by the payment of these bills being
| o‘bjeeteétt?; ‘but on Captain Simpso *pryodnemagéghe{iovprrhent Ordar authorising the
" ehargesthaywereqpu;-gi
- 4. X regret mmy@suﬂw nxiﬁent seems to have strained the hitherto perfect
rel&mm mnfmg ‘between the Marine and Public Works Departments in these ports.
{141 4 'hder‘drd m Bezwada, the Assistant Engineer actually erected a
$ ! é, ’gﬁné”dn‘ the lock-h under tgh!;] nnpressnonf doubtless,
i that ﬁo Miw it all his own way and do his own hoisting and thus score
i 'g:men}ﬁx oﬁ"‘" eady ijured Port offcial.
Fidels 18 6. The uoguqualee is iﬂm{ Go’vemment has 'Been pnt to the unnecessary ex-
of havi for crane No.,2 and at nha same time is suffering a direct loss
y crane No. 1 yeotted.

fiHiae o Ga.ptxm Sam bmm; aware of the course that was being adopted by
; the I’nblicfm ,_ pum 1t to evade the use of the port crane, he doubtless com-
msider whc Works Department wished to make it appear
s obstrueting and if any explanations were ealled for by Gov-
he Public quks Depbrtmnt would endeavour to make him responsible for
se ﬁxejvapa ;mtﬁiigx V&m@nent to by erecting another crane.
o otive, Ga?ptam Simpson did not interfere, but as
pased of by this ¢ Home Rule ” erane he very

YA

o

Division, Captam Simpson proceeded to point out
erected without his | %rrnnwon, and contrary to

the payment of crane charges (by erecting a brand
charges at an altogether useless expense,
the cranes being situated within
ar y mmtﬁance of the oharges as per

. J :

Iy not a littlé to the astonishment of the Execu-
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From M.R.Ry.C. VE 'NKATACHELLAM, Depaty Collector in charge of theTreasnry
Kistna Distriet, to the Supmntendent oiy Sea Customs, dated Masuhpatam,
2oth April 1893, No. 988-Accts. '

I have the honour to request that you will be good enough to let me know at an
early date (1) whether the erane 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-
ment can levy on the Public Works Department on account of goods lifted by Publie
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.
QoTAcAMUND, (Signed)  J. F. PRICE,
22nd August 1893, Chief S’eeretary

No. 2968-C. "
Referred to the Superintending Engineer, I1 Circle, for remarks.

(Signed)  J. HANNAN,

291k August 1893, Ay Joint Secy. to Govt., P.W.D.

From C. A. SMITH, Esq., Executive Engineer, Kistna Eastern Division, to the
Superintending Engmeer, IT Circle, dated Tth 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 &o., I have the honour to state that as

the two subJects—: e., the fixing of a erane on the tidal lock and the delﬁa.rmlon of

port lands—are practxcally the sare, T propose to treat them as one.

2. In July 1892 my predecessor, Mr. Jom; thmhng that the charges ma;dely

the Marine Department for loading the workshoj ) 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 Bezwada and fixing it on the hﬁnl.loek in order to keep down ils much

as possible the cost of the timber.

3. The crane was accordingly put in o ’ﬁ u mJ u .1898 aﬁ ‘
cost of Rs. 95 and the timber on aznsal from‘ ﬁ@d P ﬂl’% :.:E d on
to the Government punts. ; : v ‘

4. The Port officer there, on the groun, i loek amd Wyv
‘he crane was within port limits, sent in a bill ,' :

although they had heen hfted by om-,om;

dated 23rd January 1898; Itlsn npossit
from those of the Revenue qum;m@t %rhat
‘concerned and Itxa;q:em whe'_ eSsar

,,:, fi‘

t for lifting &helo&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 eamal 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 Goverﬁment for
;hsp'osal, so that the powers and duties of the two departments may be defined once
or all.

_ 10. Tregret that there has been so much delay in replying to this reference,
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 Department, 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 jurisdietion
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
should be settled by the Marine Department.

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

MEMORANDUNM.

Mr. Simpson’s proceedings as reported in paragraphs 8 and 9 of the Port officer’
letter, No. 26—282, dated 6th July 1893, appear tﬂahp; undersigned to be of doub:fu?
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 wuse, 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.

-

15¢h January 1894.

‘‘‘‘‘‘‘

R
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indersigned is decidedly of opinion that the lock should be removed
from the limits of the port and placed under the control of the Public
Department ; this would not interfere with the collection of port dues.
her such dues should be collected from sea-going boats appears to be a question

| \for the Marive Department.

Ak LN OrErax,) | (Signed) J. PENNYCUICK, Col., R.E.,
Chief Engineer, P.W.D,

No. 255-C.
Transferred to the Marine Department and the original papers returned.

(Signed) J. PINNYCUICK, Colonel, R.E.,
Secretary to Govt., P.W.D.

5

156th January 1894.

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

The papers will be forwarded (in original) to the Collector of Kistna for full
report, both as regards the lock 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.

9. The only notification of port limits that I have been able to find is that
published in the Fort St. George Gazelte, 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 Point Divi to 10 fathoms of water.

« West.—A line drawn irom 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. Z%e
Masulipatam 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
sonthern 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. ;
& Fast.—A line drawn from the eastern extremities of the above-deseribed 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.

3. Under separate cover I am forwarding three rough plans of the port and its
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 a large
scale plan of the tidal lock, the lower waters of the canal, and the various wharves

and adjuncts of the port.
4. The tidal lock had been built before the notification of 1878 ; and when the
tidal lock was built, the  tidal creek,” as it is called in plan No. III, was dug to
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connect the lock with the Masulipatam river as shown in plan N. 0. I. - On the latter
plan, 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. I 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 erosses marked
on plan No. ITT 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. If, then, the Public Works Department crane be within port limits, there can,
I 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. IIT will show that by far the largest extent of wharf-
age and mooring accommodation is above the tidal lock inside the eanal 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 reason of this is because prior to construction of the lock
the sea-going boats tied up within the site of the lock. T ean 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 III), 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 ome 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. I wuse
the word * probably ” 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 evade payment of fees for the
use of the new wharf 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
Jide 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 suggested
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 p.m.) 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 immediately adjoining,
and brought out again after dark. Mr. Higgens then directed that full wharfage

~ responsibili
2 m order has worked satisfactorily and asks me to confirm it.

12, 1t 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

© 24rm Aemiz 1895, No. 118, Marixe. 7
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mlﬁ levied on eargo found on the quay at 6 A.m. instead of 6 p.». The mer-

ﬂto:famﬂf-lm.adih; evade this rule also, and the Port officer finally on his own
; Without intimation to me, began in June 1893 to levy wharfage on all
on the quay for whatever length of time. The present Port officer says

limit 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. If the canal is to be excluded from port limits entirely, boats must be com-
pelled to unload below the lock, and this will entail the construetion 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. I do not think the department ought in reason te 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 af 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 T 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
1nterference, Government might by a departmental order lay down that the Marine
department will not be allowed to interfere with the tidal lock or the canal 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 J uly 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 committea
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. Chief Seeretary.

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
issue. There are, however, several matters requiring my personal attention at Madras,
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and I have also to visit Tuticorin in connection with the pier and reclamation schemes
there. Tt 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 being

deputed to represent me at the meeti ng.

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

A perusal of the correspondence convinces Government that matters are mnot
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 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 bave 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-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
Masulipatam backwater and river 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 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 s0, 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 erosses 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,

L ERTY N G oy e eaa
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1 r, brings us. to the further difficulty that it is hard to understand
; other half of the tidal lock was excluded as well as the old wharf nd

appurtenances lying on the north bank of the canal. priamng
7. The tidal lock and creek as well as the canal were in existerce a i

. T. The tidal lo r _ t the time of

fSih thﬁﬁomon of 1878 and 1t seems inconceivable why they were not mentioned ine i(:.

| ' There here is no doubt that the tidal creek and the wharves on it have always been regarded

 as bw to the port, as also has the “ old wharf ” on the north bank of the canal,

' :Bﬂﬂh‘is“htﬁr wharf could not be in port limits unless the canal is also jn these limits.

£ ﬁ‘:ﬁ it follows thee;afofe 'ﬂil:at at theh_time the notification was drawn up, the canal must
e been en regarded as within port limits. Why, therefore, it t incl i

_notxﬂeat‘mn it is very dificult to understand. & iUt

8. Only three possible explanations have ted themselves, b
LT R L Ron . sugges ves, but none of them
(@) That when the notification was drawn up, the canal was re rded
of thq o Maeqligatam backwater and river.”—ThiIs), is improbable, asg’::heem:zil P:;:
then just as 1t 1s now, separated from the river by a tidal lock, and at a different
| R ey Tevel,,fr_om it altogether. It seems very unlikely, therefore, that the canal could have
: B0t })een l1)111fstaa|kenhfor 3;[6 r;;elf' in (11f;71}sl ; though, of course, that might have been possible
AR ong betore when the old fort ditch occupied the place where the canal 1
% fj 5 I presume, ran direct into the river. . Ea,
| (6) That for some reason unknown, the old wharf. &c., on the north bank of
8 A the canal were deliberately excluded from fort limits.—This also seems improbaz?e. -
. (¢) That the ‘notification was drawn up by some one who had no personal
y |t -~ knowledge of the locality.—And this really seems to be the only possible explgnation
1 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

g Department exercises, and always had exercised, over the canal and the tidal lock is
e not interfered with. There has practically always been a sort of dual control in this
I 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,

E : 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 no reason why it should not continue to work in the same satisfactory 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 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
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, 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. T 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.

- .
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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 lstl
May 1894, No. 159.

2. 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 paragraph 12 of the current should have ;

accompanied it.

(Signed)  J. F. PRICE,

19tk November 1894. Chiey Secretary.

To the Collector of Kistna.

————

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 G.0., No. 2276, Marine, dated 19th November 1894, T have the
honour to submit herewith the report of the committee convened under G.0.,
No. 159, Marine, dated 1st May 1894, for the adjudication of disputes regarding the
port limits of Masulipatam, signed by all the members thereof—Presidency Port
Officer, the Superintending Engineer and myself.

2. As directed in the last sentence.

Superintending Engineer’s letter, dated 5th Of the Government Order under reference,
September 1894, No. 1251-K 8. copies of the marginally-noted letters
Preaidenc{ Port Officer’s letter, dated 24th referred to in my Dis. No, 1152-English,
September 1894, No. 1411-C.—183. dated 31st October 1894, are enclosed

. for the information of Government,

———e
-

Excrosvres,

From the Members of the Port Limits Committee appointed by Government in G.0., No, 159,

gdtﬁrg:éegmd 118354.3‘{3? 1894, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated Masulipat.am ;

We, the members of the committee, appointed by Government in G.0., No. 159, Marine,

dated 1st May 1894, on the subject of the port limits of Masulipatam, have the honour to report
as follows. PO

2. We, the members, viz,, the Superintending Engineer, the Presidency Port Offi %
Collector (Mr. Rawson), met at Masulipatam and considered the question 6{1 18th Jurf:r@gi the

3. The present diffieulty has arisen out of the very loose manner in which the notificat;
of 1878 defining the port limits was drawn up.  The difficulty relates only, as o.f no ?mﬁ
in paragraph 2 of the Collector’s letter to Government, Disposal No. 314-English, dated 16th
March 1894, to the western houndary, which is described as follows in the nofifmtine o *OU

* West.—A line drawn from the pillar at Tavisepudi parallel to the shore, wi :
of it as is within 50 yards of hi h_water mark spring tid%s, top:he northern head’ :flt%hs:cmih
The Masulipatam baokwater and niver to the westernmost point of the Fort, with so much of ths;
shores thereof as is within 50 yards of high water mark spring tides; and also a line dmwn
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.” W

4. We should state first of all, as showing how carelessly the notificati
that the “ creek ”” and the Masulipatam backwater ”’ are one axfd the same thilng %
would think so from reading the notification. :

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

: f.the notifieati
be taken to include its arms and branches. If this is so the port limits,ou aﬂeﬁ%?ﬁog;:?edm:g

as drawn up,
though no one

13. Tappend the notification with the modifications proposed by the committee.
The alterations proposed are underlined. ' The note at foot of the notification is

¥ g
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Disposal No. above quoted, will extend, ro hly speaking,

ses in No. 3 aﬁ.lreugy submitted by the Conﬁecto:l:;th his

1, dated 31st 1894, and will include the whole of the tidal
her more than half of the tidal lock. '

lock was excluded, as well as thie old wharf and other port appurtenances

bank of the canal. e

I lock and cresk us well as the canal were in existence at the time of the

. m@@ seems inconceivable why they were not mentioned in it. There is no

: and the wharves on it have always been regarded as belonging to the

the “ old wharf ” on the north bank of the canal. But this latter wharf could

 limits unless the canal is also in these limits. And it follows therefore that,

fication was drawn up. the canal wust have been regarded as within port

L a2

_ ) &
Inly three possible explanations have suggested themselves, but mone of them seem very
ST o »
’m iA }the notification was drawn up, the canal was regarded as part of the
atam backwater and river.” 'This is improbable, as the canal was then just as it is
ted from the river by a tidal lock and at a different level from it altogether.
very unlikely, therefore, that the canal would have been mistaken for the river in 1878,
of course, that might have been possible long before when the old Fort ditch occupied
3 the canal now is, and, we presume, ran direct into the river.
i (0 “m for some reason unknown, the old wharf, &e., on the north bank of the canal
mﬁgmte! y excluded from the Port limits ; this also seems improbable.
(¢) That the notification was drawn up by some one who had mno personal knowledge
‘“!W- _And this really seems to be the only possible explanation, though we admit the
- of even this one, : ;

9. We are agreed that the canal and its banks have always been practically (in spite of the

ification) within the limits. And we have no objection to their remaining so, provided
mtm] which the Department of Public Works exercises, and always has exercised, over
the canal and the tidal lock is not interfered with. ‘Ihere has practically always been a sort of
dual control in this way, the Department of Public Works having managed the canal and the
lock in the same way as they would manage any other canal or any other lock under their
mmme the Marine Department has authority over loading and unloaghn_g operations
on the wharves and banks. This arrangemeut has always worked without friction and there
seems 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 ahsolutely necessary that the Department
of Public Works 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 corresponder}ce, h_a.s
nothing to do with their dual control over the canal but about a question of cranage, which will
be dealt with below. Al L

' W f opinion that the definition of the western boun ary contained in the noti-
ﬂoﬁti(l)xt'o}vl%;;e sgauft)lnge 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,
té.s alteration will simply give sanction for the same state of things as has always existed
hitherto.

g § regards it is also agreed by the committee that the Department of Publie
Warllz.sh%;ld pay allc?l'::s;grt dues it aligal; hitli};rto 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. : & e

ification drawn up in terms of the committee’s resolutions is appended. plan ta
iilust}';st.e‘iitngzﬁ cglt{)mitted witg the Collector’s No. 1152-English, dated 3lst 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.

&Y Wty W. L. C. BADDELEY, Major, R.E.,
- Superintending Engineer, II Circle.

Gty W. POWELL, Commr., R.I.M,, b
Presidency Port Officer.

us to the further difficulty that it is hard to understand why the

gﬁm it was not included in the notification it is very difficult to understand. s




A0 iy e SISO | . | ]

12 24tH Arrir 1895, No. 118, Marine, .
From W. POWR[ L, Esq., Commander, R.IM,, Presidency Port Officer, to the Acting Collector,
Kistna District, dated Madrag, 1st August 1894, No, 1411-0.—1133.

In reply to your reference on C. No, 552-English, dated 16th July 1894, I have the honour
to inform you fhat I approve of the amendment put forward by the Sy rintending Engineer
and would “suggest the draft notification regarding port limits being g:aWn up accordingly,
All that the port authorities want is complete control over the old wharf » i

1= orany extension
that may be made to it without at all interfering with the lock or canal banks

2. The enciosures of your letter are herewith returned.

From W. L. . BADDELEY, Major, R.E,, Supen'ntending Engineer, IT Circle, to the
Collector of Kistna, dated ezwada, 5th September 1894, No. 1251-K.8,

2. The tidal lock, the cana] 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

smoothly ; this department will pay all the port dues it has hitherto
should not attempt to charge any fresh dues, such ag cran

the canal banks, or on the lock. T can undertake to say that this de
interfere with the wharf in the canal, although I believe it was built fro

—

From the Presidency Port Officer, to the Collector of Kis
1894, No. 1d411-C.—183,

In reply to your No. 592, dated 11th September 1894, T have

tna, dated Madras, 24th September

The limits of the Port at Masulipatam.

Drarr N OTIFICATION.

North.—A line drawn due .east from the boundary illar erected near the bungalow gt
Tavisepudi to 10 fathoms of water ] vl b

South—A line drawn due east frem Point Divi to 10 fathoms of water,
West.—A line drawg from the pillar at Ta
as is within 50 yards of high water mark 4/ spring tides, to the northern head of the Masulipatam
backwater. The Masulipatam backwater i 1 ;

as are within 50 yards of b; h water mark «¢
epring tides, also the Bezwada-Bunder capay from th J;f § i

. . of the tidal lock q5 Jar as the
west rnmost point of the Fort with s0 much ¢ f 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 Masul;

s : ipatam backwater to
Point I'ivi parallel to the shore with g much of it as is within 50 yards of high water mark at
spring tides.

East,—A line draw

o from the eastery extremities of the above-described north and south
Lipits.

Sl

m 1895, No. 118, Mamive. 13

#?51805, No. 118, Marine. »

vernment agree in the recommendations of the committee, the members

b v.lmmirmpom- wiwgie feeig o
section 5 (1) of the Indian Ports Act, X of 18 e sanction o

| Iﬁdia:lls georequee'stqd to the proposed alteration of the limits of the

. i *4-*$“”"“‘- gk Port Officer will report on the question of sea-going boats
R being mnimdrmt:ﬁnyeyport dues which is referred to in the communications of the
- oria 'mtgnding and Chict Engineers, dated 17th December 1893 and 15th January

ificati i i tter will
B X te appended to the draft notification will be omitted. The ma :
;;lt%izhngy :fe%eutive orders on receipt of a reply from the Government of India.

(True Extract.)

lf' : *& | }18 4, respectively.
' be

Aﬁ,).:}»;-' ) "

Chief Secretary,

Kins ».LOS, :
) fl‘ial;:c;rA\;Tk.u]JTnC’. %sai!dzlgley, R.E. (through the Public Works Department).
: Commander W. Powell, Ix.L.M,
:: the Presidency Port Officer.
» the Public Works Department.
» the Revenue Department.

Exd. C. A. Moonooswamy,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT.

dated 22nd December 1894, No. 3173, Judicial.
»  2nd February 1895 , 226 B
” » 20th » » » 379

—_—

G.0., dated 19th March 1895, No. 594, Judicial.

- Asstracr.—Ordering that the Government of India be informed that the proposed amend-
- ment of Rule 11 of the Petroleum Act was published in the Fbrt St. George Gaszette in Erglish
and the vernaculars, and that no objection was raised thereto within the
that its early orders be requested on the reference on this subject made to it

7

period specified, and

!\ Reap—also the following telegram from the Secretary to the Government of India,

Home | Department, Simla, to the Chief Secretary to the Government of
Madras, dated 4th May 1895 :—

- Number 690, Judicial. Correspondence ending with your number 595, J udieial,
233 dated 19th March last. Governor-General in Couneil sanctions proposed amendment
-~ of Rule 11 of Madras rules under section eight, clause one, Petroleum Act,

14 : I. Reed. Exel. / /W

.~ 6.0, 24th April 1895, No. 118. ' g

fa, 3
k
0

Orper—dated Tth May 1895, No. 941, Judicial.
The following notification will be published in the Furt Sz, George Gazette :—

NOTIFICATION.

In exercise of the powers conferred by section 8, clause (1), of the Petroleum Act, XIT of
1886, the Governor of Fort St. George in Council is pleased, with the previous sanction of the
$ i i P Governor-General in Council, to substitute the following rule for Rule 11 of the rules framed

| B under section 8 of the Act to regulate the importation of petroleum by sea into the Presidency of

APRIL. ‘ Madras : — )
“ When petroleum is imported in bulk, its removal from the ship shall be effected by means
of a hese and a wrought-iron pipe and it shall be pumped into storage tanks. The discharge
3 shall be continuous day and night until completed, weather and appliances permitting. When
working at night the electric light only shall be used, aud when the ship has finished discharging,
the pipe to the storage tanks shall immediately be emptied by means of a supplementary pump

- g J on shore. If for any cause the discharge of petroleum is at any time suspended, arrangements
‘ ; I B must be made by means of a valve for effectually preventing any of the oil left in the pipe from
T, e {. ' escaping.
: | ./: f' —{/ C,VV{ . G ~ 4 (True Extract.)
", : | B : J. F. PRICE,
’. Chief Secretary.

To the Presidency Port Officer.
,, the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue).

Eos : , the Chairman, Harbour Trust Board. &
Haaflhpatam Port. 4 :: the President, Municipal Commission, Madras.
- P“ﬁmf orders on the report of the Committee ( ‘ |5 p :It:: %gglléssﬁ?;l;t (:If;ellzz'hce, Madras.
' ;risentobe::::ﬁel;h:e Public q%szt:g: san:;ht:l‘:g ‘ : :: the Liocal a.%i I\{u%eipaltDep:rtment.
ine Departments regarding the limits of { : - 2 :ﬁ: E:Egﬁue ]%:a ;tf;ﬂ?t.m HE
-, and retr:e/stipg the Government of India - : : ] . Messrs. Best & Co.
publication of a notification : ! .

sanction )
ng certain alteratiovs in the limits of the 4 Gazette.

Exd. A, Raitt.
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- G.0,, dated 22nd December 1894, No. 3173, Judicial.
» 9 2nd February 1895 , 226 "

% DR, om0 80

b /eM‘Vc{ex:(. e

.
—_—

G.0.; dated 19th March 1895, No. 594, Judicial.

~ AsstrAcT.—Ordering that the Government of India be informed that the proposed amend-
‘ment of Rule 11 of the Petroleum Act was published in the Fur¢ St. George Gazette in English
~ and the vernaculars, and that no objection was raised thereto within the period specified, and
- that its early orders be requested on the reference on this subject made to it.

Isswed

8 ‘ﬁ"’&'f"{;.;}.._“\\...Bgfm-also*the following telegram from the Secretary to the Government of India,
N Home Department, Simla, to the Chief Secretary to the Government of
Madras, dated 4th May 1895 :—

o, R s -
i ; R BRI, - "Number 690, Judicial. (?orrespondence ending with your number 595, J udieial,
- ' ‘ g ; Y z . . - R  dated 19th March last. Governor-General in Council sanctions proposed amendment
& . G.0., 7th May 1895, No. 941. ' ‘ L : \ /J’? 58 B et f\'« \.O_f Rulg 11 of Madras rules under section eight, clause one, ?etroleum At ™

L | , @ JZZ\ i I B Gaus dated 7th May 1895, No, 941, Judicial.

- The following notification will be published in the Fort St. George Guzette -—

3 o i o 4. 0 R s34

| NOTIFICATION.
;‘ ; . i . In exercise of the powers conferred by section 8, clause (1), of the Petroleum Act, XIT of
é g ; ’ \ 1886, the Governor of Fort St. George in Council is pleased, with the previous sanction of the
& & - : g Governor-General in Council, to substitute the following rule for Rule 11 of the rules framed
3 MAY & 1234 under section 8 of the Act to regulate the importation of petrolenm by sea into the Presidency of
4 . 1 A ‘ Madras : — ;

} _ ’ * When petroleum is imported in bulk, its removal from the ship shall be effected by means

of a hose and a wrought-iron pipe and it shall be pumped into storage tanks. The discharge

i ! . shall be continuous day and night until completed, weather and appliances permitting. When
: . ; ' % “working at night the electric light only shall be used, aud when the ship has finished discharging,
il the pipe to the storage tanks shall immediately be emptied by means of a supplementary pump
= ' on shore. If for any cause the discharge of petroleum is at any time suspended, arrangements
L must be made by means of a valve for effectually preventing any of the oil left in the pipe from
i ' ; escaping. :
. t - ' — X : (True Extract.) d
~ ' _ J« F. PRICE,
y Chief Secretary. ‘
} : A To the Presidency Port Officer.
| ,» the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue).

‘ | : 7 y» the Chairman, Harbour Trust Board.
; ~ , the Presidgn[:, MunifciI]))a]l. Coxix[n:is:lon, Madras.
Petroleum Act, XII of 1886. ; »» the Commissioner of Police, as.
,» the Marine Department.
irecti icati ification i < Local and Municipal Department.
Directing the publication of a notification in ,, the ] fisihagel Love
itntion of 11 of the rules framed under ( = , the Public Works Department. ; :
:2},:%21 g (:,!; :helf'_:o r:gulate the importation of Q PR < :’ the Revenue Department. ‘
petroleum by sea into the Presidency of Madras. ( : v ., Messrs. Best & Co. ; :
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" PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

.

GENERAL.

THE JOINT SECRETARY TO THE GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS, PuBLIC WORKS DEPART-

MENT, RAILWAY BRANCH.

“THE SECRETARY TO THE GOVERNMENT OF BoMBAY, PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT, i
- RAiLwAy BRANCH. -
THE SECRETARIES TO THE GOVERNMENTS OF BENGAL, THE NORTH-WESTERN PROV-

INCES AND OUDH, AND THE PUNJAB, PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT. H
THE CHIEF COMMISSIONERS OF THE CENTRAL PROVINCES, BURMA, ASSaM, AND COORG. B
THE RESIDENT AT HYDERABAD. ¥
THE AGENTS TO THE GOVERNOR GENERAL FOR CENTRAL INDIA, RAJPUTANA, AND -

BALUCHISTAN. !'
THE ACCOUNTANT GENERAL, FUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT. f
‘THE DIRECTOR GENERAL OF RAILWAYS. PR
THE CONSULTING ENGINEERS TO THE GOVERNMENT OF INDIA FOR RAILWAYS,
CALCUTTA, LUCKNOW, AND ASSAM.

Simla, the 11th May 1895.

41t SIR,

& I am directed to state that the Government of India have decided that the
g fact of an officer of the Public Works Department being decorated with a War
& Medal should be entered in the record of his service, which is maintained by the

4 Examiner of Accounts under whose audit he is; and I am to request that intima-

tion of the same fact may be furnished to the Government of India for insertion
: in the History of Services of gazetted officers of the Public Works Department
7 which is compiled annually in this office.
2. 1am further to request that any special commendation on an officer, which it
is desired to insert in the record of his service, may be communicated to the
Government of India for insertion in the History of Services.

I have the honour to be,
SIR,

Your most obedient Servant,

&) bk Ot

Under Secretary to the Govt. of India.

Documents accompanying.
Nil.

~ Petroleum Act, XII of 1886.
~ Directing the publication of a notifieation in he s ]
4 hﬁtngmx;:;eB ellcgulite ru}ies framed under // 2 s 1
ction 8 o — to regulate the importation of - A, i L
setrolenm by sea into the Presidency of Madras. [__.
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