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(. No. 420 R, dated Ootacamund, the 28th June 1897.

From=rF, ]. E. SeriNe, Esq., Officiating Joint Seeretary to' the Government
of Madras, Public Works Department, Railway Branch,

To=The Secretary to the Government of India, Public Works Department.

I am directed to acknolwedge the receipt of your letter No, 546 R. C., dated

les of correspondence on

the subject of Sir

the 3rd April 1897, forwarding cog
Bradford Leslie’s and Mr. H. G. Turner's roposals for the construction of rail
ways from Vizianagram to Parbatipur and imlipatam, respectively, and asking for
an expression of the opinion of this Government on Mr. Turner’s proposal to
alter the gauge of the Vizianagram-Bimlipatam branch from the 2° 6”, for which
he now holds a concession, to the standard gauge,

2. An earlier letter of the Government of India, vis., your No. 1
dated the 25th January 1897, still remains unanswered. In that letter this

53 R. C:, 2190f BR.C,

eb. 1897,

Government was asked to say whether the Bimlipatam branch had better be made *'*~*'**-

under the Railway Act or under the Tramway Act. When that letter was
written no question had arisen about the standard gauge. In reply I am now
desired to acquaint you with the opinion of His Excellency the Governor of Madras

so that it will be, or may be, worked by the Eas
the Railway Act.

that it should be made under
ments put forward in the follo

wing

ragraphs b

€ accepted, and Sir B, Leslie

and Mr. Turner be in consequence

Id to their existing

concession, it will be

convenient thgt the s
and that the line shou

mall company if form

ed shoul

d be domiciled in India,

Id be made under the Tramway Act.

3. As regards

the question of the gauge of

the

Bimlipatam branch, I am instructed to ofier the following remarks. [t must
be understood that at or near Vizianagram two main streams of traffic cross
one another without uniting—one the stream from the Ganjam direction,
running southward, and encouraged by the East Coast railway to debouch

on Vizagapatam or Cozonada ; the other the stream from Parba

tipur, Salur,

Bobili, and the Central Provinces, running by the shortest cart route to
the seaport of Bimlipatam. If the Vizianagram-Parbatipur line should not be
built, this stream of cart traffic will probably never be attracted to the East Coast
railway, and probably will not even be tempted to take the Vizianagram-
Bimlipatam railway on either gauge, but without unloading will continue its coutse
to Bimlipatam, where the cartmen can make up their return loads, chiefly salt

and piece-goods.

more so if that branch should h

ereaft

er be extended inland

and pack transport will employ itsel

f on the feeder roads ba

will have the option,

If, however, the Parbatipur branch should be built, and the

to Raepur, the cart
ck of the railway, and

goods on arriving at Vizianagram

imlipatam extension be ready, of debouching on either

Bimlipatam or Vizagapatam, or of passing southwards by rai

if the broad-gauge
of the two ports,
I to Coconada or

4. Bearing in mind, and beiiF
to the trade of the districts sery :

fully convinced of, the immense importance
of a good boat harbour at Vizagapatam, this

Government is very averse to the adoption of an policy which would be likely
to deter capitalists from coming forward with offers to construct Mr. Thorow-
ood’s smaller harbour scheme. His Excellency the Governor of Madras in

ouncil is of opinion that the mFrant

of a concession for the making of 2 standard

gauge connection bétween Bimlipatam and the East Coast railway would have the

effect of keeping capital away from
would dep::}:)ate the grant to Sir B.

’

concession for which they have Ggpplied, but would recommend their bein

Vizagapatam harbour, and for this reason he
Leslie and Mr. Turner of the standard gauge

g left,

during its currency, withthe 2 concession of which they are now in possession.
5. The chief justification of the smaller harbour scheme being the lowering of

pected to
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to follow that once the smaller harbour scheme is in working or t

the Bimlipatam middlemen will no longer be able, eveng 3'1?!?. tahteV;sz;gs:sa tami
a standard gauge branch, to retain the Parbatipur trade in their ‘own N nc; :
Bimlipatam branch, if made on the standard gauge, would probably  then b e
unremunerative, and that this should happen to the pro rty of a privat ecombf
sidised company would, for many reasons, be mo Privais unsu

st undesirable.
6. As there is no prospect of securing two good h v
is of opinion that it is the right policy to gffer e%ery ezzgﬁr;;;;,l:':t (iwemmgm
likely to come forward as the promoters of schemes for the develo me°t pefrsons
harbour, that of Vizagapatam ; and that nothing should be done V")h' l? 0 : one
likely to have the effect of discouraging such development Mox‘e:t;c FopHLs
not directly deriving any benefit from the revenues of the East Colat ve.rl, thouﬁh‘
Government cannot but view with disfavour the proposal to eToRy ¢ ham way, this
by what cannot be viewed as other than a rival line, without adequat it trunk line
in the shape either of benefit to producers or 1dequate justification

policy. o exigencies of a famine

y iR 7. Asregards the Parbatipur branch, I can only re i
i %,‘.%.5.&4 to say in paragraph 11 of my ﬁ:tter on the generalyra.if,vtre:‘)E ';?g{'av:na;: ms‘tmctl:.d
8. mmg‘ertl'cy' No. 332 R,, datefd t::l;a. 1oth May 1897, and express a ho'p: tl?;t ‘tll»:
negotiations now in progress for
iss%z . progr is important branch may soon havea successful

8. In reply to the enquiry contained in the final two I; :

e wo lines

- agdR.C. 154 R. C.,, dated the 25th January 1897, as to whether this c?,izg,"' leitee. NG,

L T remarks to offer as to the special terms or conditions to. be emb g{ent has any
agreement entered into for the Bimlipatam branch, | am instruc'tndO led in any

things seem scarcely ripe as yet for an expression of 5. W84y that

: - opini . p
be of much practical value. pinionon this subject to

9. As an aid to the Government of India in arrivi

on the important matter now under reference, 3 C
ation a copy of a letter with its enclosures, Nof gg‘gdgff;ﬁ I:O forward for inform-
: from the Collector of Vizagapatam, and also a cop§ of a lett:r fro +
- Chamber of Commerce, dated the 24th March 1897. The M m the Madras
- of Commerce have been informed that a copy of their 'lett ddras Chamber

. _to the Government of India, er has been forwarded

"8 at an unbiased opinion

No. 809, dated 6th March 1897.
From—The Acting Collector of Vizagapatam,

To=The Joint Secretary to the Govern . >
ment, Railwa;y Branch, ment of Madras, Public Works Depart-.

I have the honour to forward herewith a lette ;
- Secretary, Railway Committee, Bimlipatam, addri’,f:ﬁo“é}nmnt, from the
. Viceroy and Governor General of India in Council tequesting t‘;nsxcellenc’ the
- line of railway from Bimlipatam to Parbatipur be ordered ¢ a continuous
~ either of the standard or metre gauge. - oered o be constructed,

Dated tst March 187,
From—The Secretary, Railway Committee, Bi ' o
To—His Excellency the Vicero :

dG Fir
s T dehm

S EgE

atam to Parbatipur be constructed, be it standard or metre

b

- For which act of kindness, as in duty m“d'm"mm;. o

R TV Y S SRy

- ’.

v In pursuance of the enclosed resolution passed at a o e i
sl Ee%umary 1897 at Bimlipatam, 1 most M% W held on
- lency may be pleased to direct that a continuous Tine of - EWM. '

ot ian of gauges at Vizianagram will seriously tell upon M“ﬂ‘ﬁwﬁr
comfort of the people and the trade of Bimlipatam, m?‘mwf“‘l +
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’ ¢d 4 ' oting held at Bimlipatam on. 1oth
solution passed at a public mecting
ks e February 1897.

B 3 * *®

: ; : ting of the merchants and inhabitants of Bimlipatam

‘Tl:'at th:;'?cuel;l;fml‘ﬂ iisl %een granted by the Secretary of State to Sir
o atL: lie and Mr. H.G. Turner to enable them to form a company
Bradford t :l“ght railway on the 2’ 6" gauge from Bimlipatam to \lf;zxanagram
to corstruc h ent of India have expressed a preference that the contem=
a{ui eflhﬁng?:;‘m&zia m to Parbatipur should be on the standard gauge.
pla mage

: Ty ini the dislocation of gauges at Vizianagram
“ This meeting is cf OPIRICE thatdsea.t‘that place %ill deprive the people

X f goo ) €
thereby causing ?w;: ?‘fub::’fic?, cgoomfort and convenience which the railway
of Bimlipatam of & am%:am would otherwise bestow on them and on therr

connection with Viz: uest that the Government of India may be
trade. They the{;’:ﬁe lﬁcﬂﬂzm’e{;‘;mupatm to Vizianagram be constructed on
pleased to dlfe‘:t;s the line from Vizianagram to Parbatipur, be it standard or any
;}:g ;a;eugzufnd they will, as in duty bound, ever pray.

* . L
s *
» L]

.

P. ANUNDAGAJAPATHY RA],
President.

Dated 24th March 18¢7. :
From— G ArBUTHNOT, Esq,y Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, Madras,
rom— G.

The Secretary to the Government of Madras, Public Works Department,
0 Railway Branch.

A szgr:;!ze@:sgtxéﬁon of a 2’ 6" gauge line of railway between Vizianagram
nction

o r has since learned of the dissatisfaction which
and melirﬂt;"'" :xud :::ec(l: l;:gb:cuon for the construction of 2 standard gauge
has been °‘Eth ddp;s well as a guarantee and other facilities calculated to

o b sist in the flotation of a Company to take up the wotk. The Cham-
matf.\‘l&“)' g to understand why a break of gauge should have been insisted
ber is at a loss he supposition that it is the desire of the Government of India and
upon, save on tf%m&p:o force traffic to Vizagapatam in_order to assist the East
the Sfam ?md in view of the possibility of a boat harbour being constructed

0as

hat port.

some day at t heP“: boat harbour is concerned, the Chamber considers
So faras t prto doubt whether it will ever be constructed unless funds are
that there -St"l;‘:ssm _and this the Government has declined to do. The facili-
provided by landing and shipping cargo which by result from the boat harbour
ties given L0 w? compensate the merchants of the district for the extra cost
will not in any " Zods by rail to the harbour and the enhanced dues and ship-
of the carriage OFE cthermore, Vizagapatam is not nearly so convenient as a ship-
ping chuga-pd the facilities offered there are much less than at, Bimlipatam.
ng port as, 9 tion ‘1 have to invite your attention to my letter of the 26th June

n this .conn;;ter dated the 22nd April 1891, which the Bimlipatam Railway
1891, QOF"C add 4 i to His Excellency the Governor--which represented the
m“g sractically the whole mercantile communitér of the Vizagapatam
4 m to the memorials addressed to His Excellency the Governor
District: &l in October and November 1850, by the inhabitants of Bimlipatam and
in Coun m. in which the objections to Vizagapatam as the chief -shipping port
Vizmggs wrict were clearly set forth. As the Chamber remarked in its letter,
:{m t:;:m orialists did not advocate the retention of trade at Bimlipatam because

they feared that by its going to Vizagapatam it would pass from their hands into

was announced that the Secretary of State for India had .
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those of others, but because Vizagapatam did not possess the facilities for
accommodating the trade of Bimlipatam as well as their own. They foresaw that
if trade was forced to Vizagapatam, a good deal of the benefit that the East
Coast railway should undoubtedly do to the trade of the district would be
done away with, owing to the inconvenience and expenses of that port. The
memorialists added that they already had in their hands all the important portion
of the trade at Vizagapatam, and that in asking for the connection of Bimlis

with the East Coast railway there was no question of one section of the
mercantile interests of the district attempting to obtain an advantage over the
other. These arguments of the memorialists are, the Chamber considers, as
irrefutable now as when they were advanced, and therefore the Chamber cannot
but deplore the decision of the Secretary of State, which, however, it hopes is
not irrevocable.

Then as regards the East Coast railway, its claim to take the whole of the
inland traffic appears to be based on a misapprehension of the existing course
of trade. Two arteries of traffic intersect each other at Vizianagram==the coast
traffic between the north and south, and the inland traffic between the interior
and Bimlipatam. These two distinct courses of trade require separate railway.
facilities—and separate systems were at one time allotted to them, lf)or the East
Coast railway project was quite a different thing to the proposed Raepore-Vizaga~
patam line. In the Chamber’s opinion, the East. Coast line ought to be content
with what traffic it can obtain from the other systems, and it thinks it is not too
much to say that that railway will obtain far more traffic by the great develop-
ment of trade which is certain to follow extended railway facilities tgan by endeav-

ouring to Ffocure a monopoly of the carrying trade of the district at the
expense of its economical conduct.

Holding these views, therefore, and anxious only for the advancement of the
%netd ﬁiwd of the trade of the district, the Chanfber begs to express the hope
that the Madras Government will urge upon the Secretary of State the great
desirability, in the interests of the district generally, of sanctioning the con-
struction of a line between Vizianagram and Bimlipatam on the standard gauge.
The Chamber does not ask that any financial State aid should be given towards
the construction of the line—though it considers that such aid should be accorded
if. desired—for it feels confident that its prospects are so good that the
required capital would soon be subscribed publicly, a result which will be difficult
if not impossible of accomplishment if a break of gauge is insisted upon.

From every-point of view, the Chamber regards Bimlipatam as: superior to
Vizagapatam as a shipping port, and it trusts, therefore, that its claims to generous
consideration will be met by the Secretary of State in the manner suggested.

Extract from the Proceedings of the Government of Madras, Public Works
Department, Railway Branch.

READ the following papers :—

Letter from the Government of India, Public Works Department, No. 1 R C
dated the 25th January 1897. partment, No. 154 :

Letter from the Collector of Vizagapatam, No. Dis, 809, dated the Gth March 1897,
Letter from the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, dated the 24th March 1897.

Letter from the Government of India, Public Works Department, No. 546 Mg et
dated the grd April 1897.

No. 419 R,, dated the 28th June '1897.
ORDER thereon by the Government of Madras.

The letters read above from the Chairman of the Chamber of Commerce and from-
‘the Collector of Vizagapatam will be forwarded to the Government of India. ‘

G. c- Pfl!l. s‘ﬂb""m m P, w. D-"—IM.-M
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No. 99 Railway of 1897.
GOVERNMENT OF INDL A
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT:
RAILWAY CONSTRUCTION.

-

To
11E Rigat HoNouraBLE LORD GEORGE FRANCIS HAMILTON,
Her Majesty's Secretary of State for [ndia.
Simla, the 23rd September 1897.
My LORD,

We have the honourto acknowledge the receipt of Your Lordship's Des-

* No. 108 Rilway, dated toth Desomber 18g6.  patches marginally* quoted on the subject of

No. § Railway, dated 21st January 1897. the proposals of Sir Bradford Leslie and

Mr. H. G. Turner for the construction of railways from Vizianagram to Parvatie
pur and Bimlipatam respectively,

2. In the first of these Despatches we were informed that the Promoters
being unable for the present to raise the money for the Vizianagram-Parvatipur
line except on the basis of a sterling guarantee, Your Lordship had caused them
to be informed that the concession offered to them must be considered to have
lapsed, and that as regards the Vizianagram-Bimlipatam eéxtension they had
accepted a concession for a line on the 2’ 6” gauge without any financial assistance
from the State except the free grant of land. You therefore desired to be
informed of any special terms and conditions which should be embodied in the
Agreement for this extension.

3. With the second of thése Despatches was forwarded a copy of a further
letter from Mr. Turner relative to the Vizianagram-Parvatipur concession, and
of the reply thereto that should he still be willing to proceed on the basis of
“ Branch Line terms” he should submit any fresh proposals on the basis of those
terms to the Government of India. ,

4 A further communication was in due course made to us by Sir Bradford

Leslie and Mr. Turner in which they intimated that they had been advised by their
financial supporters that in the improved condition of the money market and provid-
ed that there was a reasonable prospect of the Branch Company’s share of surplus
profits affording a substantial addition to the guaranteed interest it would be possible
to raise the capital for the construction of the Vizianagram-Parvatipur line on the
standard gauge under a 3 per cent. guarantee with a half share of surplus profits.
4 Pros.R. C,, November 18gs, Nos. 237—250, They, therefore, asked for the results of the
Part A. surveyt carried out by Government in
1804-95 for this Branch, to enable them to ﬁrocegd _with the formation of a
company. This information was furnished, with an intimation that the project
was one for consideration at the Conference, and that Government in no way
accepted any responsibility for the accuracy of the information supplied.

The Conference which has just concluded its sittings at Simla under the
Presidency of His Excellency the Viceroy, classed this line " B (2),” as a project
which may be entrusted to a Branch Line Company. As, however, Sir B. Leslie
and Mr. '?umer have not yet submitted definite proposals for its construction on
« Branch Line terms,” it was held that it was also open to any other Promoters

to do so.




2 O ' O Coty.

: | d : GOVERNMENT OF INDIA.

. With regard to the Vizianagram-Bimlipatam extension, My, T ' . ; P ,
Ma:cst; 1897 informed the Government of India that he was prepared m“::’é; e i - PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.
the standard gauge for this line, and that if the * Branch Line terms”’ were cone '

ceded there would be no necessity for the subsidy of interest which was offered TR : RAMWAT CONSURUCHION,
by the late Maharaja of Vizianagram, He was told in reply that the Government A

of India were not prepared to apply the “ Branch Line terms,” to this line but that
his proposal to make the railway on the standard gauge instead of the 2’ 6" gauge N1,
the terms of his existing concession remaining in other respects unaltered, had been '
referred to the Government of Madras for opinion, he in the meanwhile’ being at
liberty, if he so desired, to proceed with his arrangements in connection withghis - e : ;
existing concession for a 26" gauge line. To

6. We now enclose a copy of a letter* from the Go

| ; : ~Jovernment of Madras R  Her Majesty’s Secretary of State
: ;au:.) 420 R., dated 28th June 1897 (Enclosure grl:;;i; c?r:talr{: thelxr views on Mr, Turner's ~ Rets for India.
Faits 4 e sal Lo alter the gauge of the Viziana. i oA .
- gram-Bimlipatam line from 2" 6” to the standard gauge, ltg wiﬁ be obs?an}é‘cfli;;:t e y
~ the Local Government deprecate the grant of a concessio 1

B : n for a standard e : g
~ line, but recommend the Promoters being left, during its currency Witﬁa‘:ﬁﬁ oy | '
2/ 6" gauge concession of which they are now in possession. Pending the receipt &

of a further communication from the Promoters, the Government o -
of opinion that it is premature to consider the subject of any special l:::gx?stl?ai =
should be embodied in the agreement to be entered into with th ' %

¥

< e Promoters. il ;
 We thought it desirable to place these views of the Local Government before ; & | g , No. 99 Railway. :
i .- e Gmma’ and.the Conft;rence eed in them. The Government of Madras ”1. g . Dated Simla, the 23rd September 18g7.
- bave therefore been asked to inform the Promoters accordingly, but as they ma g , : ¥
il mwwh Your Lordship on the subject we deemed it ‘advisable 5., Al Lot Py . Received
- place Your Lordship in possession of all the facts of the case, b et
. Sy ‘ 3 i
We have the honour to be, s -
My Lorp, ' ; J—‘f‘, 1

- Your Lordship’s most obedient and humbl\é Servants
i3

| (Signed) ELGIN. ° | £
i e »  GEO.S, WHITE.
n J. WESTLAND,

. ~ »  J.WOODBURN. )
o it M. D'CH*LMERS. RANER - 71“v' ’-.',v & ‘. 4=
B e

-
-
-

g, g . A.C. TREVOR,
‘ b il Vg , - VIZIANAGRAM-PARVATIPUR BRANCH,
WIrH EXTENSION TO BIMLIPATAM.

Construction on Branch Line terms.
Views of the Government of India on the pro-
posals of Sic B. Leslie and Mr. H. G. Turner.

s Documents accompanying,
Letter from the Government of Madras, No. 420 R, dated 8th June 187, ang

Jid

G. C. Press, Simla~No, 1039 P, W, D.=20-9-9;8,,
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: (1 : - GOVERNMENT OF INDIA, A/ Recewed .2
N 1 A [an ommunications | \' !
g ] iy \eal PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.
B E | tothe Secrelary. e .
RATLVAY CONSTRUCTTON.
4 Gl =
Simla,the 27th September 1897,
. i The undsr-mehtioned paper is forwarded .o the Joint i
Secretary to the Government of Madras,Publiec Works Depart- @
ment Reilwsy Braneh in eontinuation of Public Works Debértgrfi
€%620~S ment letter No.14b6 R.C.,dated Gth September 1897, :
v .d ; X
By order, i T %
: ] . S g - Under Secretary. F
R | Document referred to. =~ - = o o ek e LS
E Copy of Despateh No.99 Reilway,deted 23rd Septsmber
fod R e R LA T :
_ ] 189?’to‘Hsr MejestyéSecretary of State.
_v1zianagram Parvatipuar Béanéh;with-extenaion,to s
Bimlipatam. v T :
= e Views of the Government of Ihdia on the proposals of
' Sir B.Leslie and Mr,H.G.Turner. e
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Gobernment of Hadras,

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT,

RAILWAY BRANCH. - I
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