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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Deparimeit,
~)I/z Auvru.st 186 L.

No. 309.7  IL-ad the folluwing L’rocee«l.n"s of the Board of Revenue, duted 20th July 18G4,
No. 4,833.

. cad the followiig letter from the Officiating Collector ¢f the]Godavery District, dated Cocanada,
11th July 1864, No. 172 :— ’

1. I have the honor to forw.rd copics of letters® that have passed between the Superin-
tending Enginecr, 1st Division, anld my-self,
# Collector’s letter to the Superintending Engineer, No. 76, . “ .
Z0d July. regarding the re-payment, to the Local Fund, of
Su.f’;in;:ﬁ;d ng Engineer’s letter, to the Coilector; No. 528, 5 gym that was laid out from ir, with Mr.
Morris’s sanction, on what appears to me to be

P

essentially an imperial work.

2. My ouly reason for asking for a refund of ilie money is, that the local rcals in this
District are in such a wretched state, so wanting in proper bridges and ferry boats where the
various irrigation and navigable channels are crossed by them, that the whole of our Local Road
Funds are not sufficient for what is required of them in this respect. It scems to me that these
wants should first be supplied, before money from these sources is laid out on works which are,
at any rate, more of an Imperial, than a local nature, In the case in puint, the revetment of

the river bauk from Dowlaishwarum to Kadiyapulanka™I presume tae outlay was intended to

protect the river embankment from evasion by the current, or from being breached. If it were,

aud the Godavery flooded the coantry through the breach thus made, Imperial revenues would
- certainly suffer largely, ' o S

3. My belief is and bas been, that Local or razher District Road Funds are priveipally

intendel for the formation of local rvads where there are none, fur their malntenance sud
Ctmprovement where they exists No Dictvick that [ have ver resided inis worse off in this
Crespeet than the Godavery Distreiet, ‘There is not at preseat asingle Disirict road in it whichiis..
proxidéd as it should be with bridges, tunnels, or ferry boats; and my anxiety is to see those
yoads that esist oa paper ouly properiy so prosided.

4. The District Road Fund in this District is at present composed punmpally of road cess,

—grass rents, and surplus cattle pound fines; of which the two last supply by far ‘the laz'fern'
portion, The proceeds from ferry rents and tolls are very small,

5. Colonel Chambers thinks that because the banks of the channels are used as foot and .
bridle roads, thercfore the repairs that are required to maintain these very "banks should partly
be executed from Local Funds. 1 do not see the propriety of this. Thcse channels and tiicir
banks are required for Irrigation purposes, and must be maintained in efficient repair whether or
not the banks are used asroads. They are not dugin order that the banks may be used as

“roads, but because the State requires them for Imperial purposes, to create Imperial revenue ;
and the banks, being in existence, are naturally used as foot or bridle paths. The District Road
Turd should, therefore, I maintain, be applied simply in levelling, smoothing, and Qravel“nc the
tops of these banks, and bridging or providing safe means of crossing other channels led from the
main ones, which make impassable gaps in the bridle paths ; but not to the repair or maintenance
of the banks. This seems to me fairly and legitimately a charge on Imperial revenue alone.
Sometimes works that have been executed from Imperial Funds, roads for instance, have been
transferred to the head District or Local, and thenceforward of course they must be maintained
and repaired from the funds of this-designation. But I do not think that a work which belongs
to the class Imperial, which it seems to me that work regarding which this correspondence has
arisen does, should be maintained from Local Funds. T believe that Government intend Local
Funds to be supplemented from Imperial and not vice versd. o

6. T have the honor therefore to request that you will obtain the opinion of the Board, and
if necessary of Government, on this difference of opinion which exists between Colonel Chambers
and myself ; and that, at any rate, it may be plainly Iaid down, whether channel or 1iver
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P‘roc;ec‘lin;rs of the Madras Government, Revenue Depariment,
; 20th August 1664,

embankments, which must be maintained any how, and which may also be used as roads, are to

be repaired or maintained from Local Funds.

Excrostre No. 1.

From J. FRASER, Esq., Officiating Collector of the Godaveﬁry Distr'\ct,',t.o. LieutenanCt-Cologel
0. W.S. CHAMBERS, R. E., Superintending Engineer, 1st Division, dated Cocanada,
2ud July 1864, No. 70. . ‘ .

1. With reférence to the Estimate amounting to Rupees 1,000 received with yoEu: Mzmo‘;
randum of the lSLh February last, No. 2,208, for repairing th.e stone revetment of t?)e x{\ er a:;.
from Dowlaishwaram to Kadiyapulanka, I have the honor to inform you that thf:‘a:ltu? exg}:x:.:;
ture up to 32th April last, is Rupees 8G7-1-4, as per quarterly statement received 1irom MMa)

btod‘,i‘Zard'I observe from the remarks in the Estimate in question that aid from the District Road

Fund was required in consequence of there bcin'g no funds availal.)le thIen}firo;x(li th(,t Ibn‘np‘exi:l
Reserve Funds, and that the same has been sanctioned by Mr. Morns: 1 8 1ouh. n()'t, o g“tﬂ °
any sum being advanced from the Local Funds when so urgently requxr'f‘:c',‘ as this “'as 01; .1e
reiwair of an Imperial work, but 1look on the advance as a loan only. lh-l; sFone re\etx:e;f“as
originally constructed from Imperial Funds, and I observe that Rupees 4f“ w er~e expended from
the same source in repairing the work in the year 1863-Gt. Under these cu‘cumstz{nces, I;eqxlebt
you will have the goodness to remit to me the abo've -amount, from the Imperial Funds. by a
;ransfer receipt that it may be re-credited to the District Road I.Tund. {\ll .the money av'enlable
under this head is required for outlay on local roads: and works in the District. In the e‘?mef
your differing from me in opinion, I request you will lfet me k_now ke same, so that I may e r
the matter to Government for their consideration and disposal.”
(Tiue Copy:)
(Signed) J. FRASER, Officiating Collector.
)

ExCLosunﬁ No. 2. 7 |
From Lieutenant-Colonel 0. W. S. CHAMBERS, R. E., Superintending Engineer, 1st Division,
to J. FRASER, Esq., Officiating Collector of . the Godavery District, dated Waltair,
Gth July 1864, No. 528:— o

1. In acknowledging the receipt of your letter as per margin, I beg to ‘state that I regret .

to differ from you in the opinion expressed
therein that the sum of Rupees 1,000, which
Mr. Morris and myself thought might be with advantage expended on dykes along the left bark
of the northern branch of the Godavery, should be treated as a loan only, and not as an absolute

No. 76 of 2ad July 1864

rd

granf; In the past official year Rupees 4,750 were provided in the Budget for repairing dykes
in th:Godavery District, and Rupees 17,298 expended from Imperial Funds, exclusive of Rupees
67 from Mr. Morris’s grant; the expenditure in the present year should li)e ona larger scale,
and, as ouly 12,300 Rupees are available, I cannot take upon myself to diminish that already
insufficient amount by tiansferring even 8G7 Rupees as a refund to the Local I'unds’ account,

3. It seems to me that you are under a mistake in supposing that the Local Funds of a
District are to be exclusively applied to its roads; under the head cf Dykes, 1,000 Rupees were
granted by Government in the past year to the Kistna from the ferry and other funds, and
under the same head another sum of 6,410 Rupees was allotted to the Nellore District from the
Income tax Funds. . ST

4, Without these precedents, any expenditure from Iccal sources required to supplement
sums already granted by Government, might, in my opinion, be made without hesitation on the
groyres by which the river embankments are protected, inasmuch as these banks are amongst

the most frequented foot and bridle roads in the Collectorate. .«

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Depariment,
20th August 1864.
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3. The fact of these groynes having been originally established with Imperial Funds, is no
argument for Local Funds to be prohibited from supplying money for their repair; nothing is
more common than for an Imperial grant to be
supplemented with one from Local Funds, or
for a work constructed originally by the State to be repaired with money granted by Government

Vide Budget of Local Funds passim.

from local sources.

6. This application of Local Funds to other objects besides roads,” appears to be a very
proper arrangement at the Godavery in particular, because there the funds in question are derived

in a large measure from other sources than ferries.

7. Should you still purpose addressing Government on the subject, I beg that you will
oblige me by accompanying your report with this my letter that my v}iews may be submitted to
Government at the same time as yours, and a reference perhaps avoided.

(True Copy.)

(Signed) J. FRASER,
Officiating Collector.
Ordered to be submitted for the decision of Government. The Board consider that the
distinction drawn by Mr. Fraser is a proper one, and that Local Road Funds should not be

employed in revetting river banks when such banks form part of a general scheme of Irrigation
works. :

No. 310. OrDER THEREON, 20th August 1864, No. 1,513.

The Government concur in the views of
the Acting Collector and the Board of Revenue;
but as decided in the case marginally noted, it
is not worth while to make any refund now.

Local Funds.

Order dated 3rd August 1§64, No, 1,378, -

(True.Extract.)
(Signed) J. D. SIM,
Secrefary to Governmenh

To the Board of Revenue.
» the Public Works Department.

Exd. T. 0'Connor,
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4. Without these precedents, any expenditure from local sources required to supplement
“sums already granted by Government, might, in my opinion, be male without hesitation on the
groynes by which the river embankments are protected, inasmuch as these banks are a{iiqngsg‘.
the most frequented foot and bridle roads in the Collectorate. s

5. The fact of these groynes having been originally established with Imperial Funds, is no
argument for Local Funds to be prehibited from supplying money for their repair ; nothing is more
\ common than for an Imperial grant to be sup-
- plemented with one from Local Funds, of for a
work constracted originally by th(}S&gt% to be.r.epaired with money granted by Government* from

“1ocal sources, VYt e

Vide Budget of Local Funds passim.
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* 6. This application of Local Funds to o-her objects besides roads, appears to be a very

"proper arrangement at the Godavery in pfticllar, because there the funds in «question are derived
in a l?i’rge measure from other sources 'llian,, erries. )
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‘ ProceEDINGS OF TIIE BoARD OF REVENTE
, : . U&& ww§ July 18G4, e
/s " No. 4,833, “

Submitting *on decision with remarls 55 '
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