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Subject,

Soap Machinery;— Regarding the disposal of-

A%

ENoLosuREs, M‘“
ﬂ/rc' No. 707 -

16th March

From (%ama)

(@w’it}naﬁon) Director of Industries

Fo The Secr etazy to the Government of Madzas,

Home (Eduocat ion) @epaztmawl’.

Si ) ffiﬂ:ﬁf /23 35:::5£
1z,

I have the honour to submit the following case for

the orders of Government . Cesend

25 In October 1914 Mr. Tressler heard that a certain
Géntleman in Masulipatam had some Soap machinery of which he
was not making eny use, and he wrote to M.R.Ry. Hanumantha Roy. ‘,'
Head Master of the Andhra Jateeya Kalacals MMuli- '
patam, and a.sl;ed 1f he could have the loan of the mchinery
for expsrimental purposes. He offered to pa.y all charges
connected with the dismantlizg of the maohinery and its con—
veyance to Madras. 2 5

B On the 28th october 1914 Mr. Hanumantha Row re;plied 4
that he was authorised by his friend who pwned the machinery
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to 8 that th m (]
Y machinery was plaoed entirely &a .
1 & e Ci t Mr. resgsler's
el o} .. ia,rayana—
Mr. Tressler accordingly wired t MR-RY. J- 7

disposal .
murthi who was then at Waltair to ingpect
and arrange for its removal to Madras.

s brought to Madras but nothing was done

4. The mgchinery wal

o enguire
with it, till in March 1915 Mr. Chatterton wrobte T J o :
- Mr. J. i o
if Mr. Tressler could lend him any Soap lnachlnery

amurthi was directed to fit the machinery to|

gether , but : ?
Narayan »
accordingly the machinery was packed

wag unable to do BO.

up and sent to Mr . Chatterton ab Bangalore.

he
5 on March BOth 1916 Mr. M. Krishna Row, Editor of b

the
e _imtroducing himself a8
Kistna Patriks , Masulipatam wrot ’)

er of the machinery. He stated that before the machinery
own.

: 1ig0r
wag sent by him he had been told (presumably DY the Superv )
trial

T
that the machinery would either be returned to him afte

H t
r would be purchased at a reasonable price. He agsumed the b )
2 “

intended

ag the machinery had been retained so lonngJ:. Tressler ) . ” ﬂ
’c-o buy it, and he algo complained that he had not even been paid y |

the packing charges amounting to Re. 42 which had been incurred

by him.

6 The reply sent to this letter was that the arrangements
'pPergonal Assistant'

referred to appeared to havebeen made by the Pe[;

(Mxr. J Narayanamurthi) who had been 1nstructed_‘_oorrespond on

the matter. It is true that the office copy of the letter of

21-10-14 to Mr. Henumanthe Row wag initialled by Mr. J. Narayna- ‘

mubthi, but the latter stabes that he acted under Mr. Tressler's
4

orders , and ¥ think that this stetement is obviously correct.

7~ I got wind of this matter in the beginning of November last |
and I wrote to Mr. Chatterton to know what had become of the ;&
machinery. He replied that Mr. Tressler had sent him'some iron’
¢ ‘work which he said was M gsoap machinery. It was only fit "
i tfor the sorap heap, and I think that it ie where it has been
'placed. I spoke to him about 1t afterwards and advised him
'not to have sent it back to Madras because it would not be

' worth the cost of packing and carriage.'
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8. On the 5th Ma.roh 191/ Mr Krishna. Row wrote 2e o lett.er.

. of which I enclose 200y It w111 be seen t.ha.t he a.sks

1000 for the maohinery or rather 1ess than one half of
the original cost.

Rs.

I wrote and asked him when he had bought
the maohinery and a copy of his reply of the ]oth instant is
enclosed ag a.ppendix 2 to this letter : iy

9. T reqvuest instructions a8 to how I am to dispose of the

:natter : There is vex‘y little on record as to the terms on

which the .‘na.chiner,y was lent. It was simply placed at Mr.

Tressler's disposal for purposes of experi;nenti But the
owner 8 contention is reasonable viz that the machinery should
have been returned after fi=md or paid for.
10. If Government accept this view, the only poin‘t. iha,t
rezging to be decided is how much we should pay. The
aachinery wag bought in 1911 and rwa.s worked only for about a
year. It was old iron by the time it was sent to Mr. Chatter-
ton in April 1915. The only explanation I can offer is that
some of the parts had been 1ot either by the owner or by '
the Department’r cannot say which. At any rate we are not
in & position to dispute the owner's statement that the
aachinery was in good condition/mgn it was handed over to
( the Departme‘nt. Clearly the machinery should have been 1
exguined, Pested and valued on receipt. Also it should have
been set up and tried and returned at once if it was found

useless. None of these precautions were taken. I may

mention that Mr. J. Narayanamurthi who was ordered to inspect k

and value the machinery in October 1914 was Trecalled to
Madras before he had time to go to Masul ipata:u)and another
supervisor, who is not now in the Department , was sent in
his place. The instructions to this supervisor are not on
record. i

11. The anachinery was about 4 years old when it was handed
over to this Department. The owner had lost money over it
and was hardly likely to segl it except at a heavy loss.

Having regard to all the circumstences of the cage and since f
Some figure must be settled, T suggest that a sum of Rs. 750 |



be paid to the owner.

—l=
I can find the money from the allot-

1 26 Bm
ment Biepe! "Miscellaneous Experimente under the head

" ve
Soien’oific and Minor Department - Miscellaneous .e.nd I ha

‘the honour to enquire whether it oa.n pay ‘thig anount.

; re
earl,y orders are requested 50 that I can pay the money befo:

" the end of thils month.

very

i he.ve the honour to be,

Sirl

Your mogt obedient servant ,

‘Director of Industries.

-4

;;(

Copy of letter dated 5th March 1917 from Mr. M.‘Krishlha R‘ciw, liasﬁli;
patan, to ,the Director of Industries, Madras. ‘

I have the honour to request your Kind a.ttention to the faot
that in the month of August 1914 the Department of Industries, t.ook
over from me some Soap n;anu;facturing plant , including the following

© ma,chines

. ma.ohinery sup-plied exoluding freight , was R8. ‘2150. . I feel T am en,ti:ua.
Tod ohae fod bare one half of the amoumt; Re. 1000 and the bi11 of

>ob11ged it yOu w111 xindly take all the fact of the omse int.o consider—
ation and recomnend o Governdent that I may be raid at least Re. 1000 .

the diaposeu o:t’ Govem:nent in preference to selliﬁg 1’0 in the open

’1 .One l/iilling l{achine G 5 l, 5 o Rs . 7&)

2.Vone Plociding ma,chi’ne-; . - ; o 750 5
: 3 One Sheai‘ing :niaohine G o 5 . o 250‘

4.0ne Stamping ma:[chine 5o ; A o 500

5 One Calfe—outtié% aschine o 150

Total Ra.2150

Thege were ‘lTent on an ‘inderstanding ‘that they would be used
for experimenting ‘with "So‘a.p—‘manufaéturevand if this prove practicable
the machinery would be ultimately purchased by Government . A8 one .
who 108t heavily'in ihﬁ!‘indust.ry wimarily be reason of s .lack of
expert ki:owledge of ‘the processes of Soap-making T felt interested.
in the proposition and willingly placed my plant at the disposal of
Gc‘wernmeht without' asking for 'any conditions ér-written assurances. .

" T have since repeatedly written for inf ormation. but never had
any reply. A bill for packing charges, amountting to Re.! 42 which T,
was agkeéd to prepare, was never honoured. Under -thege oconditions . I

have made bold to address’ Tinally requesting you %o adjust the matter

|
|

;

in the way that may seem t0 you jush and Fair. My cost price of the

packing charges Rs. 42/- which I paid 4o & local packer. . L.shall be . .,

't.owa,rds pricé of tie ‘machinery or‘as near an anount igs you may pongidex;,,
Just in view of the motives that impelled me to plﬁoe the machinery at..

market , together with the bill of ‘packing charges , RS, 42 I need not
add that I am willing to place the matter entirely in your hands and no - |
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' matter was ‘fresh in '‘the mind of the department.. tagy g, dadag W
% Berp nbirerd

Las) I was sending it on to Governaent .

Jin e similer splvit by the officers of Government.

further communication need be made to me except by way of paymnent ¥

of a sum which you may settle. : s
HaaM weel plidnta oM EY mod ot dic Dodal Bee ko

i

* Appendix II.
Copy of letter dated loth MaTch 1917 fTom Mr. M. Kl”ishm Row 4o (g

Dlrector of Industries Madras.

i 4 Cre e A ¢ i % o
Mood H gt Handriag JakEy el

:"I have the e ‘S.éﬁ'xd;nled;g‘é ‘receipt of your letter R.O .c.
No. 739 dated 8th March 1917. n reply %o your enquiry regarding .
the condition of the SOap—manufacturing plant supplied 40 the Depart— i
ment in the year 1914 I have the honour to state that ~bhe machinery
was purohased in 1911 and was worked ‘during t,he second half of 1911
and the first half of 1912 when owing to financial and intrinsio
difficulties the soap nanufacture wasb‘bopped, the machinery was
carefully removed , and preserved under cover in my own house in
some expectation of the work being renewed with more funds and better
expert wxEs.help . hen the :demgnd came from Ggovernment the aachinery
wag all carefully packed by the Pitter Malstry of Aﬁ;lhra Jateeyg :
KaJesals , Masulipatam, who had worked ag Forsman in my goap f‘actory. i

-

The Mschinery was purchasedidirect froa the. Ignu:f‘achuring Pirm in
Japan and. was working almost to the day.of closure. , In all,only,
gix 6r seven millings were taken,, Yotaling about 50 owbs of mamu-

faotured. soap.: Under these circumstances, wiich may pg;.eajs;ly___yeri—

' fied froa numbers: of men here, it is hard 1o understand how it happens

to be! degoribed as "very old when it was received”. I,.al80 H a

kind of. 'd.el‘icaoy‘ in now adding that, I had offers.for,the plant ‘,jus.t

But my experience of good L\
soap-manufacture , of the difficulties which resulted to me personally
‘dn'a 1o8s of more than Rs. 10,000 induced me to place the whole i)lant
‘at/ the disposal of Governament, where I hoped to gee gord results achieved
‘and ultinately to gecure the price I paid.

{2010 T have dealt with perfeol frankness in-all this mat'ber and if I

haveiwailted 8o long it has been in hope that it would be disposed _off

I am. glad ‘bha.t you_
hayve taken the Jrouble of looking into the t.ransaot.ion and it trust. you

would xindly diSpose it of f a8 seems gust to you withou‘t 1eav1ng a
regret behind ‘that I had not pressed for: adjustoent earlfr when the

ot o ii
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OrrIor oF THE AGCOUNTANT-GENBRAL, MADRAS,'

-

Fort 8t. George, the_ 26t of March

1907

NO. Try P.A. 22887«

ENoLosturzs :3043,,4‘)

Forwarded.

- L : . 7 :
2. There is no audit objection to the Proposal being sanc-

tioned by Government.

S .
G It is for Government to consider whether any discipli-

nary action should be taken against the officer responsible

for the loss to Gove ich St
[e] Govc,rnment/ which seems to be due to the

machinery not h:xvim, been examined on its receipt and nj

-not having been retumed when found useless,

i 7 M
Accountant-General ,
=

To
The fecretary to the Government of Madras,

HOME (Education) DEPARTMENT.
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o, TT_a O-12115. NOTES. .
| :

‘ . The order has issued. The following draft
‘g D.0. is submitted for approval:‘-'v— i
|

0.0 06 (5972 & 3 3"7
& : i Dear (i
oo orders have i_g'suedﬁ:m-da‘y -
w {4 approving your proposal %o ba‘y-Ré.750/

ol £ | . .
% to M.R.Ry. M. Krighna'Rao of Masuli-

e et vw:!-:j“ e _b\ ~'9‘A > ‘)e“

I : : patam for the soap plant- taken over )4

Il from him hy the Jepartment of Inhus- :
/4\«»0-\ Ul bt J "““"‘7"‘"‘{-""1"“”14"“"-;
tries The (fovernment MM :

.

fo em®  degire ti’mt you should write to

.

P e >-~%3 s

’\V;:’&\

[ v e Cﬁattet;t-on and ask him to ret,urp
| ; - .
| : the plant borrowed by hln-. the m

W“‘ﬂ‘ﬂ' /f‘“'

ing of eourse borne by Mm
i e wie e

&om‘s /‘ﬁ’"‘?

% # ‘ =
o : To S ST 3 - r
@w’e/____.—ﬂ.;x. Inne's: Lsquire, I..C’;’S-.
@ﬁ,\‘\ ! 5 Officer in charge of the vept.of Indu stries.
o % cm ; i

s
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