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Concerning the Preparation of the Annual Report of
the Superint,endent, Archaeological Survey Department,
Southern Circle, Madras.
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' With reference to the Govermment's criticism of my
Anmual Report for 1915-16 embodied in G. 0., No.109, - Home
(Miacella.neous‘)',l dated the 5th September 1916, T have the
honour to submit herewith for the information of Government,
2 copy of a demi-official letter No.2224, dated the 21st

\ September 1914 from the Dixfeqtor General of Archaeology in

-l.India, from which_, "it 111 be seen that the s*banda;rd O ‘
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§ 1f the Government will kindly

{
lobliged 1f the Govermm!
the following points:=

gl pleasent for me bo learm that

report is an improvement on its pPr

to know the reasons W

satisfactory conclusion.

(2) I do not think it would be possible

account" of conservation Works

report, than that appearing in Appendix De

report are wynintelligible. L)

(&) May I be informed of th
of repair done dux:
to give & full account of.

(%) The soTpailled

gazet‘oeera", was included at the special

General of Archaeology.

Je
(5) Nay I/\'ini’ormed now I am to compel
neers of this Presidency

1y expended within the year''s

| matter which concerns them far more th

(6) In parvagraph 4 of my

gplained in de
| how the Draftsman's time was occupiled.

[ ment Crder under reference, the Govermm

were prepared during the year". Does

u;?I‘V drawings have been prepared,

T ==
s ""'-'"abee"Lcr

ent will be 8O good 2

edecessor''s

hich have led the Gove

carried out during the

point, oub to me which

e names of the

ing the year under repor

wiprelevant matter copi

wto see that the budget allotment is ful=
Tt appears to MS, that this is &

an it does me.

Annual Report for 1915-16,

tail what drawings were requir

or that the number 18 insuffi=-

--4..nf the nature of the drawings L
W

8 to enlighten me on

non the wholeés my last |
put I should like ‘\

ynment to arrive at this =

‘to glve a more "concise

year under
I shall feel obliged

portions of my

wpore important works

" which I have failed

ed from district

request of the Director

‘the Superint.ending Engi=

EAL -

I have ex=

et

ed during the year and
In paragraph 4 of the Govern-—
')
ent states “only six drawings

’c,his statement mean thab too

|
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My

monographs (57 DT o = Y

ture, Fuch a TS v
> S Pa.llaxg“ i Vijayanaga &

menograph
phs to<be incorporated in Part II o my Ann\ﬁ’l Eepc

or are
they tc be prepared and issued as separate publi at
8). T |
(8) With regard to the latter part of paragraph 4, som¢
3
confusi )
on of ideas seems to prevail regarding "Architecture

%

and "Archaeoclogy"
23, Agxong scholars and experts, these two \,

subjects are treated separately as distinct subjects. With
the exception of a little article on "The Manuracture or Str;
Tmpl ements in Prehistoric Times" appearing in Part II of my‘
Annual Report for 1914-15, I am not award that ( Petve prUd\.‘l\q

o

any " Cl
y "essays on archaeological problems'. My article off T
"Ond y
gin of the Typical Hindu Temple of Southern India" appe
ing in Pa Dy
rt II of my last Annual Report, represents a ,valual
Pt ML

inve »
stigation into the origin of a particular style orf Ind.:L";a1
|

Architecture, which, up toc the present, has never been expl:
ol It is points of this kind which require elucidation f;;‘
T'ore "monographs on the chieI'" architectural works ol Southe;
India" can be successriully undertaken. The most important
consideration concerning the style of architecture of any
country or people is, its origin and develcpment. Without

thi
s knowledge, it 1s not possible to understand or to 2ppr

1 1 T
ciate the value of any particular architectural éty‘te

(9), Ir the Archaeclogical Survey Departiment 1s to pro‘vlJ
or any real educational value, the Frovincial Reports shou
contain something more than mere "Conservatiocn Notes" i
a rule, "Conservation Notes" are written primarily fo:; e
guidance of the Public Works Department Cverseer who is ;

trust i C
ed with the repairs, and it 1s a little difficult i
g .




i

cn/ars” th ’
s e remova] of’ veget&tion, upkeep of paths a.nd roads; re-— ’u w

1rs to no
tice- boa.rds, and the pay or watchmen or- sweepers. I should

ch lik
eiite be inrorzned as to the manner to be employed in oraer

bmake M
i e inter-esting reading” out of such material as this In
‘he early : ) '
5 y days of this Department, "Conservai‘;ion Work" wés neces-
35.1"11 re

i garded as 'the primary du'by o the I_ocal Superintendent"

Sut there i
8 no sa.ne reason why conserva.tion should still be con-

fHidered of
para,rgount importance now that the important repairs have

s

en‘ completed and the builldings made over to the maintenance of
€ Public Works Department. Cnce an ancient building has been
jut 1ﬁto a thorough state of good repair, no further repairs, other
7\an_nua,1 repairs", should be required for the next twenty years

= " To "
Therefore, no "Conservation Notes" on such buildings

I have the henour to bé,
S,

Your most ob
obedient servant,

v
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i
I te e\
‘Superintendent 1
( &
\
&
% 3 ma.ny\ d:-awings have beem pe—.
g A e =t
Sl aEy L

the 2lst  September 1914.

Simla,

My dear Longhurst,

I have just re&d with the greatest interest and

pleasure your repert Iror 1018-14. It is vastly superior

to any report which has preceded it in the Sgu‘ohern Cizele

and I hope that you will make a point of always maintaining

the high level which it has now reached.

I see that the Lecal Government has igsued instruc-

tions regarding the expenditure of funds previded for conser- i

vation and no doubt they will be fully spent in future, Ib

5 |
ig difficult to understand how a sum OT s.10,000/- could have

when there is so much waiting to be

been allowed O lapse,

e at Vijayanagar and other sites, and S0 little money

| don
available.
Yours sincerely,
(Sd) J. H. Marshall
Mo

A. H. Longhurst, Tsdes

Madras.

(True Copy) {)
. \\' \ B XMA/" ¥
Sl

Superintendent.
&



. Mr. Longh st rééaxits thé‘un‘i‘avoumble rema‘

made by the uovernment in th 1r review of his las

annual repon‘t ¢ .O.No 109, Home (Miscellqneous),'

.

dated the 5th _September 6} an:i con.sidefs them 1

be unneeessaw". While ztsking for enhghtenment 0

certain pomts conc'eming the manner in which th

standard of his annual report 'shpuld be improved,"
he tukes up the attitude of eriticising the rema.rks
and asks the Government to just f‘v some of them. Thi
position taken b‘y Mr. Longhurst and the,tone of
letter are i'ather curious. ;It ig for vaonside‘fa,‘

-whether the. displeasure of the Goverment at th




: o' Jries B =
vinted with G.G.No.745, iublie, dated the 91t

Angust 1803. Some of these ingtructions have been
brought home to Mr. Longhurst on previous occasions.

Thus, the report for 1919-13 was found by the

Governwent of India to be defective in several ways

and ingtructions were thereupon issued to the

’

Superintendent to avoid such defects - vide. G.0'. No.
678, lublie, dated the 6th June 1914, and the demi.

officials on pages 10 to 12 and 27 to 28 of the

notes to that ¢.0. Vide also ¢.0.No.371, Public,

| dased the 19th March 1913, in which instructions

were igsued in regard to the matter to be embodied -

in part I and Part II of the annual report. With
o >

the instructions, already given to him Mr. Longhurst

should be able to prepare an interesting and read-

able report.

fi 3. It may be observed that the review of fha!

annuad report for 1915-16 was redrafted by the

. ’ & 7
Honourable Sir Alexander Cardew,--vide page 3*of the |

notes with G.0. 109-10, Home (Miscellaneousj, dated

the 5th Septerber 1916, and most of the Honétlrlxl>l_e

.

Member's vemarks are based on the notes on pages &

)

. .

. : .
- and 3 of the &.0.+ It does not seem necessary to
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Para.l at

Para.2

Mr. ionghurst wants explanation or-elucidation end

the sake

SV

which have evidently be‘en raised only for

of eriticising the remarks mudé by the Goviernment.
4. It is for coﬁsid@rntion whether the letter

may be recorded with the remark that the Super—

intendent should be guided by the ingtructidbns

already issued to him in regard to the lines on -

\vpich hig amual report should be prepared. The

.

digpleasure of Govermment at the attitude taken by
him may also, it is submitted, be noted.

Bk, V. >

T.XK.
1-1-17.

leaving aside the interrogatories in the.

current letter and confining ourselves solely to

the Government review, it will be observed that

Mr. [onghurst has not muech to complain of. The

opening sentence in the review "the report is

"on the whole an improvement of its predecessor

"x"'x "xX" 1s of tho nature of an appreciation

effect of

and gives exnression to the collective

the feport. Again, the observation that "the
"conservation notes would however have been more

"ugeful if the’ Superintendent had given a coneise

and



Items 33, 40 & 100
ongpages 17, 18 & 23

.respectively at *
slip

interest himself in the matter and arrange for the

"works of repair x % x "meant thut My Senchu

should have taken a few specimens of ;>romine9t-

repair carried out in connection with, say, the

Gingee fort, the Kalleswdra temple at Harpanahalle

the tomb of Abdul Wahab Khan at Kurnool, and evolve;;[ 2

a readable account of them, shbwing clearly thé
nature and objeet of each work. The remark in
paragraph 3 regarding the inadequacy of the expendi
ture on ’conserv@t_ion and the lapses in‘trhe uvmupt's

allotted for the purpose is nothing mew. Year after
.

year the Government have been complaining about

this and the paragraph is as much an order to the
tublie Works Department to see to the complete
carrying out of thé works for which funds are
allotted ‘as it is-to the Arehaeological Super—
- intendent. So far as the latter ig concerned, he
has to enlist the co-operation of the fublic Works
officers: and give them necessary expert advice.

e s '

enerutly lotted o

Ly for ﬁ'orks
y)i-o;)osed_ by the Superintendent, that officer mst

maxipun expenditure being ineurred. In noting that

only six dra“'iﬁgs ‘were

prepared the Government me.n

. *
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serpent worship in Southern India® and "The origin

it tended to show that .th_e tours of in,s eetio
‘xerfomﬁed by the Superintendent were not produce
tive of much good since hé failed to find a ﬁ
larger -number of suitabl‘e objeets for reuroduetionl
In speaking of'urehaeo.logicul problems the Gove.rn‘

. v y )
ment had apparently in view the articles “"Tree and
of the typical Hindu temple of Southerm India"
appearing on pages 34--3% and 28--35 of the

reports for 1914~15 and 1915-16 respectively.

C.R.
9~1-17.
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