


Government of Endis,
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION.

SR

Secretary to the Government of India,

The Secretary to the Government of Madras,
Public Department.

Sir;
I am directed to forward a copy of a letter from the .
o, 1441, da’{( Director General of Archasology in India in which he
fhe 2nd_June A819 complains that the‘Superintendent Archaeologicai Survey,

and enclosures..
Southern Clrcle’ did not correct his 1nspect10n not e on

_Gingee Fort, Gingee, on the lines suggested by him. In this

* connection I am to invite attention to paragraph 3 of fhe

Department of Education letter No. 418‘ “ dated the 23rd « &
December 1915 and to request that if the Governor in Gounciiti

has no objection the Superintendent may be instructed to

| carry out as far as possible all the suggestions made by the
Director General on conservation notes. If, however, for any |
‘reason the Superintendént is unable to accept the suggestions |
of the Director General of Archig@ology he should refer the
matter to the Government of Madras and explain the

circumstances to the Director Generale

I have the honour to be,
Sir;

Your most obedient servant,

Secretary to t% Government of India,
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Gopy of. a letter No. 1108, dated the 3ra Hay 1919
from the Offg. Director General of Archaeology in Indig,'
to the Superintendent, Archaeological Survey, Southern
Circle, Madras. g 1/\

I have the honovr tc returm, herewith, duly approved
your Inspection Notes on Gingee Fort, Gingee, South Arcot

District, forwarded under your No. 289, dated the 8th

April 1919. : .
I would draw your attention to fhe following smell
suggestions: -

Pars 1, line 2 and next o last line. For "whitewashed"

substitute "colourwasned".

Para 1. For last sentence substitute "It should be colour-

i e

washed a pale buff colour".
Para %. Add "All iron work snould be painted at least
two coats of oil paint, finishing ( ? colour ).

Page . pars 5-1ime 3. Add comme between "lime" and

"mortar".
Paye 6 - lins 9. After weolourwasned" add "inside™, if,
as I suppose, this is what you reglly mean.

@) In future will you please send two rough proofs of
” :

your/ccmseu‘ation Notes in o:g;ervthat one c¢opy may be

retained in my file.
e o 2 -
True COpy.,

{ L
- ’é (/uwlli/ead Clerk,

office of the Jirector Genmeral of srchaeclogy in India.
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INSPECTION NOTES ON GINGEE FORT, GINGEE, SOUTH ARCOT DISTRICT.

_ In March 1919 I inspected the repairs to
Gingee Fort proposed in my printed inspection
notes, dated the 31st August 1915, - Excellent
progress has been made in removing rank vege-

| ftation, improving the roads and pathways and
_ ' Tepairing the gateways leading up to Rajagiri,
: | improving the steps leading up to Krishnagiri
® and several minor buildings have also been
S repaired, but there are still a number of im-
portant works which have not yet been

undertaken, these are the following : —

1. Rajagiri—The interior of the Audience
Hall should be whitewashed from roof to floor. “
It is at present in a very dirty condition and as
this building is generally required for temporary -
occupation whenever His Excellency the Gover-
nor and party, or other distinguished visitors
inspect Rajagiri, the building should be clean -
and fit for that purpose. Moreover, this work
18 necessary in order to impart artificial light to
the interior in order to show off its fine propor-
tions and nature of construction and also to
hide the patch repairs of the past and the
numerous names scribbled: all over the lower
portion of the walls. The iron gate proposed
by me has been fixed but care should be taken
to see that it is kept, locked after the building
has been whitewashed. ' It should not be white-
washed a glaring white, but a pale buff colour.

2, The Flagstaff.—Repair the base with
new brickwork and point the old where neces-
sary. Plaster the top to make same watertight
and clear the ground all round and slope for
drainage.

3. Gangway.—In paragraph 2 of my inspec-
tion notes of 1915 mentioned above, I suggested
that the wooden bridge, or rather gangway,
which spans the chasm which separates the
citadel on the summit of Rajagiri from the rest
of the hill, should be given two coats of oil paint
to protect the wooden work. As this repair

5 was not done the posts and rails have since
become rotten and some are in a dangerous
condition. The wooden gangway is carried on
two iron girders and fortunately the latter are
in good order. What is now required is a new
gangway and it should be made of iron and _
similarin construction to a ship’s gangway (like ~
those in use at the Madras Harbour) and this
should be securely fastened on to the two girders
spanning the chasm. This is an urgent matter
that should be attended to at once. It is useless
to renew the wooden posts of the old gangway
as the latter was badly designed and constructed
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from the first and the side rails are far too low.
Tt should be remembered that this gangway is
the only means of reaching the citadel on Raja-
giri and therefore the new gangway should be
constructed of iron with a boarded floor.

4. Gateways.—All the gateways leading up
to Rajagiri haye been numbered and classed as
« Mandapams.” The numbers are useful bub
the word * Mandapam * painted on the front of
each: gateway is not only unnecessary but it 18
misleading and very unsightly. In future the
numbers and names placed on any buildings at
Gingee should be placed on the underside or back
of the stone lintel of the door frame or in a
convenient place within such buildings. When
placed outside, they are unsightly and spoil
phomgraphs of such buildings, the paint too
does not last long when exposed continually

. to sun and rain and the names and numbers have
$0 be constantly repainted in order to keep them
clear and sharp. I understand it was the
Subdivigional Officer who named all the gate-
ways and  guard-rooms ¢ Mandapams > and
ordered the fronts of these buildings to be dis-
figured in this manner. If so, in future, he
should obtain my approval before he starts any
little  improvements” of this kind.

5. Trees—No trees should be planted along
the roads or pathways to the«buildings which
will, when they grow large, obstruct the view
of such buildings from the roads or pathways.
All the buildings should stand in the open so
that they can be seen and photographed from
any point of view. When jungle growth is
removed, it should be rooted out, not merely
cut down. The open space in front of the
barrack square, and in fact round all the
buildings and gateways at Gingee, should be
free from all bashes, loose stone and rubbish.
The ground should be levelled and sloped away
from the buildings to ensure proper drainage
and only grass should be permitted to grow on
such sites. The Overseer should inspect some

" of the buildings daily and take two'men with
him and they should be provided with baskets
and mamuties and he should personally show
them how the sites are to be kept clean and
tidy. I took the Overseer round and showed
him myself, so there is no excuse in future for
not keeping the ground around these buildings
in good order. Whenever earth is required
for mending roads or pathways, it. should be
taken from some spot out of sight, as it is
quite nnnecessary to spoil the sites with pits
and trenches dug close to the main roads and
pathways. Tt would be as well if the Sub-
Divisional Officer were requested to see that
these orders are carried out by the Overseer in
charge. When any repairs ave carried out too,

e
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all trace of the recent work should be removed

bofore the scaffolding is taken away. Heaps

of broken brick, dumps of lime mortar trenches,

etc, should be removed and the building and
surrounding ground thoroughly cleaned before
the work is considered finished. In most cases,
this has not been done and many of the recent
works are very untidy in consequence. All
this indicates careless supervision on the part
of those respongible for the work.

6. Kr’[shnagiti.—Repair the dome, roof,
ceilings, arches, balcony windows, floor and
terrace below, of the building known as the
Audience Chamber, with new brickwork and
plaster go as to put this building into a
thorough good state of repair. Its present
decayed condition and ruined dome is due to
neglect. When the building has been
thoroughly repaired it should be colour-washed
a light buff colour.

7. Granary.—One of the two granaries on
Krishnagiri is badly cracked at one of the
gable ends and I pointed this out to the
Overseer on the spot. This crack should be
pointed outside and it would be as well to
replaster the entire roof and cornice. There
are several large granaries and a similar type
of building known as the Gymnasium in the
Lower Fort, all of these should be carefully
inspected during the rains and if iv is noted
that any of their barrel-vaulted roofs are in a
leaky condition the entire roof outside should
be replastered. This is a very important
matter as once these roofs start to seriously
crack nothing can save them from falling.
Pointing the cracks inside is useless unless the
outside is thoroughly watertight.

8. Provide a new entrance into Krishnagiri
ab the head of the flight of steps leading up
from the ramparts below on the lines indicated
to-the Overseer. Some of the steps too require
resetting here and there and the parapet around
the citadel walls of Krishnagiri should be saved
from further decay by plastering the exposed
masonry and restoring the coping along the
walls where necessary.

9. Royal Battery—Restore the flight of
steps leading up to this battery from Krishna-
giri so that visitors may approach it from that
side, pass through it and come out at the
building known as the jail. The entire line
of fortifications connecting Krishnagiri with
the foot of Chandrayan Druog should be
regarded as one of the monuments to be
conserved. It should be free from rank vege-
tation, loose stone and rubbish. Pits should be
filled up in the ramparts and the latter should
serve as a level grass covered pathway




counnecting the two hills and passing through -

the Royal Battery en route.

10. drcot (or Vellore) Gute.—See paragraph
10 of my Inspection Notes of 1915.

11" Pondioherry Gate—See paragraph 11 of
my Inspection Notes of 1915. *

12. Venkataramana Temple.—See  para-
graph 15 of my Inspection Notes of 1915.
The iron gates provided are lyige on the ground
and the back wall of the end%ure is broken
and useless in preventing §® temple from
being used as a cattle pen in the rains.

13. Sadat Ulla Khan's Mosque.—See parva-
graph 18 of my Notesof 1915. Repairs not yet
carried out. This work should be taken up
at once.

14. General Remarks.—See paragraphs 30
to 33 of my Notes of 1915.

A.H. LONGHURST,
Superintendent,
Arcehological Survey,

31st March 1919. Southern Circle.
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€ Submitting a reply to Government Memorandum No.l%E5 B-1,
dabeq the 18th July 1219 on the submission of Inspection Notes

on Qingee Fort dated 3lst March 1919.

ENoLOS! RES
YoCne-Current. - No. Z+ D v
' : /f’ ,
S1ate copis- - 1P Slation:........ KotaglTl .........., Dated the .4p . August. wm.. 1910,

0 Esq.,

Jrom (Mame)te 2o Lonelny

(Desigwiationfupertatendent, srchacologteal. Survey
Southern Circle.
Fo The 5acu{fcwvl to bhe Government OF IMadzas,

LoME (Education) Depaztment.

5«&}, Ootacamund.

f)

In reply to Home(Education)Department I.lemoraﬁdum

; No.1885 B=l, dated the 18th July 1919 concerning my Inspection

‘ Notes on Gingee Fort, dated the &lst March 1919, I have the honouwr = @
to offer the following explanation regarding the officiating

Director General of Archaeology's complaint against the Notes in

question:—

1. When I inspected the repairs in progress at Gingee in liarch

last, I found a new Overseer in charge of the work who 1s & man . .
without any previous training in archaeological repairs. I also

found that a number of the works proposed in my printed Inspéct.im

‘Notes on Gingee Fort dated the 8lst August 1915 (already approved

by Government and the Director General of Archacology)had not beem .




In order to teach the new Overseér his job and to get the work
started at once while I was on the spot, I instructed the Overseer
to proceed with the work in anticipation of formal sanction as the
proposals had already been approved and a sum of E®.2,000/~ allotted
in the current year's budget grant. Ag some of the 1tems have been
waiting ever since 1915, and Gingee Fort 1s one of the "Show Places"
in Southern India, and one thatT/héB_@xjellenoies are sure to visit,
I regarded the work as urgent and acted accordingly, but at the same 5
! time, I forwarded the pr;of copy of my Inspection Notes dated the b
Z1st March 1919 to the Officiating Director General of Archacology
" as required by the standing rules of this department. The proof copy
was forwarded to the Officlating Director General of Archaeology on
the 8th April 1919 é.nd. was not returned to this. office untillz‘foth Hg.y ..
1919, As the N_otes in question were urgent and did not eéntain any .
proposals, other than those already approved by Sir John Marshall in
1915, I did not think 1t necessary to delay the work pending formal
approval by Dr. Spooner or to keep the type standing for onth at the
G.overnment Press. In this connection, the Superintendent of the
Government Press has made cﬁmplaints to this office concerning the un-
necessary delay in getting the final copies of these Inspection Notes
struck off. It will be seen from Dr, Spooner's letter No.l1l08, -dated S

the 8rd May 1919 to my address, that he returned the proof to me approved.

—

The only sugzestlon he makes concerning my proposals is the substitution

of the word .colourwashed for whitewashed. As I do not wa.nt the build-

ings colpur!gsg:e& I could not adopt his suggestion as I had already
instructed thev Overseer to use ordinary country whitewash but in order.
to tone down the glaring white of ordinary-whitewash he was to throw
in a few handfuls of surkil and cowdung before applying the wash to the
walls,. With regard to the proposed new gangway spanning the chasm on
Rajagiri, T explaizied to Overseer on the spot that both the wood and

the ironwork were to recelve two coats of black oil paint or tar, whichever

was found to be the cheapest locally. The necessity for this ﬁrovision

is also again mentioned in paragraph & of my Inspection Notes dated the
glst March 1919, and I consider that Dr. S;booner's reference to these

two items not only trivial but tending to cause unnecessary delay in the

execution of the work at Gingee.

£
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reference are returned herewith,

The enclosures to Government Memorandum under

I have the honour to be,
sir,
Your most obedient servant,

N

&4 P, O A\
X

Superintendent.
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| . Home (Tducation) Department’

i €. 1385-B. From the Govt.of India lo.175 dated :
| S-7-19.

\ L ; o

| Subject:- ngse fort.

|

i In their letter lo.323 dated Zé—d—ll’ the

- e i S
| Government of India‘'laid down the procedure that
| should be adopted regarding the submission of con-

i servation notes drawn uj

officers of the Archaeolo—j
i gical De}:artmerat in,connection-with’ Archaeological
:monmnénts. It will ve observed therefrom that con-
servation notes written by Provincial Archaeologycal

lofticers

o

n ancient monuments should in the first

| instance oe submitted in proof by those officers fo

i the Director-General of Archagology who will, subject =

‘ to certain cor:;iitions,return the notes to the Provin-
icial officers who will then subnit them tq the Local
| Government concerned.

J In 1913 the Government of India issued the

ollowing subsidiary instructions regarding the

stion and submission of ‘notes ow the conserva-

lofticers, with a ‘view to enable the D.G.of irchaeolo
lto express an opinion on the proposals beiore they wes
\given effect bo:-

"(1) Frovincial Archasological officers shoulg

"always consult the D.G.of Archasology before signi-
';"fying their approvel of propbsals for conservation oi}
;E‘essoratian works made by officers of the Fublic
i%"Worxs Depart‘mant and should furnish himwith &
"memorandun of such proposals, Illans and estimates -
"being also forwarded in importani eases; and

w(2) A11 proposals initiated by Frovimeial

ottse
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| "rrovincial Arcl

"gorporated in notes which are to be printed and
"dealt with as directed in the Deparfment of

e @ | "Mducation letter of the 24th ‘ugust 1ull, and

"should not form the subject of ordinary corresjonderce
- 1l

above. instruetions would not apply in thefcase of pro-
S | \ = j ot e r B B
‘,Ma Lr&.&,w(/w\/\) I = :

posals for works of a minor and unimp ortant nature ai
e i e Al « & cpavitianals ure S T ineial
that in cases of excepticnal urgency the frovincial

Archasological officers should communicate coples OL

D.G.ag soon as possivle. f

IS

he Goverrment

Archaeology brought

Fort" and requested that the ;.uperintergmzt i

1

be usked to carry out the instructions contained in

| India's letter of thel7th ay 1916 regarding sub=

to Director-General.

s | mission of conservation

Wwas compunicated &9

| The letter from the Govt. of India

the Superintendent for his guidanee - Vide G.0.Mo.71

f @ | (Gublic) dated 12-1-16.

lober “’.’F 3 r’» orfrehied logy for 1u17-18.- Jr. Fonghurst's atten-
N 2 (9 j tiox](ms once aguinfgawn to the instructions laid do
@ ¢ .oy the

I follow them in future - 6.0.10206 (%d

@ “‘ 15-2-1J. :

ont of India and he was directed to
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’ 3 i quesie ) 1is { orw the lines indicated

. \ ;

L | by the D.G.and submit a cory of the. revised nofes in

i & A 3 Y :

fe e proof o tue "II'GUL'.‘/;‘—."'HAGILL/\J‘;G‘JOI‘L’(MICE

| P2 ooves LIOO

; |
0 | m No 13 8’@,&\&) instructions laid down by. the Govermment oi
‘ i e e b tg
4 of W&
i et
’\ % states that i are of small im fﬂ’tlx}",)i".ﬁ that i«
i n r. Longhurst should entire ignore
! them. ubnitted that e latter may be asked fo
" : oxflain why he did ne i
| oni the lines indicated by the D
|
r approval.

B
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I Mr. Longmurst's explanation at pp.9-11 (i
ig not very convinecing. 7
| In the first place, the statement that he
submitted the conservation notes in proof to the
| Director General of Archaeology amomplied‘
' with the Standing Ordergsis misleading. The proof ‘
copy was no doubt sent but its return was not ’E
| awaited be.fore the ‘'order to strike off was given 2

to the press. Though the date on which the order t

to strike off was given to the Press ig not kuown,
_ the Superintendent aduits that he did not wait for

the return of the proof. Consequently the correc-
| tions suggested b‘\," the Director General could not
| be given effect to. The Govt. of Indias letter
No. 323 dated 24th August 1911 specifically says
tnat conservation mnotes written by Provincial v
Archaeological oificers SuOuld)'in the first instar»«)‘
be submitted j;n_prgg_gf by those officers to the
Director General of Archaeology who will return
them to the provincial officers who will then sub-
| mit to the local Govt. The object of tais is
plain, viz, to afford the D.G. an opportunity of
examining the conssrvation proposals and suggest
alterations therein jif 'nscsssary’ for incorpore-
fion in the final copies of the notes and for exe-
cution.

2. The reasorsput forward by the Superintende

for not waiting for the corrections and incorporati g
| them in the final copies axe - »
f (i) that the improvements nade already been

accepted by tne Director General in 1915;

(ii) that the matter was urgent; 4
(iii) that the Govt. Press required proofs to be

returned early to prevent type being locke
i up needlessly long.
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3. Taking. the first ream\)n,\it is observs
that)if all the improvements*k&a,.lready been

approved, there was no need at allffor a separaiy

conservation note indicating the improvements
"

be carried out. [t is not clear why the originall
improvements h:d not been executed. Cbviously ¥
some of them had since been dropped. In any case,
a new note was considered necessary by the Superi®§
tendent nimself} and it was his duty to have :
observed the procedure laid down by the Govt.

4. As regards the plea of"urgency': it ig

stated s (a){%he overseer in charge of the work

was inexperienced, necessitating thefinitiation of :
the repairs vwhile WVr. longhurst was on the spot
and (b)ﬁhe fort being a show place was to attr:
s visit from Their Lxcellencies. At the outset,
it may be noticed that the question of urgency
in respect of the preservation of ancient morument: §
can%';;’ggligcoignised only when some danger to
the structure or a collapse of the building is
expected. The Gingee Fort was not in any such
imminent danger. Adrmittedly the work had been ]
standing over since 1915 and a little further dela;
would not have mattered much. [f the overseer was
inexperienced, he could have been given personal
instruchions and told to wait a bit before carry-
ing them out. In regard to the anticipated visit
from Their Bxceldencies, Lord Pentland had already
visited the place towards the end of Jemary 1919,
while the Fort was yet unrepaired and the new
Governor was to arrive only in time to go to
Cotacamund by about the 16th April. So the urgency .
on account of k& a visit of this nature is not
real.

In this connection attention is invited to

Lr. Longhurst's letter to the Director Gemeral G

o




| \
| datced the 21-17‘-15}threin§19 proposed

would "regard all conservation warks in €4
— ' ®

Presidency as urgent" and would get sanct
—_—
works put in hand at the time of kk& insp
with the officers of the P.D.V., concerue
‘
1% was disapproved by the Govt. of
necessitated a reiteration of the procecd

adopted by the Superintendent in drawing
posals for conservation - India's: letter d

b
Te 71 Public, dated the 12-1-16. It is signifl

e

that the same argument based on'urgency' |

W)
baea ; persisted in by the Superintendent.

at the Govt. Press pending the return of \g

\
I —1 . 5. As regards the locking up of tidd
|
|
|
i

from the D.G., it is observed that,so fer

particular instance is concerned, the p

submitted to the Director General on 31-&=

’>-[o, ed it was returned on the 10th May following.
delay of about a month in?ease of this

\l @ | inevitable; matter had to go up to Simls

/ | The position ougit to nav(;’buen explained &

| : s | | Superintendent, Government Press or, if theq

J need, the .G, could have been asked to dee

! || the notes more promptly.

| ; :
i 6. Coming next to.the subject matter o

improvements, it is seen that Mr. Longhurst
prepared to adopt one of the suggestions vi

colour-wash the building) wnile he had &

personally instructed the overseer to car:

f-lp, Li#ﬂ | suggestion similar t0 that made by the D.u

| to give the new gang vay spanning the chass
| 5

| Rajagiri} two coats of oil paint or tar. The

\ tendent ought to have explained the positic

i A
it the D.G. simultansously with the submissiof
| ‘ proof of the inspection notes or subsequéed

least. His silence was sure to convey Lt
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impression that he was uncere oniously
i ® instructions of the Director (}enoral)v and it
A S

setting =

not unlikely that the Present

commmunication

has g
been pted by some such feeling on the part o
the D.G. “As o mattor of fact, the last sentence
k")"’. i
i f India's letter refers t¢ thig,
~

7. The main reason for gl)

ﬁ.'; ..‘ (% ¥ u incorrect procedure adopted 1
7] g
'.N“\'b.‘_'

this persist

i N—

by the S

¥
P
5
G)
ke

is hig unwillingness 1o submit hig suggestions d

G 571 lt conservation to the
‘ Y M by M

=8 approval of the D.G.\% This Is
W perfectly plain from hig note dated the 18-7-15
Py ot $oisddz of Qo

,’_"7_3‘»& - ‘ £ @dnf"@ 8 of 6.0.1250 Pyt blie d

has been for a

ated the 21-8-15. He
long time brying to evade the order
the D:G. and the Govt.

of India on the subject
in scme form or otuer. In some cases he does not

notes to the D.G. ang in othe
he sen&son]; copies

forward copies of TS
for 1ni‘omation)-a,nu in the
bresent case he hag se

sent a "proof" copy only for
.8 ; S - T
fln&&flﬂﬁ. Attention is inviteq to Sir John -
a

Marshall's lette:; dated the 31-10-1?) forvarded by
©' the Govt. of India (in G.C.7 dated

I Ir. Spooner's letter 4o this Govt dated the
|

2
b1s o @ | ?1-5-19 (in G.C.738, dated the 13-6.10)

13-

2-1-19) and

g
e

o In bhe

i tter it is stated that "pr. l.onun.u’stl Lovever,
e | “appears systen atically to disregard tiis standirg
"order of Procedure, and either neclects altogether
"to inform this office of his proposals (ag in the
"case of the smal] stupa at Amravati..) or favoure
with copies of his printed note

I "information , en

"us merely for

submitting the same to your v(J"t

Sir John Marsihall has clearly stated that if this
brocedurs is continued "it is impossible for the

"Director Gemeral to

i’%"’%—}?‘?—‘:‘ "ag he m

8. In the present case

assist the local Govt, as fully

1t otherwise do with his advice™,

thg explanation of the
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Superintendent is not adequate as shown above. It is

| submitted that this may be pointed out to him and
the Govt. of India infirmed of our visw’s} while
forwarding a copy of the Superintendent's letter.
| It should also be finnly - impressed upon the
Superintendent that the rule should in all cases
': be strictly .followed in future and that the Govt
will not view with equanimity any further viola-

tion thereof.

A
(714

Mr. Longhurst mey be informed that the
‘ | Government cannot regard his explanation a8 a suf-
ficient excuse for his omission to await the —-

remarks of the Inspector-General of Archaeology on

the proof of his inspetiion notes on the Gingee
Fort forwarded with his letter dated 8th April 1919.
The object of the standing rule which requires sub-
mission of inspection notes in proof is to afford
the'lmpector—aeneral an opporbtunity of sugzesting

| alterations before final ocopies are struck off and
the execution of work is put in hand. On the
present occasion it is not established that the

execution
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NOTES.

execution of any woik was a matter of special

'5 u.rgenoy. and if complaints had been received from
the Superintendent of the Government press regard-
ing the lockeup of type, which is improbable having
regard to the short period of time in issue and the
limited quantity of type involved, the position _
could easily hgve been explained to the Superintend- |
ent. The Government must insist on Mr.Longhurst' s
future compliance with the instructions issued in
4.0U.,No.71 Public, dated 12th January 1916.a=w.'1f
for any reason he is unable to accept altérations
sugzested by the Inspector-vYencral of Archasology,
it is his duty at once to state his reasons to the
Inspector-deneral and refer the matter to the —--

| Government of wadras.

| 2. A copy of an Ord—er in the above terms

may be sent to the Government of India together with

& ocopy of Mr. Longhurst's letter No.‘{odated 4th

August 1919. i
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Passing orders
Superintendent, Archasolo,
on hig part to await the

the proof of hig
g

f o congerve,
Reap scary G.0°NS, Of Proce
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on the expleration furnished by the
gical Survey,in regerd to the omission
remarks of the D.G. of Archeeology on

tion notes on the

ovt. of India.
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Survey,
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ORDER.

No..J0.f.2 dated | .

Mcs.-

The Govt. cannot regard the

expl

ation of the Superintendent,
Archaeologi cal Survey, as a sufficient
excuse for his omission to await the
remarks of the Director-General of
Arcﬁhmclo&y on the pro@f of his 'ins-
pection notes on the Gingee l’ort/ forwerd-
ed with his letter No.229dated Eth
April 1919. Tue object of the standing
rulo/ which requires submissgion of ins-
pection notes in prooi/‘ is to afford the
Director General an opportunity of
suggesting alterations before final
copies are struck off and the execution
of work is put in nand. OUn the present

occesion it is not established that

execution of any work was a matter of

speciel urgency, and m‘complaints had

been received from the Superintendent,

e Rt el




' Govt. l’ress) T

1 4 (=2~ ;
ition could easily have
explained to the Superintendent. The

mugt insist on Nr. Longhurst's

issued in
Jamary 191

le to acce

reasons to the Director Ceneral and

With reference to your letter

ted *3rd July 1919 on the

aint made by the
Archaeology in
:
.r procedure follow-
the Superintendent chaeol ogi-

M‘zﬂi his conser-

e Fort, I am

L

of the Superintenden
explamtl 1d of the procesdings of
s Govtythereon, Vo~ | o L2 =d b’ ‘?1/

I have etec.
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