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The Chief Seevetary,

to the Government of Madras,

THROUGH,
THE MUNICIPAL COUNCEES

CALICUT.

SIR,

Wirs reference to G. O. dated 7th October 18935, No. 1614 M., reviewing the Adminis-
tration Report of the Calicut Municipality for 1894-95, we, the undersigned members of the
Calicut Municipal Council, beg most respectfully to submit a few facts in connection with the
_ following remarks of the Government, in the matter of the payment of Rs. 1948 to one Armu-
y ] gam Chetty, as damages for the cancellation of his tender for the construction of the Hospital
Building :—“The Council is much to blame for the extremely unbusinesslike manner in
“ which it dealt with the tenders in this case and for its failure to take the necessary action
“ when it found that the resolution in question had not been carried out, or that from want of
“ funds there might be difficulty in carrying it out. Some, if not all the members, were well
“ aware of the circumstances of the case, and it was the clear duty of any member who had
“ this knowledge, to bring the matter to notice. Of the failure to do this in due time, no
“ explanation has been offered.” (vide para. 4 (6). o '

2. The Municipal Council at its meeting on the 2nd May 1891, resolved to accept the
tender of one Armugam Chetty for the construction of the Hospital Building.  Soon after,
facts came to the notice of the Council, which tended to show that it was not safe to entrust
the work to the tenderer aforesaid. The acceptance of the tender had not matured into a
contract enforceable in law, in accordance with the provisions of section 45 of the Municipal
Act. Even the resolution accepting the tender, had not been communicated to the tenderer.
The Municipal Council, as it was then constituted, believed that he had not collected any ma-
terials and would not be subjected to any damages. In these circumstances, the Municipal

Council at its meeting on the 25th of the same month, passed the following resolution :—

“ Read petition No. 307 of 90-91, dated 13th May 1891, from Kariyalil Kunhipachan statin g that his tender for
‘“building the new Horpital was less than that of Armugam Chetty; that the iatter presented his tender after the
“ time, without the deposit, that he sued the Municipality, and that he was punished by Court for illegal acts and

. ““praying that Petitioner’s tender may be accepted. ' R ’

““ Proposed by Mr. Peroo Muppan and seconﬂg by Mr, LaNauze that the tender for building the new Hospital
e

‘‘ by Kariyalil Kunhipuchan, being the lowest and the Tan being competent to carry on the work, be accepted ; and -
~ '‘that the resolution passed at the meeting on 2nd May 1891, accepting the tender of Armugam Chetty, which is
““higher, be cancelled. ] '
“ Proposition earried by 12 against 4 votes.” "
- Thus, the Council rescinded its former resolution, as it is competent to it, under Section
80, Sub-section (5)and gave the work to the petitioner above mentioned, who}’ha.d tendered for
- a smaller sum. '
3. 'The Court however, having decided against the Municipal Council, a compromise was
~ brought about, considerably reducing the amount of damages and making the reduced sum
pagable within four months, with the usual condition that in case of default, the whole sum
payable under the decree should be paid. The following resolution was passed by the Muni-
1 ] ? g gl cipal Counecil in this matter on the 21st April 1894 :— ,
LT - “ Read letter No. 237 dated 6th April 1894, from Mr. T. M. Appu Nedungadiy First Grade Pleader, Calient,
“forwarding copies of the decree and judgment in 0. 8. No. 717 of 1891 on the file of the Principal District Munsiff's
“ Court and requesting that his fee in the above suig, may be paid to him.
“ Read also Chairman's oﬁce note dated Oth April 1894 cireulating the copics of the deereo and judgment
“gnid ,bafg, among 't:ho Councillors and the Councillors’ remarks thrreon, !
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referred to in para 1 ahove,

last administmtion
eived, we find that

ing out the resolution, we
notice of the Council ei
the resolution,

Section 32, sub-section (1) whi
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Note.

Tn submitting this appeal for the consideration of the Government, 1, who was
the mover of the resolution recording the Council’s disapproval of the Chairman’s

conduct in the matter, and which has given r
to add a few facts connected with me per
asked by Mr. Varada Rao to state if I was

ise to this controversy, feel constrained
sonally. Tn the middle of July 1894, I was
willing to be a Municipal Councillor and

on my answering himin the affirmative, I was in due course recommended to the

(lovernment for nomination as 2 Municipal Councillor. My appointment was pub-
lished in the Fort St. George Gazette of the 14th August 1894 and the first meeting

of the Municipal Council that T attended, w

as that of the 13th October 1894. It

will thus be seen, that I had no personal knowledge of the Council’s resolution of the
o8th April 1894 or of its nonperformance within the stipulated date (24th August
94). I must admit that'T, as Pleader, conducted the suit and obtained the decree
in question against the Municipality, but I positively deny any knowledge of the
subsequent compromise and took no part in the enforcement of the compromise.
Early in February 1895, T happened to hear it discussed in Court that the penalty

provided by the compromise had been
tion of the decree.

I rightly or wrongly (I

incurred and ought to be realized in execu-
do not take upon myself to say which)

made up my mind and questioned the Chairman about it at the meeting on 22nd

March 1895.

were repeated in April with the same result.

quoted below for easy reference:—

29nd March 1895.

Q3. (a) Has the judgment debt due by the Muni-
cipal Council under decree in 0. 8. 717 of 1891 in
favor of Armugam Chetty, been paid within the time
agreed upon in the compromise between the Municipal
Council and the said Armugam Chetty?

A No.

Q If not, why not?

A No funds were available, there being no provi-
sion in the Budget.

Q (c) Has the debt been since paid off 2

A Yes.

Q (d) If so, when and what amount?

A On 9th February 1895; Rs, 1947-14-4.

Q (e) How much more money had to be paid by
reason of the default in payment within the stipulated
time?

A The difference between Rs. 1253-0-11 and the
amount that may be settled by the Court with after
interest,

Q () Under what authority was the excess am-
ount paid and who is responsible for incurring the
additional liability?

A The money was paid as the Government Pleader

The angwers given being evasive and unsatisfactory, the questions

M) s
The questions and answers are

96th April 1895.

Q 1 Why was the matter of funds not being
available from want of provision in the Budget, to
pay off the Judgment debt in O, 8. 717 of 91 within
the stipulated time, not brought to the motice of the
Municipal Conneil?

A Council was aware from the printed copy of
the Budget of the want of provision for the charge
referred to in the question, /

Q 2. Why was not the sanction of the Council
obtained for paying a much larger sum towards the
decree debt aforesaid, owing to defanlt in payment
within the stipulated time ?

A The Councillor is referred to the answer to
question No, 3 (f) answered at the meeting held on
the 22nd March 1895. :

Q 3. How were funds fonud to pay a larger sum
in February 1895 when funds were not available in
August 18947

A By saving effected for payments deferred under
the other grants,

81 wA-Lpif Li [ tack

was of opinion that the property of the Couneil would ﬂ/'d Frete

be attached if the decree amount is not paid. The ," ’ y m , 1
determination of the question of respounsibility rests /h4 K‘

with the Council. e / AOCiec £
Nothing further was done in the matter until June 1895 when the Administmtéf

Report was taken up for discussion. The resolution in question was then moved
by me and carried by a majority. T tender this explanation of my conduct, as T do
ot know what, if any, representations might have been made against me ,I‘ )bein

the mover of the resolution. T distinctly disclaim any perso?xal motiv?zs aga;msgt

'Mr. \ ffl’ada Rao, Fo whom on the other hand, I am indebted for my nomination to the
Municipal Council.
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p. P. Karunakara Menomn,

«  P. A. Krishna Menon.
(. Zachariah.
T, M. Appu Nedungadi.
N. Subrahmania Iyer.
J. J. Srinivasagom Pillay.
K. Subrahmanian Pillay.
A. Subrahmania Lyer.
K. Krishnan Nair.
Padanad Krishna Menon.

M. Chuppa Menon.
Cooverjee Ardesor.

1. Ganpat Rao.
Municipal Councillors,
CALICUT.
To

The Chief Secretary,
TO THE GOVT. OF MADRAS.

THROUGH, THE MUNICIPAL COUNC1L,
CALICUT.

Dated—26th January 1896.

Enclesure. 1.
ADMINISTRATION REPORT.

Requesting, for reasons stated, to reconsider
the remarks of the Government against the
Calicut Municipal Council and its members, in
the matter of the payment of damages for the
cancellation of the tender for the construction of
the Hospital Building, in reviewing the &———

for 189&95§

e RS

,,;!..fqilm,, £ : r
T WIS = RIS © ettt nseains
x g e e T

| |97 5cal & Adunicipal Dept!

SURRENT No......

To,
The Chief Secretary
to the Government of Madras.

SIR,

We the undersigned Municipal Councillors
of Calicut, beg to submit herewith, a true copy
of a communication which was sent to the
Shalrman, on the 30th January last, but which

as not up to this day, been for
3 ward
Government. e >

\\ 1 2. We -beg also to state that although the
o " rules of this Municipality require that meetings

| ' of the Municipal Council shall be ordinarily hei?

: | Elxlletgz :122] and (;-1218 4th Fridays in each month

| an, did not convene 1 :

| the Municipal Council until th?y%rtrf eg:’f-()t

ary, on which day, a notice was issued conv;u-

ing a meeting at the usual hour of 5-36 P. M a4

| the 28th idem. which was already knowri t' En

a day of lunar eclipse. The meeting as so 0 e

lt.assembled, had accordingly to b: adjo e

without transacting any important busiljle:: ned

3. As however, we thi

' T, think, the communji
| | cation should not be delayed any longer Welll)I:-
| l' o
| m?st? respectfully to take the liberty of subg
I mitting the enclosed copy to the G ;
¥ s : e Government
f wrect, for which we beg to be excused ;

4. We n?ost respectfully request the Go-
vernment will be pleased to accord an earlj

i
{ f |
3 an.d favorable consideration to the prayer con
tained in the enclosed communication

We beg to remain,
Sir,
Your most obedient servants.

Caricur,
29th February 1896.
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to the (@ernme@tmf Madras.

Dated—29th February 1896,

Enclosure e

Administration Report

Submitting copy of a letter, handed over
to the Chairman for transmission to the
Government and requesting for reasom\
stated, to reconsider tho remarks of the ™
(Government against the Calicut Municipal
Council and its members in the matter of
a certain payment of damages, in reviewing
the for 1894—93.

/403,

/w{ 7 =74

/L
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; CURRENT No.

To,
The Chiel Seceetiney,

to the Government of Madras,

UGH,
THRO THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL,

CALICUT.

SIR,

Wit reference to G. O. dated 7th October 1895, No. 1614 M., re‘viewing,the Adminis-
tration Report of the Calicut Municipality for 1894-95, we, the unders.ugned meu'lbers‘of the
Calicut Municipal Council, beg most respectfully to submit a few facts in connection with the
following remarks of the Government, in the matter of the payment of Rs. .1948 to one Ar1.11u-
gam Chetty, as damages for the cancellation of his tender for the construc:tlon o'f the Hospxta.a.l
Building :—“The Council is much to blame for the extremely unbusinesslike ma.nner. in
“ which it dealt with the tenders in this case and for its failure t.O take the necessary action
“ when it found that the resolution in question had not been carried out, or that from want of
“ funds there might be difficulty in carrying it out, Some; if not all the members, were well
““ aware of the circumstances of the case, and it was the clear.duty of any r_nel.nber W}.lo had
“ this knowledge, to bring the matter to notice. Of the failure to do this in due time, no
“ explanation has been offered.” (vide para. 4 (6).

2. The Municipal Council at its meeting on the 2nd May 18?1, resc?lw'ad to accept the
tender of one Armugam Chetty for the construction of the Hosplt?l Building. Soon after,
facts came to the notice of the Council, which tended to show that it was not safe to er.xtrust
the work to the tenderer aforesaid. The acceptance of .the tender l?a.d 1.1'0t matured l.nl.;o a
contract enforceable in law, in accordance with the provisions of SectIOI.l 45 of the Municipal
Act. Even the resolution accepting the tender, had .not been communicated to the tenderer.
The Municipal Council, as it was then constituted, believed that he had not collected any ma-
terials and would not be subjected to any da.mages In these circumstances, the Municipal

Council at its meeting on the 25th of the same month, passed the following resolution :—

oy “ Read petition No, 307 of 90-91, dated 13th May 1891, from Kariyalil Kunhipachan stating that his tender for
 building tht;an::: Horpital was less than that of Armugam Chetty; that the Ia.tl.;er gr:se;ted:i; t-e;:derl a.f:er th;
“ time, without the deposit, that he sued the Municipality, and that he was punished by Court for illegal acts an
‘“ praying that Petitioner’s tender may be accepted. . =

“ Proposed by Mr. Peroo Muppan and seconded by Mr. LaNauze that the tender fc;r bmldllr:g ]:he newtlldo?p;l;nd

“by Kariyalil Kunhipuchan, being the lowest and the man being com.petent to carry (fm ‘: o work, h : :,(t:cep ‘:hi;h S
‘“that the resolution passed at the meeting on 2nd May 1891, accepting the tender o rmugam etty,

“ higher, be cancelled. Ea
‘ Proposition carried by 12 against 4 votes. ! LY, , ‘
Thus, the Council rescinded its former resolution, as it is competent to it, under Section
b4

30, Sub-section (5)and gave the work to the petitioner above mentioned, who had tendered for
11 < - - - s
- sm; el:I'?nl:an:)'ourb however, having decided against the Municipal CouncTI, a compromise was
brougiﬁ; about, considerably reducing the amount of damages and making the reduced sum
ayable Wibhin’ four months, with the usual condition that in c:.!,se of default, the whole sur.n
gagable under the decree should be'pa.id. The following resolution was passed by the Muni-
cipal Council in this matter on the 21st April 1894 :—

“ Read lettor No. 237 dated 6th April 1894, from Mr. T. M. Appu Nedungadi, First Grade ssgonial Calic_:u't,
“forwarding copies of the decrce and judgment in O. 8. No. 717 of 1891 on the file of the Principal District Munsiff’s

. ‘“Court and requesting that his fee in the above suit, may be paid to him.

“ Read also Chairman’s office note dated 9th April 1894 circulating the copies of the decree and judgment
“suid ahove, among the Councillors and the Councillors’ remarks thereon,

£

ay ol
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2 ? N y f S
“ Messrs. T. M. Appn Nedungadi and M. A Subramanis, Iyer with the Chairman will endeavour to come to of the Chairman’s conduct in the e being (?iscusse'd dnns mamtaln.ec?. thjdt ek
“torms with tho Plaintiff. Failing to effect a satisfactory settloment, they will gai sich steps as they may consider exclusive discretion in the management of the financial affairs of the Municipality, for which
“ fib.” : he was directly responsible to the Government,.
In pursuance of the above resolution, a compromise was effected and accepted by the y 6. Even after the default was made, the Chairman did not, we beg leave to state, place
Council on the 28th April 1894 under the fOHOWiDg resolution :— the matter before the Council and obtain its sanction to pay the additional sum, as he is bound
“Read letter No, 266, dated 24th April 1894, from Messrs, M, A, Subramania Tyer and T, M. Appu Nedun- to do, although there were eight meetings of the Municipal Council before the date of actual
:‘ gﬂ:di: 'Municipa'l ’CO‘mci“O!‘f!: g&“f‘gz;';‘:::;i h‘;‘:“zh:h;cs:::e;o;l:: ]in 0. 8. ’Idl7 of 1891 on the filo of the Principal payment (7th February 1895) and a notice of execution, issued from Court, had, in the interval,
e :;:il;o;eliu;:f:zsc{::;;’l lilm.ysa:bl:a within 4 months from 24t} April lszzlf;(riu::r::: Z,I;to:lof::r scl:::f a::;o:)::‘s::: been served on the Chairman on 18th September s Norhwa.s v Coun:‘ll ev;an happrlse.d
“ The recommendation of the Sub Committee ig accepted. An early payment will be made. A payment of of the fact of payment on the 7th February 1895, although there was a mee ing ot the Muni-
““ Rs, 50 as fee, is sanctioned.” cipal Council on the 28th idem.
From these facts the Government will, we trust, be satisfied that the Municipal Council 7. We beg most respectfully to submit that none ‘of us ’we’re pe.rsonally aware of any \
acted all along, with due regularity and with the best regard to the interests of the Munici- difficulty (in fact none existed) in paying, or of the Chairman’s intention not to pay up the
pality, and when it was found that it was nevertheless muleted in damages, the Council did debt in time, before the default was made, and that most of us became a‘wa.re of the default as
its best to reduce the magnitude of its liability. We are therefore very much grieved to find well as the unauthorized payment, only when they were brought to hght by means of the ;s
the Council’s conduct characterized by the Government ag “extremely unbusinesslike.” questions put to, and the answers given by the .Chairma,n at the meeting of the. Municipal L
4. It was the omissien on the part of the Chairman, to Pay away the debt within the : Council on the 22nd Marcl? 1895. Wealso believe tha?t our othexj col}llea,gues were in thfa same
time agreed upon, thereby increasing the amount of damages by about Rs, 700, and to obtain position with us, as otherwise any of them would have interceded in the matter before it was
the Council’s sanction for or even ratification of the pg men too late.
animadverted on in submitting the last administrationprzporb.t Oé‘otil:r ;z:zsrezl::;, :tha:n v:l?; 8. We beg to state that We are :?fraid that f;he fa.cts above set ft?rth, were not before the
G. O. reviewing the report, was received, we find that the Council is also blamed in the terms , Government when the matter in question was being disposed of. . With referenc.e to the re-
referred to in para 1 above. Ag regards the alleged failure to take the necessary action when * KISTNS O thd Governtnb that.“ it ]ana:tl(.)n S Oﬁer(?d .by oo Comfm]’ We beg to
it was found that the resolution in question had not heen carried out, we beg to submit that submit that there was no OCUREON for su'bmxbtmg any explanation in the firgt msta,r'lce, as no
no steps could possibly have been then taken, which would have the effect of averting the : allegations were made against the Council then and that none was called for on receipt of the
penalty that had already been incurred by the omission to pay the amount within the stipu- special report of the Collector, on which the stricture passed by the Government on the o8
lated period. It was not even possible to attempt an amicable settlement with tho cdatitn Council’s conduct, is apparently based. We very much regret that the Collector’s report, on ¥
holder, inasmuch as the debt including the penalty payable to him under the decree, had been which the Council’s conduct has thus been condemned, was not communicated to the Couucil - j
attached by a creditor of his, As regards the probable difficulty from want of funds in carry- either before or after the passing of final orders by the 'G‘rovernment, and that even the ;
ing out the resolution, we beg leave to state that no sach difficulty was eyer brought to the : Council’s subsequent request to be favoured with a copy of it was not granted, : o :
notice of the Council either before or after the expiry of the period fixed for the execution of In these circumstances, we respectfully beg that the Government will be pleased to
the resolution. In this connection, we beg to invite the atbention of the Government to reconsider its remarks against the Municipal Couneil and its members in regard to the matter d!
Section 32, sub-section (1) which provides that ¢ the resolutions of the Municipal Counecil in question, —'
“shall be carried into effect by the Chirman in whom the entire executive power of the Muni- | We beg to remain, .
“mpa;l Counc.ll shall be' vested.” ' The Council or any of its members, has nothing to do in «‘ Sir, e “n
carrymg out its resolutions. It is therefore, we sabmit, the clegr duty of the executive, to | . /’ﬁ . Your most obedient S ¥
bring to notice any existing difficulty in carrying out any resolution before it is passed, as | /é /’L/(’ Cot b e i
well as any difficulty that might afterwards arise in giving effect to any resolution already ‘? 5 /K“ / A ,,uuu? / {f[
passed . ) ; i 1Z \/ i Lf/@(k’t ate %Jé @n.(ﬁm& ot W Ao 44144/1\
5. 1In the present case, the Chairman did not suggest any diﬁiculty either on the oceasion l ﬂ// i SN
of passing the resolution on 28th April 1894, or since then, although there were Jour meetings ' R s R S S :
of the Council before the expiry of the stipulated period. As a matter of fact, however, we (Z/ Ve 1 ol o :

is seen from the Books of the Municipal Office that in the very next month (May) after the
passing of the resolution, the collections were Rs. 7,6563-13-4 which together with an Opening
balance of Rs. 154-0-10 amounted to Rs. 7,807-14-2 in the hands of the Chairman, As the
Council had desired that « an early payment will be made,” the comparatively small gum of
Rs. 1,253-0-11, could have been paid off in that month. It cannot be said that thepe were
other more pressing demands to meet ; for, the total expenditure in May, was only Rs, 8,799-0.9
leaving a nett balance of Rs, 4,008-13-5 to the credit of the Municipality, Taking the whole
period from May to August 1894, the period during which the Payment in question had to be

| Bt
made, the total receipts were Rs. 20,140-2-11, and the total expenditure, Ry, 18,862-1-5, leay- { (/77’6 ppte i f £t y¢t oCy Cec 5 ( L /-

ing a nett balance of Rs, 1,278-1-6, (a sum exceeding the judgment debt /

August 1894. From these figures, it will, we submit, be seen tha the plea of any difficulty ‘\ ‘
from want of funds, is simply untenable. ' We even doubt whether any suggestion by any of \ (/ 3} . A
(s

the Councillors to pay away the debt within the time, would have been heedeq, The Chair-
= "\ .
( ) Hu Ihasl b s Fona 2rites <

() Ltqlefhettizn

Municipal Council on 5th June 1895 when the resolution récording the

Council’s disapproyal

. . . / f F l,#/ :
man never pleaded any inadvertence; sufficient funds were available, and at the meeting of the : Q/ @ !M/’ ’7/
fy
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" was of opinion that the property of the Council would 90

Note.

In submitting thig appeal for the consideration of the Government, I, who was
the mover of the resolution recording the Council’s disapproval of the Chairman’s
cc:nduct in the matter, and which has given rise to this controversy, feel constrained
to add a few facts connected with me personally. Inthe middle of July 1894, I was
asked by Mr. Varada Rao to state if I was willing to be a Municipal Councillor and
on my answering himin the affirmative, I wasin due course recommended to the
Government for nomination as a Municipal Councillor. My appointment wag pub-
lished in the Fort St. George Gazette of the 14th August 1894 and the first meeting
of the Municipal Council that I attended, was that of the 13th October 1894, It
will thus be seen, that I had no personal knowledge of the Council’s resolution of the
28th April 1894 or of its nonperformance within the stipulated date (24th August
94). I must admit that I, as Pleader, conducted the suit and ohtained the decree
in question against the Municipality, but I positively deny any knowledge of the
subsequent compromise and took no part in the enforcement of the compromise.
Harly in February 1895, I happened to hear it discussedin Court that the penalty
provided by the compromise had been incurred and- ought to be realized in execu-
tion of the decree. I rightly or wrongly (I do not take upon myself to say which)
made up my mind and questioned the Chairman about it at the meeting on 22nd
March 1895. The answers given being evasive and unsatisfactory, the questions
were repeated in April with the same result. The questions and answers are
quoted below for easy reference:—

29nd March 1895. 26th April 1895.

Q 1. Why was the matter of funds not being
available from want of provision in the Budget, to
pay off the Judgment debt in 0. 8. 717 of 91 within
the stipulated time, not brought to the notice of the
Municipal Couneil?

Q 3. (a) Has the judgment debt due by the Muni-
cipal Council under decree in O. 8. 717 of 1891 in
favor of Armugam Chetty, been paid within the time
agreed upon in the compromise between the Municipal

Council and the said Armugam Chetty? A Council was aware from the printed copy of

A No. the Budget of the want of Provision for the charge
Q (b) If not, why not? referred to in the question,
A No funds were availablé, there being no provi- Q 2. Why was not the sanction of the Council
sion in the Budget. obtained for paying a much larger sum towards the
Q (c) Has the debt been since paid off ? iy decree debt aforesaid, owing to default in payment
A Yes. within the stipulated time 7
Q (d) If so, when and what amount? A The Conncillor ig referred to the answor to
A On 9th February 1895; Rs, 1947-14.4. question No. 3 (f) answered at the meeting held on
9 1805
Q (e) How much more money had to be paid by the 220d March 1895,
reason of the default in payment within the stipulated Q 3. How were funds fonnd to pay a larger sum
time? in Febroary 1895 when funds were not available ijn

1894,?
A The difference between Rs. 1253-0.11 and the ARt 1504

3 i 3 'te o N ol Ny
amouut that may be settled by the Court with after A By saving effected for payments deferrcd under

: the other grants,
interest,

Q (f) Under what authority was the excess am- _N.-_B, W4‘5 7

ount paid and who is responsible for incurring the

additional liability? “M‘t«#&d & eaok M

A The money was paid as the Government Pleader M %/g,wv-,%",, (4‘, ) v 5

be attached if the decree amount ig not paid. The t A .
determination of ghe question of responsibility rests . /é?/. 4[ : "“““(4“
W

with the Conncil. ﬁ" s T
Nothing further was done in the matter until June 1895°when the Administy

. ; ation
Report was taken up for discussion. The resolution in question was then moved

by me and carried by a majority. I tender this explanation of my conduct, as I do
not know what, if any, representations might have been made against me, I bhe
the mover of the resolution. T distinctly disclaim any personal motiv

Mr. Varada Rao, to whom on the other hand, T am indebted for
Municipal Council,

ing
es against
my nomination to the
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P. P. Kayunakara Menon,

P. A. Krishna Menon.

G. Zachariah.,

T. M. Appu Nedungadi,

N. Subrahmania Iyer.

J. J. Srinivasagom Pillay.

E. Subrahmanian Pillay.

A. Subrahmania Iyer,

K. Krishnan Nair,

Padanad Krishng, Menon,

M. Chuppa Menon,

Cooverjee Ardesor.

D. Ganpat Rao.

Municipal ('mmcf//ur.v,
CALICUT.

To

The Chief Secretary,

T0 THE GOvT. oF MADRAS.

THROUGH, THE MUNICIPATLL COUNC1L,
CALICUT.
Dated—261}, January 1896,
Enclosure, 1.
ADMINISTRATION REPORT.
Requesting, for reasons stated, toreconsider
the remarks of the Government, against the
(Calicut Municipal Council and its members, -in

the matter of the payment of dumages for the

cancellation of the tender for the construction of

the Hospital Building, in TevieWing the e

for 1 89&;9{

e R N [

Hwelyact, from the LProceedings of the ./llunicipc@l
~>Council, Calicut at @ Meeting held
woson the 6% waiag 189 G.
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From

The Chairman M.C. Calicut.

Nalﬁf

Dated //. 3 - %
Received i 7. ; 7/

Enclosures’

SUBJECT.

Subnitting Municipal Council’s resolu-

*icillors of falicut praying that the re=
; marks of the Govt. against the Calicut
: Municipal Council & its members in the
1ma:bter'of‘ the payment of damages for the
| cancellation of the tender for the cons-
truction of the Hospital Building may be

reconsidered,.

tion on memorial from the Municipal Coun«:
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Again G.0., dated
Current No. 8/0 977 .

Current No. 767 2.

FOR ORDERS.

MY e WWQ‘MMH-&‘ AT

of 189 €, dated 17 MG‘M
/«l¢ tﬂ'i.- Pcceci ool
of 1894, dated // Srach from the%e “j"‘/ ¢ ﬂ«ém/

LocAL anp Municrpar, DrrARTMENT,

189 | No.

Cdautu“a.“ /C'--C'-a,(;&/

0 .
e (/759 ’)/('zv/(ﬂré ﬁ{h Ceenn .eqn

"é D C e )

(\K(!o(" 7’/'{0(‘&1110( //@)v(}(’# (P 7 ’.,‘;

"))L{t,'v[:('(:ﬁﬂpt.fé/ Sl < 7/w

/\(’ 7N’r APl N 0IQ

L2

~ 2 .
(‘nzzumﬂ/o =1 )/r.eru O/ é e o) W A
;/L . Lo - oo/dy% )
|

o C'Aif/z c':—az (“{-f{q/ = 0 Lo 7
// T CQ2EL fg (/“(!(“?IL/')I t(‘:g//} !

CAerrn oD (5\0//{0?\ Cyp s 4 rv(/er»/v 7%

{',jw e S = 11; ("[/A <X (' L LL':( > 7/;/’.
YO¥ LTSN e S

('Am et = e (,L.;z?{) ?ffa

e -, D Rlernn o LL-%

T A a&v—»ea./m;q Bl il ey

r}f #\Tﬂ (’m 2z a[ (‘$

g
W (,’?‘CQ./GOAML;

6 zz;/@,ziﬁgn ard TS

- /2 :
Coce XLC"C’/[,”'J ’75'7""'0"'4 (/r‘tke‘:» P2 o, 8 é-)-t‘\ ;

Corvrotoler (/m Regr e

9 /éa’la;\/?ma‘/é,é
4(6) of- ¥R 02 48,4 9 y Aot T G frs

/5;? 6‘/ Md»t.c(u-—vly, M:e =4 (é}—;\ L‘l«‘l/:,o

'1;:(,/1.;') b i, = -

W{_f Z?‘\T (P\(\ét(.‘c\./ | »1‘(0}/44.:‘7.7? e
/&74—-7\9.

Q’C A
A
Cl iV ey Lv/rt TSy e wxo(eruc‘;ﬁ
L.

otk o YC.P/é,Ay-;-._ g
a
toen e %—\.cgdc”‘—f’tk’/ozéw e 0.,01«-1. f g

A —

AR T

%5. ’ll’nxn-.n/co ’(ﬂ eJ

laKe



ot s T e ] L. oy A UG TR
ST LA 2r S0 =3 e | < % — ey POk~

n 15. b i “

ey . :

f -

v, AV

C’T‘ g,w-lmﬁ;mr« o S “\-‘\‘
: %ﬁﬂr—v‘m Shgft o rC'W "s“‘r&‘?' CS

o /7.’
moL o-—&/a e’ ;g dw . Q
L ™ ) {

ﬁA%‘{QSS\w % M‘D)\W

a.‘\’\ s

&‘4" 'a&kr/mﬂ [N ;»//ﬂ,s:y:t_. .
. WhY S

’
,,,,Z “savk u"ZL;A ) /c—:v/ e
g : 5 . . s d = 2

WSRE ”*7.;‘ ’ .aq_c e *‘H':w;..

?wclm(amew ‘\.3“‘\2 w\m 04

£y,
r..' 7 ’
¥

Ve.; ; '\( 3 ‘A L \
’A, ced 21 o LA 77 -
‘, ?%ﬂ—e nnw,umﬁ% FREE ,/m W\ "‘yfw— Al iy otk - rd
- ® N N e © g A2 Yo T
: s D oA~ h
 Sibcpnnd B O tarnn, LR Y TR s s
Q\\ 3 % _1_‘.’ M = 5 1 il - . 1 ey : el \ ’s‘ra.h\;

[
il oL it \.m-:},e.l( f:‘;a‘yllt(‘m F’ S A o, S Y G

. ] ) ST 5
j.’&h '\‘ e s (5 ", > \__‘ > A o - F L

‘\v‘ Y TR X . —r
%Msm»?mb C"aég/fﬁ' v ‘Jé @/4 o _
S Al o'ﬁ‘ L .

B Wa—d—e} 49;,\»—6 nto/z( .;7 &0/& l—mlz:ﬁt

\u.

-’Ld m’u\ p//gOS' o /(’ len /6/4.((-'77 /6. 75"
“ﬁ‘r"%malqé/uk a ('Au ,(Cq- &{ Cevtn .

-~ A NN
.

‘ 'l‘-u—o«r.vww b #F ?'z‘*- :

A Careryrn '/(:/*(tfw :

: 4 : [ﬂ—eéon, -%2,’ chl- ‘ CM é CLCGQ_/,K
| ;m‘,:'/g&s_._// Lﬂ/t._/é caﬁ/&“m% B

" { /\—o-v.na(e,l/ /&m?,,,,w,yv/ .. ‘R & 9

B B roon i A

T
: N g A N s A

Mn( wa ’ ,Q 3 -~ . O g% '
A &J - : 4\’;:‘}»144:{3(,111. J? "iﬁ‘k
A’ e o % 4‘ g -)uh’. \#\J'u E AT \Q
f 4 . C‘-’—W b‘b OVV\«d,M 5'
= ‘ ) "-"hr:-\ﬂ R T L S \ ,«X\
v o«l‘—m% ﬁ 3 ”'t«tw .
! 9 . L | s ( '\:, l‘_\q, Ly -

Iy . i . \ - i '»-m‘ﬁ
R et | 1 ' ‘ .;.W‘) {Jﬁé\‘m@ P ‘
R . [ g : . Futls . %

S i)




nal
M

ma”

re

M ol Ve SR Sfeelss iy A,
tr b '

'7’ / i ! ; A \
e ot e Loz K2 m\){“.““&/”‘”'&

‘;bp-"'“ ol

.; A erenn do): e uaéu;m.,‘c@%,

N e oo e & s

¢ : P o-m‘ - é 14,6‘-«»& ‘uu\f?o\,z‘@ ,4( o 2

X

=z oh ;o%/&&éa-/‘@/ :
07 A 4 2w e"\—*uy

&M 71“&'_/.270.7/‘.6 4 anla

it gm:ZZ:-M s A S o LT, T
'g_ ] %
» i Vzo‘y %qu g S NP ,; t/éc A s

it W
0’#-;12;‘ nbein t e & (m"‘ vy e wa 7,
. . R ‘et

ey

Wﬁw/\o,»u %41@3 Qz‘;o-va‘ﬁe% - @,g %

tidm, &dtra@y.,a @ & & /e,- oy, ¢

ei}

- 4 T N i
M - o e aad BB % \
a> oL L QA e A aﬁ' S~ "é
2 rde TR Ao sk o
. - Pad snatel Lo : ’

. P AN X
B A TR AL 4> s

T L?‘_““
d‘f""*l/ Go—m/wwm

e S i Badl ALY

- ; ' - . ’ -
‘/‘ C‘D/‘, e R O o P = ,a/)c'/'(maq,a.é-
" o B » »,

5
{ ~
A )
'/
il -
- ‘r“——-‘.‘lg

P scminlic o s e o b
S ———— e e—

4+

:

.

@

1 lo-araébo(«-

A I, U SR ? R NN 5 :
/{’L,%/é& O o 5-{: (= B réc_b e g \Q%(L-m»zc ‘N
P RDE LA SR A VAL
- T et e Q.—LLJ {x/(—x LB o/z #@\

' B ‘&cx_'»{ =N o ? A c'L)-—chL 29 r&Z:,t Coal A \’ "

7 dhtemeli A SO
L%&n,e. re e qA,Amﬁ/v Z h& ﬁ\
B 3. s, oAt L WPRBR .
Ao ek boa Ao lal o ’7~-:.:'-! ol
L O O Y i

<R

4%:,% o

4@’&4‘&5\‘.%&‘7{; o c2end 12 al )‘;A_E‘iv.v _J)c oy
: 7% S , :
ce gk Ta k. A‘zuoi.,.y L s et 258
G(:/‘\ﬂ(«&/v:ﬂ,o‘/pte.em ¢‘ (., e : /i3y e
olats. ﬁ?; 7 3" L e o

b4

e B P e i o
¢
3 :
by
®
[~
P»
N
A
hY
A
|

R
‘ﬁ“.’.y 4 440/(-'&»»..4».‘ “r e,
o et /K;,Ju...,lt e leond
Ao .{tf‘ /LL.&«-;( bas, M
Qownes §o Whal Wo MLyt R
LD SN X Ay« e
t./u:.J P aﬂ‘u—u:‘ -ﬁ.sfﬁ‘h .




SN Al AP T e i
{w(w( Fe §rar fencer A
et . '
Moo % Fuclecsn,
a%uznwr—w
M&«U’Z«j["‘a

Rt g il
WM /Q (Z::." 2

M“/ﬁf‘

| | butlen kA Y & Lo~
B M/f‘zld‘n&!.f'”
: W Mlv‘ Va7
e %&/MMM_M
kb s B

A Bt iy b g fnns

‘/opﬁ‘“;c- M,Q‘CMGW-
.ua,.,'j w $.0. | e gk Py
/) W e op ‘31,&2%(1 |
”f“’“"’“/“w‘ww/-m e
ol ey | fr— a../,.,l.,_.;, l}'b‘

2]

19 )#/96"
Hae b Utretlng i Aot
Clbcrins, acha.
qu»w-wll—lﬁ B+ WA, ﬁwu
_4,s/f- b
1@,;4.‘?
Nt
e \ & » e
L : - ol
> . ' N L
o~ t"'
e \, P ‘3 }\ b\
5 X
\ ; “‘ » .. . i
gl 5 e
i N A
. el
% 4 » R — 5 oy '1.\
R, MR S B
e | "

Gotus bk ah e Tio s Ko
bk hnect hecsflin " a2
f o Ao G R e R %
W/'“““"WA»W

ki ) leppd o bk hande
& dutefintrion a4 (livne Mok
At Couneccdion ﬁ“““‘z oS

Nu(: L) Uicees ““MAM ik
Uciasa W‘ 4 “z AR, ;. : ;

b "P:M 47(““.,
A2 /
" /$6-.

o 4

&/fi A0S0 Do A vy ‘

o fublinis ik AAW 4@,

d




,
s »
L
)
b
,
.

o

;

.
v
.
-
&9

.

— — ISR S S — ~ g




	Image00019
	Image00020
	Image00021
	Image00022
	Image00023
	Image00024
	Image00025
	Image00026
	Image00027
	Image00028
	Image00029
	Image00030
	Image00031
	Image00032
	Image00033
	Image00034
	Image00035

