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" ‘the same day, the 30th ultimo, ho reports that the Contractop refuse

’ anicut on wells sunk to a depth of 103‘_£’-Set below the sandy beq

Read the following papers :—

No. 174.  From the Acting Superintendiﬁg Engineer, 8th Division, to the Secre-
tary to Government, Pyplie Works Department, dated Palamcottah, 5t
May 1871, No. 336, :

Iy reference to @. 0., 19th April 1871, No. 1,095, directing that the
agreement by which Lieutenant Shepherd, R, E., entrusted the construction of the
Striviguntum Anicut works to Ragavacharry i to be considered null and voig,
I have the honour, in continuation of my letter No. 145, ofthe ahove date, to report
progress.

date the 16th ultimo as follows "~ I beg t5 intimate to you that such g arrange-
‘ ment not being a mutual one, and the Contractor’s Wishes not having been cop-

““ gulted in the matter, I deprecate and protest against the action Government )

“ have taken in breaking the agreement until such time a5 4 final settlement should
“ have been made on work done to date,”

3. Mr. Prince also stated in the same letter, ¢ I shall be glad to learn on what
““ basis you propose to measure up and make a fing] settlement for works not yet
““ paid for, as hitherto I cannot byt consider that matters have gone on, and the
* Contractor treated in a very harsh and unsatisfactory manper,

4, I accordinglj arranged an interview with Mr, Prince with the view of
giving him the opportimity of personally airing his grievances; and for the *whole
of Friday, the 28th ultimo, at the R'ange Oi.ﬁ(fe here, and the following day at
Striviguntum, Mr. Prince, after havmg' exhibited hig credentialg g9 the Contrae-
tor’s Agent, was given the means of dlscussing with Mesgrs, Rundall, Shepherd,
and Hughes and myself the varioug claims which the Contractor had put forward

- for payment in his memorandum dated 10th December 1870,

5. The result has been that Mr., Prince has fajleq to substantiate, in any

_ one single instance, the charge of “the very harsh ang unsatisfactory manner”
o in which, as he asserted, the Contractor had been treated,

6." Of the claims made by the Contractor, Mr, Prince stateq that he now

. . ¢ . ’ . -
consented to waive or arrange them all, save thag for baling, regarding Which, 54
" it was a large claim, he must take the Contractor’s Instructiong,

7. He accordingly returned at once to Palamcottah 50 ag to constxlt with
Ragavacharry, as the following day, Sunday, is one of the two days on Which L,
is ;er'mitted by the Jail authorities to interviow bi-weekly thqt individyg], On

S not only ¢,

withdraw his claim for baling, but algo to ratify the withdrawal, as consenteg to

by Mr. Prince, of one other claim as explained below,
8. Ishould here mention that, in hig memorandum ghoye quoted

9. You arc aware that it wag originally intended to found ¢

by
’

2. Mr. Prince, the Vakee] and accredited agent of Ragavacharry, on being
informed by Mr. Rundall of the decision cf Government gag above, replied under _

B4
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: 10‘} the
and to top these wells with solid brick masonry for a depth of 4} feet :()Cnsist 0
same surface. On closer eXamination, however, the soil was found to

. ¢ kind 0
a stiff blue clay at a depth of 5 to 6 feet below the river bed, and the 8i2*
wells, a8 proposed, was thus as

; rrangeds
certained to be impracticable. 1t wa.stoﬁa dzpth

therefore, to build the foundation with brick masonry throughout

of 71 feet.

. 5 for 8
. 30. Tt will thus be seen that the item for baling, calculated as 1t wa
brick foundation of onl

. lid bric
y 4} feet on wells, was insufficient for a soil
foundation of 7} fect,

’ 1. The amount entered in th
tions (44 feet)
w

founds-
e estimate for baling the Who_l ’,Oit::;us’ etCey
of the body of the anicut with its wing and retaining

. < incurred o0 this
"8 upees 4,000 but, in consideration of the extra difficultics incu
account by th

jons
undation

e Contractor, in consequence of the altered nature of the fo

as above explained,

. ba]i"g
a sum of Rupees 8,000 additional was allowed him for
the work executed u

) N has been
ds this retaining wall, of which about one-third in length }10 Jower
completed up to ¢

aling t
31 ate, the additional sum due to the Contractor for b&hngset-oﬁ' for
" eet of .the foundation wag calculated by Licutenant Shepherd to be 2 art of the
at.pc.)rtmn of the item of Rupees 4,000, for baling required for the P
retammg wall an e ©

d apron still left incomplete.
12, Thus the Contra

ctor has received in all— BS-

[ 3 0

For baling, Rupees 8,000+ Rupees 4,000 ... ... = 12,00
For €xcavating foundations as per measured work (at 0

agreed rates) 4,07
. PR
Total ... 16,670

80 amount whiey, is

Con
startling in its qj imed by the
for the same Servics mg 1in its difference from that clai

» bamely, Rupees 65,000,
o 3. Ing mem
.the

i . o co0S
a;)ovementxoned amount of Rupees 65,000 “ the Contractor estimates th
*_1 108 alone gt ah )
tlaim L produced

out Rupees 40,000 to Rupees 50,000 ;" and to substal
Serjeant Hamilt,

. hep
orders, ghow; ™ When Oversecer on the work under Lle“te;a;zrs fect of
) ng . .
Certain, anq ”z:t g}’: actual cost of excavating and baling the 10 Jlated at

most difficult, portion of the anicut foundation
is portion of the anicu le 0
“ic:xit:o:}:i:?t of baling and ’excavating the lower 3 feet of the :ho
14,600, 1988, a3 carried out up to 1st June 1869, would amot
14, It gho
OF the fouy dati
thargs, thoref,
o balin

°nS could not haye

> 0Te, of Rupees 40 0

: 1 i in other WO
2y8 dy. . Y Preposterous, as it means in 0
alone n:f Which the work i questio’n was executed, he expe? ros
Aeragy of 2()‘(1)10 :f Rupees 500 ¢ Rupees 600 per dicD r;;Is)uresx
) . ] .
takmg the day andonffoo daily ¢ balers, Lieutcnant SlxePherd
o

n One‘
bt balers togethrer, there never were more tha

ded for
cnting

.v ou /

- ————

S

- e mparasn
.

. etﬂining )
P to 1st June 1869, and which is exclusive of the lower?

tractor

f
g that ©
orandum dated the 16th ultimo, Mr. Prince has state
tiate thls

. 1 kept ;
» 8t his interview of the 30th ultimo, a memorand? erd’s

f the

¢ to Bop™®
. dry onéy
uld be noted herg that the season had been & rcma‘-kably The

. s0D.
been put in during one Working t;:a(;on ractor
0to Rupees 50,000, demanded bY g for the

paling .
an

PR PN

e thﬂtv .
gith of
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the above numbers employed, even when the greatest push was being made, and
of course far fewer during the rest of the time.

15. In addition to this it must be borne in mind that the Contractor,

hatev;er he may say now, accepted at the time the payment of the additional

vIV{upees 8.000 as the full amount due to him for baling, on the distinct under-
Y

tanding, as Lieutenant Shepherd assures me, that he, the Contractor, would not
s .
reccive r:).’ny thing fgrther on this account.

16. The Contractor has, however, the assurance -to state now that he received
the amount as payment, on the understarding that.: L1eutena31t -Shephe'rd would b
btain some further additional sum for him. Bat is it credible that .he
e e taken so small an amount as Rupees 12,000 as payment for a service
prould h'a‘lle l?e considered himself really entitled, as he now asserts, to
o WhIZO 000 to 50,000 Rupees? Assuredly this is of the tales the relation of
I;‘llxli)zlelsis cn’1stomarily confided to the marines!

17. Taking, however, all the circumstan.ces of the. case into considerati?n,

:th the view of treating the Contractor with every liberality, and of removing

and Wi hadow of a grievance in this connection, 1 offered to present him, by

all shade orls ttlement of this claim, and in spite of holding his receipt for all

way of fira ste him on this score, with a further or additional sum of Rupees 2,150,

payment dueh olf of the difference of Rupees 14,600 (the sums calculated on Serjeant

name.ll}t’,r‘:geé;t‘a) and Rupees 10,300, the sum actually paid for baling and excavat-
iHnan;leolower 3 feet of the anicut foundation.

18. Mr. Prince, however, in his letter of thfa 30th }11timo, already all.uded .to,
-h t the Contractor declines to receive this sum in settlement of his claim,
states tha for the first time, mentions that, in addition to the sum of Rupees 900
.and he.an, or t Hamilton’s account as the actual cost of excavating and baling
statefi in Sfr.):a:f anicut, the Contractor cxpended Rupees 500 on that portion
85 lineal fee ) Hamilton’ commenced his reckoning, and Rupees 600 after he had
before Sel.'.]ea‘;{u ees 2,000, in all on that portion of the work alone. The Con-
left off, .z.eél ﬁgst ins’tances led us distinctly by his agent to understand that he
tractor, mS ? ant Hamilton’s data to prove that his(the Contractor’s) demand was
produced 'erJe But now that he has been shown that even these very liberal rates
not .excesm:’lf- time Lieutenant Shepherd considered to be in excess of the actual
(which .at e rove his claim for baling to be preposterous, he brings forward this
expendltul‘f? E—-a demand which appears to me not very dissimilar from those
ge;ltlioa::e;;?ms on account of which he is now suffering incarceration.
cti

19. Under these circumstances, I l.lave.in.formed th‘e Contractor that as the
for made by me is not accepted by him, it 1s now withdrawn, and as he has
offer n knowledged, namely, in his contract certificite of June 1869, a payment of
already 200(7)10 for the baling of the lower 3 feet of masonry substituted for wells,
i{ugxzex(:xit ;dmit any further claim whatever for that work, - °
c

90. The other claim to which I ‘referred in paragraPh 7 is that made by the
Contract.ot for an extra rate for the .br'xck-work executed n_the Oopar Oday dam.
This work was included in the original agreement made between Lieutenant
Shepherd, R.E., and tbe Contractor, when thje latter agreed to carry out the work
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at Rupees 6 per cubic yard. During the progress of the work the Contra}?t;)f
represented to Lieutenant Shepherd that Mr, Colquhoun was carrying out Pfcm'be g
the same description of work in the neighbourhood at Rupees 8} per cubic yart
and he requested Lieutenant Shepherd to pass him that rate. Lieutenant Sh?"
herd informs me that, in reply, he promiscd the Contractor, as an inducement oli
pushing on the work, that should the work in question be finished up to the levle

of the top of the apron before the monsoon of 1870 set in, he would represcnt the
matter for the favourable consideration of the Superintending Engineer. As theso

- ted
ggonditions, however, were not falfilled, :ndeed the work is not so far comple

even up to this date, and as the Qortractor accepted payment for the Wwor
exccuted by him on the rates originally agreed upon, he has no chadow of claim
for the extra demand he now makes onc the strenz*th of the fraudulent rates
introdu_ced into the department by COlzl“hOun, g

21: I have ouly, in conclusion, to state that the whole of these claims hate
been. fairly and patiently discussed and investizated without any kind of acnmon.)’
on either side, and that all the preliminary que:tions with the exception of tbe bwe
hereinmentioned, are either scttled, or in fair procc’ss of being arranged. Thel:e
only now remains for the Contractor’s Agent to satisfy himseif of the correctncss
of the measurements already made by 1105, and also to hand over to us, 8t Bgree

ollected on the spot by the Contractor.

" ‘ ve
explag' dlﬂtlrusé: therefore, that under the circumstances of the €ase a? a:zr

1ned, the Government w; : : Lo ¥
to be reco will approve of my having now aut

mmenced, and I sha}

rosecute
vigorously by departmental g

Luse my best endeavours to see that it 1S P
gency as directed.

No. 175. No. 124, :

gavacharry for work do;
2. All the claimg

ther -
given up, or the terms

el
put forwarg by the Contractor, except two, have beert
of settlement agreed upon.

3. . The two claims wh h, after full

. . ich the Contractor adheres to, and which, in
::;qu:r); a?(:hafter having heard al) that the Contractor’s Agent bad to V1
Support of them, Colonel Roberty has refused to admit, are i— . ity

15£.—65,000 Rupees rtunity

for baling and excavating ions, the oPP° Cos
ine thi . xcavating foundations,
for making this exorbitant claim Ozcurrcd in thislwa -
vide(;r ;::, ?Stmcllat?’ which was the basis of the agrecment with the Co
Zu'n ations 41 fee thick on wells 10} fect decp. When .
commenced 1t was found that there is stiff blue clay at a depth of 5t 6 fec'

atractors PT%"
the work W22

. 1

;he tl;&:‘-})ei ;lfhle wells were, therefore, given up and the foundations b';;lz :'3)011'
rom 73 fect below river-bed, 4, . : in the clay- t
tractor had, therefore, » & oy sunk 1} to 2§ feet in 4} fect

to bale and excavate t t instead 0! %
o a depth of 7} fee o to
For the 43 fect he would have receiyed according to the estimate (8C°°rdm° .

. a1
which he ?grfed to be paid) about Rupoes 6,300 ; for the 7} feet be has bi:ilfom
Rupoes 16,670 or 10,370 Rupees t,» the extra 3 foct which Colonel Rober
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to be a very liberal payment, especially as the Contractor was lucky in having an
unusually dry season, with very little water in the river, when the foundations were
being put in. .

The other claim which the Contractor will not give up is for an extra rate for
brickwork on one of the subsidiary works of the project. It is clearly shown in the
report that this claim is entirely without foundation.

The Superintending Engineer concludes by reporting that having thus come
to a clear understanding with the Contractor Ragavacharry, he has ordered the
Striviguntum Anicut works fo be recommensed under the direct management of
the Government officers. In his letter dated 19th ultimo, Colonel Roberts stated

_ that before -the works were taken out of the hands of the Contractor it would be
necessary to come to terms with him and lz{s partners; but, in the report under
notice, there is no allusion made to these latter., In the Qrder of Government
dated 2nd jnstant, the Superintending Engineer was directed to furnish informa.
tion regarding the position of Ragavacharry’s partners with respect to the Strivi-

guntum works, and this order had apparently not becn received when the report
under notice was despatched.

Forr St. GEORGE,
2nd May 1871,

(Signed)  J. G. RYVES, Captain, R.E.,

Acting Chiof Engineer for Irrigation,

No. 176. Telegram from Mr, PRINCE,.Coﬁtractor’s Agent, Striviguntum
Anicut Project, Palamcottah, to the Secretary to Government, Publie

Works Department, Madras, dated 20th May 1871.

I respecTFULLY request Government will not pass orders on Colonel Roberts’
report No, 336, of the 5th instant, until my reply, with enclosures, is received.

No. 177. OrpER THEREON, 13th June 1871, No. 1,572.

His Excellency the Governor in
Council approves of the procecedings of
. : the Superintending Engineer of the 8th

Division, reported in this letter.

9. Colonel Roberts will be so good as to report without delay with reference
to paragraphs 1 and 5 of his letter dated 19t.h Ap}’il whether he still anticipates
opposition on the part of the Cont?actor or his pa.r’cners to the cancelment of the
contract with respect to the exceution of the remainder of the Striviguntum works,
It is observed that in the report now before Government no allusion is made to
the partners whose consent to the proposed arrangelm?nt Colonel Roberts stated in
his previous report that it would be nccessary to obtain.

(True Extract.)

IRRIGATION, No. 8.

. | Colonel, RE,
Secretary to Government.,

To the Acting Superintending Enginecr, 8th Division.
) ,,  Chief Engineer for lrrigation.

Exd. S T. Augustin.
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