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Pioceedings of the Madras Gove) nment, Public Works Department, :

" 25th February 1875.

No 623 Read the following endorsement of the Consulting Engineer for Rail.

ways, dated Madras, 1st February 1875, No 74 — *

From W. S BETTS, Esq, Agent of the South Indian Railway, to Lieutenant-
Colonel J I M SHAW-STEWARI, RE, Consulting Engineer for P
Railways, dated Negapatam, 20th January 1875, No 380

Tre Chief Engineer informs me he would have been glad to drop the subject
alluded to m your lettes No 18, of the Oth mstant, had not Colonel Moberly affirmed
thatMr Fox's statements were ¢ utterly ingorrect ”  In justice to the latter gentle-
man, however, Lis explanation (see copy of letter attached) should be recorded

From A D FOX, Esq, Assistant Engineer, South Indian Railway, to D Logan, Esq, Chief Engi- |
neer of the South Indian Railway, dated Madras, 18th January 1875

I mave the pleasure to achnowledge receipt of your No 394, of the 13th January, forwarding
G Os, Nos 3,248 and 3,562, which I return after perusal

2 T opserve that Colonel Moberly, 1a paragraph 1 of his letter, No 379, of the 25th Novem- )
ber, to the address of Colonel Walker, R E, Secrctary to Government, Public Works Department, 1

remarks that my statement regarding hia opposition to the survey for the salt siding from Holmes'
Gardens Depot to the Sydapett Station 1s utterly incorrect, and 1n the succeeding paragraphs f
gives a version of what took place, which, I regret to say, appears to me to place the affairs 1n a
false Jizht

3 In paragraph 2 of the above letter, Colonel Moberly alludes to having been informed by
the landowner's servants that I and my Assistant had been warned not to t1espass on the property
I can only say that no servant ever made tho slightest objection to our coming on the ground until
after the interview between Colonel Vlobe.ly and myself, ulluded to 1n paragraph 4 of his letter
On the contrary, the servants appeared to have no objection, and when my Engineering Assistant
unwisely, I admit, and entirely contrary to my wishcs, thought 1t necessary to cut down certamn
trees which impeded his progress, the scxvants consented to his doing so provided that a receipt
was given for each tree so cut

4 The first intimation I received of any opposition being made to the gurvey was from my
Engineering Assutant, who brought me a message from Colonel Moberly to the effect that 1f I, my
Agsstant, or any of my men, entered the premises again he would have us prosecuted As 1t
appeared to me that Colonel Moberly bad no right to 1nterfere when those 1n charge of the land
a peared willing for us to continue the work, I ordercd the survey to be completed, and on finding
from a letter that Colonel Mokerly had written to Colonel Shaw-Stewart that he objected to have
the line pass hus out-buildings at the distance set out by me, I entered the premiges with the
intention of running a line at a distance of about 100 or 150 feet parallel to the one already ranged
and along which the levels had been taken  Whilst there the servants of the landowner and those
repaning the house never made the shightest objection to our being on the ground, and 1t was not
uatl after Colonel Moberly's arrival, late 1n the afternoon, that I received an intimation through
Colonel Moberly from a native, who was said to be the biother of the landlord, who accompanied
bim from the house, that he objected to our being on the ground  As Colonel Moberly remarks in
paragraph 5 of his letter, I ordered the staves to be removed and loft the ground after represent-
ing to hum that 1t was my wish to complete the survey, to which I received a reply to the effect
that I had been warned to leave and that I should be prosecuted by the landowner 1f I did not

5 In paragraph 9 Colonel Moberly states that I said that I would not have treated an
I'nghshman in the same way as I did the native landowner  Thisis incorrect , what I did say was
that railways 1n England were often made through property, the owners of which strongly objectcd
to the formation of the railway through land belonging to them, but that i England the trees,
which I had already explained to Colonel Moberly had been cut by my Engineering Assistaat,
entirely contrary to my wishes, would not have been touched

e

e
.

b g e s et e

x
)
t
’
i
!
¥
™

'/W"‘
!

T

¥

P

vkt asid

P T - T e, ST S SO TPy TP ST



e T T R 1
- ™ ¥ —— v gy TNl \.—
s T = *Mn—j “ & T e SO “"ﬂﬁ"/\
PPIRSRC S - o Z - o -~ - pi =< e Eers,
T - TS Sy b e AT o j : )
IS
. Uyed
¥ ' ¢

4
- t Procecdings of the Madras Gorernment, Public IWorks Department, T d/)/ ”M *

[P SN,

- 25tk Fibruary 1875. )

&

6 In the latter part of paragraph 10,
from the effects of the trespass T am surpr
understand that he hoped the landownor wo
would not do so as his land did not lie with:

Colonel Moberly states that he attempted to save me
1sed at this statement, as Colonel Moberly gave me to
uld bring the case 1mto Court, but was afraid that he °

n the jurisdiction of the Hio
Le a troublesome matter for the man to proceed from Madra ) poort and that t would

the purpose of bringing an action either againgt me or the Co
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owner of the land nor any of his servants made the shghtest opposition to my maling a survey
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8 to, I think he said, Chingleput for ? 5
mpany ’
7. You will gather two things from what I have above written Firstly, that neither the H p ’ W

through the property until after Colonel Moberly appeared on the ground

ruch opposition was made by any one connected with the pro
perty un
when made that it was through Colonel Moberly, that I wag correcyl: :nt;lt Ater lue sppearance and !

»and, secondly, that asno 1

»
Ty e

ating that I wasunable to 1
complete the survey owing to opposition from Colonel ' N 7
O e v fatare andlons rom Colonel Moberly, who threatened prosecution on the i M- % é /J/
3 — :
, « : ’ 0 ]
ScevITTED for the consideration of Government qj%
witl ;
dated 18th December 1874, No 3,562 ! reference to their Order, , : j
(Signed) J H.M SHAW—STEWART, Lieut -Colonel, R & | : R : "
b * ' ® -
- Consulting Engineer for Ruslways y CM’M%"J
- 3/5 M 2% ‘
i . A1 »~ J—‘ (’ -
No 624 ORDER THEREON, 25th February 1875, No 547 , ! Jm t g . . W W
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