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| GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.
‘PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

~ o i i o it

26k November 1878, No. 4,513 W.

General,
Establishment. -

Read the following paper :—

: No. 310. From J. W. RUNDALL, Esq., Acting Superintending Engineer, Fifth

Circle, to the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, dated Trichinopoly,
23rd November 1878, No. 233.

1 uave the honor to forward an original letter from Major Vibart, R.E., request-
ing permission to defend, at Government expense, a suit brought against him and
Overscer Subroyalu Naidy, by & stone-cutter at Madura, for work in connection with
Tirumal Naick’s Palace restoration. :

9. A translation of the plaint is also forwarded.

3, Major Vibart's explanations regarding the items marked in the Plaint A-A,

B-B, C-C, are clear. In the paragraph regarding D-D, ¢ gubic yard” has, by a.

clerical error, been written instead of cubic foot.

4. As regards E-E, Major Vibart’s answer to the stone-cutter’s petition of the
8rd June appears to have referred to the plinth work mentioned in paragraph 9, and
not to the four first items claimed in the present plaint. . }

5. There has been some previous quarrelling betwoen the Overseer and the
plaintiff, and the Overseer charged him with defamation. :

6. The plaintiff, I doubt not, would have been paid all his just dues had he
applied for the money. He has not chosen to do so, but has brought this suit, and
apparently intends to bring another suit for the plinth work, evidently intending to

give as much annoyance as possible.

7. 1 trust the Government will be pleased to authorise the defence of the suift,
and as the hearing is fixed for the 5th of next month permission to defend may be
granted by telegram.

Bl

Froni Major H. M. VIBART, R.E., Executive Engineer, Trichinopoly Division, to the Super-
intending Engineer, Fifth Circle, Jdated Trichinopoly, 22nd November 1873, No. 743.

1 1avs, the honor to forward a copy of a plaint entered in Small Cause Court, Madura
regarding Tirumal Naick’s Palace works at Madura, and request that you will ba good enoug};
4o forward it to Government with the view of obtainin permission to defend it at Government
expense. L append esplanations on all the points noted in_the plaint.

9. AtoA. The Overseer statos that there was no written agreement regarding the large

. gtone beam, but that about two years ago he entered into a verbal contract with the petitioner ; the

latter was directed to roughly dress and split the stone which had already been quarried. The

titioner was to receive 25 Rupees for the stone at the quarry. The petitioner failed to carry

out his contract properly. The Overseer was compelled to send another stone-cutter Pulney Cotta

i to complete the work. This was effected, and

Rupees 60 claimed by pleintif.—J. W. R, - the stone conveyed to the Napier's gatoway.

The Overseer offered to pay 15 Rupees forthe

work he had dome, but this he refused to accept ; hence we see that Rupees 15 are due to “this
man under this head. - :
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