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(Bigned) C. G. MASTER,

To the Public Works Departient, Chief Secretary.
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With reference
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: udge, would probably cost Rs. 20,000.

2. I send, herewith, 2

and two letters of the Actin pPlan of the additional buildings and alterations proposed

done for Rs. 15,000 g Divigi . 3
: - but, Divisiong] Officer. Mr. Manson thinks they might be
locality and the necéss}lty f&ngldenng the cost of buildings lately erected gl theg same

eep broad foundations, I am of opinion that the detailed

estimat,
¢ Would probably not be mugh iz gt all, under Rs. 20,000.

No. 782.

Endorsement on the above.

_Forwarded to the Ju

ment, Mis. No. 316, date dicial Department with advertence to G.O. in that depart-

4 19th April 1882.

(Signed)  RESS THOMPSON, Lt.-Colonel, R.E.,

215t September 1882
; Acting Under Secy. to Govt., P, W.D.,

NN A ANA NP R i, [
e
W

ying to the east of the present Court-house. The floor Order—dated 5th October 1882, Mis.

new Sub-Court at Pala.mcott-gh, and
Honorable the Judges 1n their Registr
subject will be laid before them for fav

tions indicated by the Sub-Judge as necessary, and when

" Courts at each head-quar

SSRGS R SE Tl
No. 14&;,; Judicial.

in the papéfs read above relate to the erection of a
with advertence to the remarks made by the
ar’s letter of the 13th April 1882, No. 675, the
or of their opinion. '

The correspondence recorded

~ To the Honorable the Judges of the High C

Public Works Department.

”» -
ﬁ”—-

Reap—also the following paper —
From T. WEIR,

Appellate Side,
October 1882, No. 2499. S
Adverting to the Proceedings of Government, dated 5th October 1882, No. 148
Miscellaneous, I am directed to communicate to Government the opinions of the Hi

Court on the question of the proposed removal of, or repairs to, the Cgurt-hﬂmybif; o

Subordinate Judge of Tinnevelly. _ , =i
9. In the opinion of the High Court, there can be no question that both for
oses of economical administration and %t;bhc convenience, it is desirable that R e

ter station should B

Treasury and the residences of suitors or to the

of the district find accom-

as conveniently may be to the Public )
choultries in which suitors resident in the outlying parts

modation. ' :
3 The High Court would therefore strongly deprecate the removal of the Court

from Kokarakulam, unless () the Government. have in view within a not distant
period to remove all the Courts to Palamc,oigtazl, or (b) the expendltpre of 20,0001
rupees on the present Subordinate Court building would not result in securing o
commodious and vaulable a building as might be secured for that or a slightly
increased sum elsewhere. e e ;
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probable cost of the work : | llow-
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the Superintending Engineer as the
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_ Orper—dated 21st November 1882, No. 1913, Judicial. oAt
Forwarded to the Public Works Department with reference to endorsement

in that department, dated 91st September 1882, No. 782, and for cgmphm;ee with
the suggestion of the Honorable the Judges made in the last paragraph of ‘bh'éir

Registrar’s letter. ‘
: (True Extract.)
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Rmn—-—again the following papers :—
G.0., dated 15th October 1881, No. 2133, Judicial.

——

.0., dated 19th April 1882, Mis. No. 816, Judicial.

" Read—the following papers i—

from T. WEIR, Esq, Acting Registrar of the High Court of Judicatore a6
Madras, Appellate Side, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated Ma dras,
T3t April 1882, No. 675:— | : 3

Tn forwarding to Government the accompanying lotter addressed to_the Chief
Qecretary by the Distri o of Tinnevelly, I am to point out that the High Court
has not been consulted on the question of the proposed transfer of the Subordinate
Court to the site ab Palameottah, and that, in addressing Government directly on the

gubject as appears to have been done from the reference to G.O., dated 15th October S

1881, No. 2133, J udicial Department (not~communioated to the High Court), the

Pistrict Judge appears to have overlooked the instructions conveyed last year in
D o5, dated 24th August 1881, No. 173 and 27th August 1881, No. 1771. -

9. T am to add that had the High Court been consulted as to the proposal, it I
would not have recommended its adoption till it was satisfied that the change met
the convenience of the public, which appears doubtful. | Dy,

s——

From J. C. HUGHESDON, E

Secretary to Government, dated Tinnevelly, 29th March 1882, No. 245.

T have the honor to inform you, with reference to G.0. dated 15th October 51217 i
No. 2133, d udicial Depaxtmént, that a site has been selected at Palameottah W’

new Sub-Court by the Collector, the Sub-Judge, and mysolf, and that the Palameo fah
Municipality have agreed to make such site over to Governn ent. o of the™
Collector’s letter, No. 205, dated 22nd instant, is enclosed. o i

9. T have also to submit, for the consideration of Government, a memorial rom
the residents of Tinnevelly and others against the removal of the Court from Kokara-
kulam. I fear {he memorialists are too late; for the matter seems %o have been fully
been finally decided then. However, the memorial is bond fide an¢ oes

~_ genato cithor the advantages of the present site or the i

"3, But if the Sub-Court be retained at Kokarakulam,

tobo enlarged. In his Jetter to me, No. 71, 13th
Sub-Judge says, ¢ three Tooms—-0ne or
for the Judge (as he has 10 private room at present)—
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Order—dated 5th October 1882, Mis. No. 1488, Judicial. B
The correspondence recorded in the gﬂﬂm’ﬂ ipers read above relate to the erection ofa
new Suli'Court gt Palamcottah, and with advertence to the remarks made by the
Honorable the Judges in their Registrar’s letter of the 13th April 1882, No. 675, the
subject will be laid before them for favor of their O, S o
| (True Extract.) LT g vt S
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on the adjacent vacant ground lying to {he east of the present Court-house, The floor
of the building requires to be raised a little and the roof to be repaired.” o

4, ) Though the Executive Engi.neer, in his letter recorded in the above-mentioned
I.’rocee_dmgs of Government, has shown that a case has not been made out for the
immediate removal of the public offices now located at Kokarakulam, his letter seems
9lea.rly to 1nd1qate that_; the buildings ave in such a condition that their abandonment
is only a question of time. T would venture therefore to suggest, for consideration,
wh.etber 1t might not probably be the most economical course to make at once to the
existing Sub-Court the additions indicated by the Sub-Judge as necessary, and when
the day arrives for the removal of the District Court and the Collector’s Cutcherry to
construct a block of buildings at Palameottah, which will accommodate all the establish-
ments now collected at Kokarakulam, This, in the mean time, will obviate the incon-
veniences which the memorialists anticipate from the remaval of one office only. The

convenience to the people of having all the public establishments kept together can
scarcely be over-estimated,

7

- (Bigned) 0. G MASTER,~ - -
To the Honorable the Judges of the High Court with covering letter. ‘ % e Rl e
»  Public Works Department. P ‘ e Lipe
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Resp—also the following paper :— . : » oo
From T. WEIR, Esq., Registrar of the High Court of Judicature at Madras,
~ Appellate Side, to the Chief Secretary fo Government, dated M ,aaf”“h”‘s’ e
October 1882, No. 2499, et i e

Adverting to the Proceedings of Gojerg;gant, dated 5th October 1882, No. 148 i
Miscellaneous, I am directed to communicate to Government the opinions of the High

Court on the question of the proposed removal of, or repairs to, the Court-house of the
Subordinate Judge of Tinnevelly. o T
T. 2. 1Inthe opinion of the High Court, there can be no question that both for
- purposes of economical administration and public convenience, it is desirable that the
~ Courts at each head-quarter station should be in proximity to one another and as near

Order—dated 19th April 1882, Mis. No, 316, Judicial.

_ The District J udge’s letter will be eommunicated to the Public Works Departmen t,
with request that a rough estimate of the additions to the Court, suggested by the
Sub-Judge, may be obtained and sent to this department.

(True Extract.) as qonvenientlyhlmﬁy be to the Eublic Treasury and the residences of suitors or to the
: choultries in which suitors resident in the outlying parts of the district find accom-
(Signed) C. G. MASTER, modation. e O F E:

Chief Secretary. 3 The High ‘ Bew, oy S e
: 5 gh Court would therefore strongly deprecate the removal of the Cotpt™ -~ a4
To the Public Works Departmgnt. from Kokarakulam, unless () the Government have in view within a not distan BhL aeens
period to remove all the Courts to Pdaméotglh, h, or (b% the expenditure of 20,000 4

rupees on the present Subordinate Court building would not result in securing so

commodious and valuable a building as might be secured for that or a slightly _
increased sum elsewhere, . :

4. I am to add that the sum named by the Superintending Engineer as thfg:' PR
probable cost of the works proposed appears to the Chief Justice high, although allow-
ance be made for extraordinary foundations, and to suggest that a detailed estimate

e et

G.0., dated 5th October 1882, Mis, No, 1488, Judicial.

Readf—the following letter from Clolonel J. BEATTY, R.E., Superintending Engineer,
Sixth Circle, to the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, dated Palam-
cottah, 14th September 1882, No. 452-T.N.

With reference to G.0., No. 1050 W., of 28th April 1882, I have the honor to

1 Plan inform you that, in my opinion, the exten-
1 Tinn;avelly Frativs B sions and improvements of the Sub- . g

213, dated 10th1§$ﬂ n%mms letter, No. Judge’s Court at Kokarakulam (Tinne- OrpEr—dated 21st November 1882, No. 1913, Judicial. : %

1 Tinnex’relly Executive ZEI i ) velly), approved by the Judge and Sub- . i St o R ey g : Rl ;

395, dated 4th septemﬁinfgﬁé Judo'e’ would probably cost Rs. 20,000, 28 _ Pk Poiwarded to the Public Works Department with reference to endorsement

' i o e G in that department, dated 21st September 1882, No. 782, and for compliance with

the suggestion of the Honorable the Jud’geS*made' in the last paragraph of t ,‘,‘ i

Registrar’s letter. p
(True Extract.)

- should be called for.

e

letter, No,

2. I send, herewith, a plan iti buildings and alterations proposed x
and two letters of the Ac”cingp Divi(;fio:;};f (a)(}g(l}fgznaer. Manoson thinks they nI)Jight be
done_for Rs. 15,000, but, considering the cost of buildings lately erected in the same
locality and the necossity for deep broad foundations, I am of opinion that the detailed
estimate would probably not be much, if af all, under Rs, 20,000.

e o

No. 782.
Endorsement on the above.

‘Mo the Publia Works Department, with plan. /ﬁ %
Copy to Registrar, High Court, Appellate Side. ~

g iro s

Forwarded to the Judicial D ith advertence to G.0. in that depart-
ment, Mis. No. 816, dated 19th Apgl] ans * P

~ Exd. T, O0’Conuor. g by b AL
(Signed)  Rogs THOMPSON, Lt.-Colonel, R.E. ~ . , r i e M e 7 ol
21st September 1882, ) o Acting Under Secy. to ’Gowf., P.WD. A : s R, S S e R e
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Forwarding to the Public Works Departm

Jetter from the Registrar, High Court, commus ;
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