GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC WORKS

DEPARTMENT.

16th January 1882, No. 133 W,

General,
Account.

Read the following paper :—

P

g From JULAND DANVERS, Esq., Secretary, Public Works Department,

India Office, to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Public Works
Department, dated London, 22nd December 1881, No. P.W. 1332.

WirH reference to your letter of the 17th ultimo, No. 2882 W., relative to the

head of service to which the steamer Undaunfed should be charged, I transmit

* Dated 21st December 1881,

herewith a copy of a report* thereon by
the Accountant-General of this office, and

I have to request that all indents and letters, calling for supplies of any desecrip-

tion may, in future, clearly specify the head of service under which the cost should
be charged.

Copy report by the Accountant-General, India Office, dated 21st December 1881, No. P.W. 1332.

Tre adjustment necessary, in consequence of this letter from India, will appear in the

statement of “

payments made in England on account of stores and freight, Madras Harbour

Works,”” for December 1881, which will be forwarded to Madras next month.

2. The matter having been referred to the Director-General of Stores in the following

reference, viz, :—

“Tn accordance with the annexed letter
it is proposed to transfer from Madras Har-
bour Works to Marine Stores the sum of
£5,509-18-2, in respect of payments already
made in this country on account of the steamer
Undaunted. -

.The Director-General of Stores after fur-
nishing the particulars required in this depart-
ment added :—

“If the head of service had been qu ted in
the original requisition from India this trans-

ference would not have been required The
papers spoke of a “steam tug required for the
good as to state the total sum included in his Madras Harbour,” and in the absence of any
estimate which should be similarly treated ? information to the contrary it was assumed to
be chargeable to “Madras Harbour Works.”

With reference to that remark, it would be
well if the attentien of the Governme
Madras were drawn fo the request cont
in paragr: I'h 4 of the Financial Despatcl
l{xlli:L, dated the 23rd January 1873, No. 13,
Viz. ;—

“I request that, in future, all indents and
letters l':llling for supplies of any description,

early specify the head of service unde:

which the cost should be charged. I request
that you will communicate this instruction to
the Governments of Madras and Bombay.”

Will the Director-General of Stores be so

JJ

No. 78. ORDER THEREON, 16th January 1882, No. 133 W.

CoMyUNICATED to the Superintendent, Madras Harbour Works, with reference to
G.0., No. 2881 W., dated 17th November 1881 ; also to the Marine Department and
the General Superintendent, Public Works Stores,

(True Extract.)
(Signed)  R. H. SANKEY, Colonel, R.E.,
Secretary to Govt., P.W.D.
To the Superintendent, Madras Harbour Works.
Marine Department.
General Superintendent, Public Works Stores.
., Examiner of Public Works Accounts
Exd. S. T. Austin

_\} are O l 1€8




GENERAL.
ACCOUNT.

ot of (1882) Fadrms,
PUBLIC WORKS.

.

To

Tae SUPERINTENDENT or MADRAS
HARBOUR WORKS,

&e., &e., &e.

Dated January, 16th.

Lssued

Recd. Enel,

. G.0., 16tk January 1882, No. 133 W.

JANUARY.
Nos. 77-78.

Steamer ** Undaunted.” —Letter from: the
Secretary, Public Works Department, India
Office, regarding the adjustment of the cost
of the — as a charge against the Marine
Department,. communicated to the Superin-
tendent, Madras Harbour Works, Marine
Department, and the General- Superin-
tendent, Public Works Stores. !

From A. ABERC
tary to Government, dated India Office,

‘

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

Madras Harbour.

Read the following paper :—

ROMBIE JOPP, Esq., Director-General of Stores, to the Chief Secre-
London, 12th January 1882 [ Current No. 707

3rd February 1882, No. 46.

MARINE DEPARTMENT.

¥

With reference to the communications noted in. the margin, relative to ‘the
purchase in this country of a second-hand

Telegra

19th May 1881.

Madras Marine
Telegra

26th July 1881.
to the Governor of Madras, dated

6th August 1881.

Telegram

Telegram from
25th August

nicated to the
Council ), buil

3. Since the purchase of the vessel s

4. 1 enclose, for your information an
taken over with the vessel, and of those wh

m from the Governor of Madras, dated

m from the Governor of Madras, dated

letter, No. 6, of 19th May 1881.

the Governor of Madras, dated
1881.

steam-tug for the Madras Harbour, I
have the honor to inform you that the
steam-tug Undaunted has been purchased
by the Secretary of State in Council.

2. The following are the principal
dimensions of the vessel (full information
regarding her, and the steps which led
to her purchase, will shortly be commu-

Government of Madras in a despatch from the Secretary of State in
t at Blackwall by T. A. Young in 1876 :— -

Length ...

Breadth

Depth

Nett

Number of bulkheads
3 decks

Draft of water loaded about 7 feet.

1) cen

..

Gross tonnage, ...

Engines—2 side lever disconnecting surface condensing.

Boilers—2 Multitubular.

Horse power, mominal ...

Diameter of cylinders ...

Length of stroke

‘Working pressure Yos

Donkey engine o3

Consumption of fuel

Capacity of bunkers ...
3 hold for coal

Steam windlass.

CER

Holds a Board of Trade passenger certificate.

he has been thoroughly overhauled.
d guidance, a list of the stores which were
ich have since been purchased for her.




! of these was originally provided
Steamer Tenasserim ; but as there was not time to test
vessel sailed, it was retained. It hassince been rated,
of the Undaunted should be forwarded to the Bengal Marine
here it will probably be found useful. |
ent for repair, and should also be forwarded to that D

7. The vessel left Plymouth for Madras on the 11th i g
‘zgrhal{u}?e : d lh&h” agreed to navigate her to Madras for the sum of 84;31990,

- one-half ald this countr et 1e 5 . : :
«mpee)aftereaglarrival.- mehng,andone half in Madras (at 1s. 84. per

8. A copy of the formal agreement with Mr. McPhail is enclosed.

G - ORDER THEREON, 3rd February 1882, No. 46.
- Communicated to the Master Attendant.
2. The agreement referred to has not yet been received.

(True Extract.)

R. DAVIDSON,
Chief Secretary.




MARINE,

TER ATTENDANT,
Madras,

&c., &

Dated February, 3rd.

Issued

G.0., 3rd February 1882, No. 46,
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 Modras I{m'bom',—-Cqmmunioating letter from
the Director-General of Stores, London
that the steame-tug Undaunted has }

for the Madras Harbour.

p iutiumting
een purchased




m UGUST '82;'t,NO'. 257, MARINE.

N

kem COInnel R.E SANKEY, ¢.B., R.E., Secretary to Government,
 Department, dated Ootacamund, 19¢h July 1882, No. 447-E.

d to the Mavine Department with letter from the Superintendent,
Works; No. 21 W., dated 12th July 1882, and with remark that as the

was obtained for towing vessels in and out of the harbour and not for harbour

rposes, it does not seem proper that any portion of her cost should be

rged capital outlay on the works. !

2. The vessel is to be used entirely under the control of the Port authorities who

will, no doubt, levy dues for services performed. Such dues would undoubtedly be
credited to Port Funds and not to the Harbour Works estimate. ;

- 8. The Marine Department can, if they think fit, bring the vessel down from

 Cocanada and hire her out to the Superintendent of the Harbour Works who would

- pay for the service in the same way as private traders.

From N. Sr. B. BEARDMORE, Esq,, C.E., Acting Superintendent, Madras Harbour
~ Works, to the Secretary to Government, Public Works Department, Buildings and
Roads, dated Madras, 12th July 1882, No. 21 W, _

@ T have the honor to acknowledge your reference No. 1345-C of the Tth instant,
~ in which a proposal is made by the Chief Secretary to Government on a letter from the
- Master Attendant, Madras, to divide in moieties between the Port Funds and the Madras

Harbour Works Funds the cost, £9,165.6-8, of the Steam Tug Undaunted ordered out
~ from some months ago by the Marine Department. ‘

2. 1 regret that I am unable to agree with the Master Attendant in ¢ consider-
hat the steam tug like the moorings” so much * forms the plant necessary to
mplete the equipment of the harbour ”” as that the cost of the same should be. fairly
bited to Harbour Works Funds. It is unusual, I think, to charge the cost of steam
tng;s to be employed in towing trading vessels in and out of a harbour to constructive
. works. e

3. I think I am correct in stating that the harbour authorities were not consulted
as to the purchase of this tug ; if we had been and had anticipated that the cost would

& ~ be.debited to the Harbour Works, we might have proposed that she should be of such

- form and construction that she might be of use in the future for driving or withdraw-

~ ing moorings and chains, but she is of a form, being a paddle boat, as to be useless for
- this work. B .

- 4. Had T known that the cost or any part of the cost would be proposed to be
debited to these works, I might, during the past few months, have maé)e gpréat utx;:a }:)f
her in lifting wreck ée from the bottom of the sea, while my own pontoon of boats
lately En‘chased at Negapatam for that and other purposes was being got ready; but
a fortmight or so after she arrived here, she was despatched to Cocanada and has not
yet returned, while I have had a crew of divers d £

. ers doing little of thei Tegiti
work for the want of a good-sized boat with which to isift wreckage eal;dozv]?ﬁlllz;gmmate

5. Ifitis decided by Government to be fair that th '
equally divided between Harbour and Port Funds e cost of the Undaunted be

. I propose that, and should be glad
if, she immediately returns to Madras and be plat,;ed at the entir’e use ax(::ll oongro% of

the harbour authorities (except at the special request, as occasion may arise, of the

Marine Department) until the reconstruction of the harbour is completed.

No. 637.

Retra;lsfen'ed to the Public Works Department .for f
reference to the Notes by Honorable Members.

QOTACANUND, . (Signed) (. G. MASTER,
281A July 1882, _ Chief Becretary,

urther information with

Memorandum fmm Colonel R H 84
~ Retransferred to the Marine Department ¥
.fhap;rpital cost of the Works. She may aid slightly i
such service the Harbour Works would pay 2 “On*‘h e hire ;
fair to charge the capital cost of the Works the value of plant

- construction purposes. Mr. Parkes never estimated for such y

cause of complaint if the Government now SWeL his. e v

2, As, moreover, the Government of India are now practically sup
funds for the work, it seems that, should it be desired to charge the amount
outlay on the work, their acceptance of the charge would be necessary, -

, 2],

Orper—dated 10th August 1882, No. 257, }Marine. B e T e
" The Government consider that the charge must fall against Por¢ Funds, Whem

the Undaunted is used in connection with the harbour construction, her hire should be

met from the Harbour Works estimate and credited to Port Funds.
9. TItis to be regretted that the Marine andHarbourauthoﬁﬁesM e

thil,gueitiou-last year before the vessel was brought out. %o eh

sy : (True Exfract.) ity g

N

To the Master Attendant, Madras,
,» Public Works Department.
,»  Accountant-General. :
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

MARINE DEPARTMENT.

Resp—the following paper :—

Despatch from the Right Honorable'the EARL, OF KIMBERLEY, Her Majesty’s
Secretary of State for India, to His Excellency the Right Honoralee the
Governor in Council, Fort St George, dated Tndia Office, London, 28th
February 1883, No. 17 (Military). :

o
I have considered in Council your Marine letter, No. 15, dated 12th December " -
1882, forwarding a plan and specification of a steam launch for the port of da,
which the Master Attendant at Madras recommends should be obtained from Messrs.
Walker, Henderson, and Co., of Glasgow, in accordance with a specification which
has been furnished by that firm.

* 2. T have sanctioned the provision of the launch, but T am unable to concur in
the proposal that it should be ordered, without competition, from Messrs. Walker,
Henderson, and Co., nor do I consider that the construction should he regulated by a
specification drawn up by the constructors themselves, and not containing, as I am
advised, the needful stipulations for ensuring good materials and workmanship.

3. I have accordingly directed that tenders for the supply of the launch should
be invited from a few approved builders, on a specification Prepared by a competent
Engineer, who will also watch the construction of the vessel and test it on its
completion.

4. As pointed out in my predecessor’s Public Works Despateh to the Govern-
ment of Madras, No. 3, dated 30th March 1882, it is desirable, in cases such as this,
where inquiries are needful relative to supplies required from England, that they
should be made through this office, rather than by communications between officers in
India and contractors,

5. 1In the 3rd paragraph of the letter under reply, you refer to a report b
Lieutenant Taylor, the Magter Attendant, dated 28th N g;'ember 1882, sugp;esting
certain alterations in the construction of the launch now demanded.

6. That report also contains strictures of some importance relative to the tug
Undaunted, which was despatched from this country to Madras early last year, but these
are not alluded to in your Excellency’s covering letter,

7. I forward, for your information, a copy of a _report by the Director-General
of Stores of this office on the subject, from which it would appear that the
Undaunted was not, as alleged, a new and untried vessel, and that she was specially
adapted for working in a confined space.

8. T have to request that further inquiry be made as to the merits of this vessel
and her suitability for the service for which she was demanded, and that the result be
communicated to me,

9. From the general tenor of this report and of Lieutenant Taylor’s previous
report of the 14th October, it appears probable that the contents of Lord Hartington’s
Public Works Despatch to your Government, No. 3, of 30th March 1882, may not have
been communicated to that officer. The 3rd paragraph of that despatch refers to the
inconvenience likely to arise if the steps connected with the purchase of supplies in
England be not left entirely for determination in this country. -




28p Arrin 1883, No. 180, MARINE.

ENCLOSURE.
Extract Report by Director-General of Stores, India Office, dated 23rd January 1883.

The Undaunted was not, as suggested, a new and untried vessel, but was built in 1876,
expressly for towing, by one of the %est London builders, and had had five years’ service in this
country before she was purchased. The Undauntedwas considered by competent persons,
inolud.i.ngothe Admiralty Officers, to be suitable for the service for which it was required by the
Madras Government, and to possess the special qualifications referred to by the Master Attendant,
viz., fair speed, and special adaptability to working in a confined space, like the Madras Harbour,
as she was built ex&;essly for working in the Thames as well as in the Channel.

The Madras Government was fully informed, in Public Works Despatch, No. 8 of 1882,
dated 30th March 1882, of the steps taken for the provision of the vessel and of the description
of tug that had been purchased.

The information which the Master Attendant states that he had obtained from the Chief
Engineer of the Undaunted to the effect that the vessel had failed as a tug from various
causes, and.was in consequence relegated to passenger traffic, is incorrect. The tug wasused for
towing during the winter months, but was employed for passenger traffic in the summer, in conse-
quence of her speed and accommodation, and also because that class of work was found more
profitable than towing at that period of the year.

.It is true that a oonsidera. le amount had to be expended on the vessel before it was fit for
service at Madras, where it would be difficult and expensive to make repairs and alterations. Part
of this expense was for preparing the vessel for the voyage out, and fitting it with a powerful
pump, in order that the tug might be used as a salvage vessel. I may remark that any other

- second-hand vessel would have required some such expenditure in order to fit it for the service.
A second-hand vessel was specially insisted on by the Government of Madras.

With regard to the statement that,  instead of being specially handy in working, it takes the
whole crew to start the vessel, and when fairly under weigh it is equally difficult to reverse the
engines, or suddenly go full speed astern,” I have to state that when the vessel was tried in this
country no such difficulties were experienced, and I am unable to understand how they can have
arisen when the vessel was tried at Madras. The engines of the Undaunted were constructed
similarly to the model of engines of tugs specially required to be easily and swiftly worked, in
the starting, stopﬁing, and reversing of the machinery, disconnecting paddles, &c. I therefore

_ hope that when the officers in charge of the vessel are better a.oquamﬁdp with the machinery the
g ‘l’bove.alleged defects will d]_sappe“r,

No. 1857.
Transferred to the Marine Department.

Forr St. GEORGE, (Bigned) E. L. HANKIN, Colonel,
28th March 1883, Acting Secy. to Govt., Mily. Dept.

OrpEr—dated 2nd April 1883, No. 180, Marine.

Communicated to the Master Attendant for information and guidz;nce with refer-
ence to 3.0., 13th November 1882, No. 441, Marine. -

2. The report called for in paragraph 8 of the despatch should be submitted at
an early date.

3. Public Works Despatch, No, 3, dated 30th March 1882, was communicated to
the Master Attendant with G.O., 3rd May 1882, No. 103, Marine.

(True Extract.)
C. G. MASTER,
Chief Secretary,
To the Master Attendant, Madras.
Copy to the Public Works Department.
Exd. T. 0’Connor, T
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

MARINE DEPARTMENT.

it e e i

Reap—the following paper :—

Despatch from the Right Honorable'the EARL OF KIMBERLEY, Her Majesty’s
Secretary of State for India, to His Excellency the Right Honorable the

Governor in Council, Fort St. George, dated India Office, London, 28th
February 1883, No. 17 (Military).

I have considered in Council your Marine letter, No. 15, dated 12th December
1882, forwarding a plan and specification of a steam launch for the port of Cocanada,
which the Master Attendant at Madras recommends should be obtained from Messrs.
Walker, Henderson, and Co., of Glasgow, in accordance with a specification which
has been furnished by that firm.

2. 1 have sanctioned the provision of the launch, but T am unable to concur in
the proposal that it should be ordered, without competition, from Messrs. Walker,
Henderson, and Co., nor do I consider that the construction should be regulated by a
specification drawn up by the constructors themselves, and not containing, as I am
advised, the needful stipulations for ensuring good materials and workmanship.

3. I have accordingly directed that tenders for the supply of the launch should
be invited from a few approved builders, on a specification prepared by a competent
Engineer, who will also watch the construction of the vessel and test it on its
completion.

4. As pointed out in my predecessor’s Public Works Despatch to the Govern-
ment of Madras, No. 3, dated 30th March 1882, it is desirable, in cases such as this,
where inquiries are needful relative to supplies required from England, that they
should be made through this office, rather than by communications between. officers in
India and contractors.

5. In the 3rd paragraph of the letter under reply, you refer to a report by
Lieutenant Taylor, the Master Attendant, dated 28th November 1882, suggesting
certain alterations in the construction of the launch now demanded.

6. That report also contains strictures of some importance relative to the tug
Undaunted, which was despatched from this country to Madras early last year, but these
are not alluded to in your Excellency’s covering letter.

7. Tforward, for your information, a copy of a report by the Director-General
of Stores of this office on the subject, from which it would appear that the

Undaunted was mnot, as alleged, a new and untried vessel, and that she was specially
adapted for working in a confined space.

8. I have to request that further inquiry be made as to the merits of this vessel
and her suitability for the service for which she was demanded, and that the result be
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Steam Launch. communicated to me.

Communicati 9. From the general tenor of this report and of Lieutenant Taylor's previous 1
illfornmtion1 ciﬁﬁgﬁdﬁﬁeﬁﬁﬁmﬁtﬁ?&;ﬁ 1 report of the 14th October, it appears probable that the contents of Lord Hartington's
tary of State regarding the provision of a — for : Public Works Despatch to your Government, No. 3, of 30th March 1882, may not have
the port of Cocanada, and requesting early sub- y been communicated to that officer. The 8rd paragraph of that despatch refers to the

A 4 ; mission of the report called for as to the merits of . | : : ience likely to arise if the steps connected with the purchase of supplies in
/ / % the Steam Tug Undaunted, &e. e nconvenien

England be not left entirely for determination in this country.

/44 /,%//uﬂ/z:a : - %/%///36/47/
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25D Arrir 1883, No. 180, Mariye.

Excrosure.
Extract Report by Director-General of Stores, India Office, dated 23rd January 1883.

The Undaunted was not, as uggested, & new and untried vessel, but was built in 1876,
expresaly for towing, by one of the best London builders, and had had five years’ service in this
country before she was O&nrehased. The Undauntedwas considered by oompetw
mclndmgvﬂ:e Admiralty Officers, to be suitable for the service for which it was req by the
Madras Government, and to , Possess the special qualifications referred to by the Master Attendant,
viz., fair speed, and special ptability to working in a confined space, like the Madras Harbour,
a8 she was built y for wor In the Thames as well as in the Channel.
The Madras Government was

y informed, in Public Works Despatch, No. 3 of 1882,
' mm msiz’ °f] the steps taken for the provision of the vessel and of the description

The information which the Master Attendant states that he had obtained from the Chief
Engineer of the Undaunted to the effect that the vessel had failed as a tug from various
 causes, and was in consequence relegated to passenger traffic, is incorrect. The tug was used for
 towing during the winter months, but was employed for passenger traffic in the summer, in conse-
quence of her speed and accommodation, and also because that class of work was found more
profitable than towing at that Eeriod of the year.
It is true that a considerable amount, haqd to be expended on the vessel before it was fit for
‘sernice at Madras, where it would be difficult and expensive to make repairs and alterations. Part
of this expense was for prapmn%the vessel for the voyage out; and fitting it with a pow
pump, in order that the tug might be used as a salvage vessel. I may remark that any other
second-hand vessel would have required some such expenditure in order to ft it for the service.
A second-hand vessel was specially insisted on thexae

overnment of Madras.
‘With regard to the statement that, «{ of bein

sl;:euall' y handy in working, it takes the
Who.lemtosﬁarttheveuel, and when fairly under wgg it is eqn&l(y difficult to reverse the
m“"?”“ddﬂ!lyso.fuﬂspeedastm,” I have to state that when the vessel was tried in this
Seien wh the sem] o ere PXPerienced, and, T am unalle to understand how they can have

was tried at Madras. e engines of the Undaunted were oouﬂtl'“"“?d
lllm'lm'lyﬂm starhnt;t;?) model ofdenm‘ of tuggthspemall' hym required to be easily and swiftly 'wo;kedf-o:

, stop and reversing of the machinery, disconnectin dles, &c. I thereiore
_ hope that when eoi’iioersinohargeofthevesselarerybe fod with &

tte inted with the machinery the
sbove alleged defects will disappers. Wi o
_ No. 1857.
Transferred to the Marine Department.
Forr 81. GEORGE,

(Signed)  E. L. HANKIN, Colonel
281th March 1883, Acting Secy. to Govt., Mily. Dept.

Orper—dated 2nd April 1883, No, 180, Marine.

Communicated to the Master Attendant for information and guidance with refer-
ence to (.0., 13th November 1882, No. 441, Marine.

2. The report called for in paragraph 8 of the despatch should be submitted at
an early date.

3. Public Works Despatch, No, 3, dated 30th March 1882, was commupicated t0
the Master Attendant with G,0., 3rd May 1882, No. 103, Marin, > < 4

e.
(True Extract.)
C. G. MASTER,
Chief Secretary
To the Master Attendant, Madras.
Copy to the Public Works Department. i , ‘ ‘
Exd. T. 0’Conor. _ . ~ ‘

i
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MARINE.
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G.0., 2nd April 1883, No. 180. 'a

APRIL.

Steam Launch.

_ Communicating to the Master Attendant, for
information and guidance, despatch from Secre-
tary of State regarding the provision of a — for
the port of Cocanada, and requesting early sub-
mission of the report called for as to the merits of
the Steam Tug Undaunted, &ec.

9np Aprin 1883, No. 180, MARINE.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

MARINE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—

Despatch from the Right Honorable'the EARL OF KIMBERLEY, Her Majesty’s
Secretary of State for India, to His Excellency the Right Honorable the
Governor in Council, Fort St. George, dated India Office, London, 28th
February 1883, No. 17 (Military).

1 have considered in Council your Marine letter, No. 15, dated 12th December
1882, forwarding a plan and specification of a steam launch for the port of Cocanada,
which the Master Attendant at Madras recommends should be obtained from Messrs.
Walker, Henderson, and Co., of Glasgow, in accordance with a specification which
has been furnished by that firm.

9. T have sanctioned the provision of the launch, but I am unable to concur in
the proposal that it should be ordered, without competition, from Messrs. Walker,
Henderson, and Co., nor do I consider that the construction should be regulated by a
specification drawn up by the constructors themselves, and not containing, as I am
advised, the needful stipulations for ensuring good materials and workmanship.

3. T have accordingly directed that tenders for 'the.m.lpply of the launch should
be invited from a few approved builders, on 2 specification prepared by a competent
Engineer, who will also watch the construction of the vessel and test it on its
completion.

4. As pointed out in my predecessor’s Public Works Despatch to the Govern-
ment of Madras, No. 3, dated 30th March 1882, it is desirable, in cases such as this,
where inquiries are needful relative to supplies required from England, that they
should be made through this office, rather than by communications between officers in
India and contractors.

5. In the 3rd paragraph of the letter under reply, you refer to a report by
Lieutenant Taylor, the Master Attendant, dated 28th November 1882, suggesting
certain alterations in the construction of the launch now demanded.

6. That report also contains strictures of some . importance relative to the tug
Undaunted, which was despatched from this country to Madras early last year, but these
are not alluded to in your Excellency’s covering letter.

7. 1 forward, for your information, a copy of a report by the Director-General
of Stores of this office on the subject, from  which it would appear that the
Undaunted was not, as alleged, a new and untried vessel, and that she was specially
adapted for working in a confined space.

8. 'T have to request that further inquiry be made as to the merits of this vessel
and her suitability for the service for which she was demanded, and that the result be
communicated to me.

9. From the genéral tenor of this report and of Lieutenant Taylor’s previous
report of the 14th October, it appears probable that the contents of Lord Hartington’s
Public Works Despateh to your Government, No. 3, of 30th March 1882, may not have
been communicated to that officer. The 3rd paragraph of that despatch refers to the
inconvenience likely to arise if the steps connected with the purchase of supplies In
England be not left entirely for determination in this country. :
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2 28D Aprrp, 1883, No. 180, Mariv,

Excrosure.
Extract Report by Director-General of Stores, India Office, dated 23rd J. anuary 1883,

The Undaunted was not, as Su%g:“od, a new and untried vessel, but was built in 1876,
expressly for towing, by one of the hest London builders, and had had fve years’ service in this
country - before she was purchased. The Undauntedwas considered by “competent Tsons,
moludma the Admiralty Officers, to be suitable for the service for which it was requi:etﬁ)y the
Madras overnment, and to possess the Special qualifications referred to by the Master Attendant,
viz., fair speed, and special adaptability t, working in a confined space, like the Madras Harbour,
as she was built exé)ressly for working in the Thames as well as in the Channel.

The Madras overnment wag tully informed, in Public Works Despatch, No. 3 of 1882,

dated 30th March 1882, of the ste taken for the provision of the vessel and of the description
of tug that had been purchased. 3" bl oo i i

Engineer of the Undaunted to the effect that the vessel had failed as a tug from various
causes, and was in consequence relegated to Passenger ftraffic, is incorrect. The tug was used for

loyed for passenger traffie in the summer, in conse-
(i) also because that class of work was found more

: 1 © amount had to he e nded on the vessel before it was fit for
service at Madras, where it would be diffiey]t and expeﬁxsll?:e to make repairs and alterations. Part
of this expense was for preparing the vessel for the voyage out, and fitting it with a powerful
Pump, in order that the tug might be used a5 4 salvage vessel. I may remark that any other
second-hand vessel would have required some such expenditure in order to fit it for the service.
A second-hand vessel was specially insisted op by the Government, of Madras,

With regard to the statement that, “ instead of being specially handy in working, it takes the
whole crew to start the vessel, and when fairly under weigh it is equally difficult to reverse the
engines, or suddenly go full speed astern,” T have to state that when the vessel was tried in this
country no such difficulties were experienced, and T am unable to understand how they can have
arisen when the vessel wgq tried at Madras, The engines of the Undaunted were constructed
similarly to the model of engineg of tugs specially required to be easily and swiftly worked, in
the ) ng, and reversing of the machinery, disconnecting paddles, &o, = I therefore

stop
hope that when tﬁe offioers ; 1 1 1
above alleged defeots w‘;lelm d}:a;;::ﬁe of the vessel are better acquain th the machinery the

: No. 1857.
Transferred to the Marine Department,
Forr 8r. Grorgr (Signed)  E. L. HANKIN Colonel
28th March 1883, Aoting Secy. to Goot., Mily, Dep,

OrpER—dated 2nd April 1883, o, 180, Marine,

Communicated to the Mastey Attendant for information anq idance wi 3
ence to 3.0., 13th November 1882, No #2]0 Marine, guidance with refer

an early date.

3. Public Works Despatch, No, 3. dated 30th March 1882 was 6o ¢ . [f 7y j_
the Master Attendant with G.0., 3rd May 1882, No. 10, Mg - T Y

(True Extract,)

% oo veport called for in paragraph 8 of tho despatoh should be submitteq A g A e B R

v

/4\ Clief Secretary,
To the Master Attendant, Madras.

Copy to the Public Works Department, .~ )

Exd. T. O’Connor,
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@001, of {1883} “@;ilahxas.

MARINE.

Issued

Reed. Enel.

G.0., 2nd April 1883, No. 180.

Steam Launch.

. Communicating to the Master Attendant, for
information and guidance, despatch from Secre-
tary of State regarding the provision of a — for
the port of Cocanada, and requesting early sub-
mission of the report called for as to the merits of
the Steam Tug Undaunted, &e.
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