GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

MILITARY DEPARTMENT.

15th November 1883, No. 6187,
Defences—Forts.

Read the following papers :(—

No. 324. From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay ‘Mil{ta.r_z;
Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1017-M. W. ?

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 887-M.W., dated 17th September
1883, and with reference to para. 6 (m) of Bombay Government Baaabiicn
No. 1828, dated 3rd April 1882, I am directed to communicate, for the T T
of His Excellency the Governor in Council, the following remarks regarding the
Fort of Asirgarh, together with the views of the Government of India as tz thé

future maintenance of this fort.

2. The Fort of Asirgarh was formerly regarded as the key of the Deccan, and
optrupyipg, as 1t d'oes,'t,hu only depression in the Lalpura Range, and being prac-
tically impregnabie, 1t was of very great lmportance. It does not, however,
command the railway, which is of more importance than the road, and it is too
small to contain a gjzn'risgn of such strength as to be able to send out a force to
act in the open country in the neighbourhood ; so that even if other considera-
tions did not forbid any large force being loplced up in such a position as this fort
occupies, the fort has ceased to be of much importance in a military point of view,
and cannot exercise any material influence in serious military operations in the
future.

3. But the fort retains a good deal of its ancient prestige among the natives
of Central India, and the possession of it 18 tllf:}'efor'e of some political importance ;
it also proved a safe place of refuge in 185 7-58 for the tamilies of some European
officials, and might again prove of service 11 the same way to Railway officials and
their families and other officials of the district whose duties might require them to
remain at their posts till possibly their retreat was cut off. For these reasons the
fort should be kept up, but as a place of refuge only.

4. The proposals made up to date regarding this fort will now be considered
in the light of the foregoing remarks.

5. In 1873, a Committee reported on Asirgarh and recorded their opinion that
54 rifled guns (40-20-12 and G-ponnderS) {md' two 10-1nch howitzers mounted in
position, with 14 mortars (10-inch and 571;-_1110}.1), a battery of 6-pounders, two
batteries of mountain guns, and a battery of mitrailleuses, for general defensive
purposes, was  the smallest possible armament suitable for the defence of the
works,” and they recommended 72 rifled guns and four 10-inch howitzers in posi-
tion, and an additional battery of mountain guns and of mitrailleuses for general
purposes ; they recommend also some 7" B.L.R.guns, if procurable.
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i 6. The garrison in time of peace should, according to this Com
Of =

mittee, consist
1 garrison battery of Artillery,
2 companies of European Infantry,
% of Native Infantry,
which must, on any threatening of war, be at once increased to—

2 garrison batteries of Royal Artillery,
8 companies of European Infantry,
1 wing of Native Infantry,

4 company of Sappers and Miners,
but for thoroughly efficient defence the garrison should be—

2 garrison batteries of Royal Artillery,
1 field battery of Royal Artillery,

4 battalion of European Infantry,

if i of Native Infantry,

1 company of Sappers and Miners.

These proposals necessarily carried with them proposals to construct barikry
b}

magazines, store rooms, emplacements, &c., on a very extensive scale, in addit;
to costly repairs and additions to the existing works, > on

7. The proceedings of this Committee of 1873 are
way in which the considerations which should be kept in
matters are often completely lost sight of.

8. Practically no action was taken on t]
was received through the Chief Commissicyer Central Provi

g = . 3 ) v :
armament of Asirgarh, on which the plans and estimates for iﬁ%d:ﬁg?rdt;}?g o
were being prepared by Captain Jenner, R.K., The Lotal hanibios of ungs fe fort
tion recofmmen(%f(()i Wasd28, Ef which 11 were $4-pounder :R.M.L gi 5 Ow i[t)l(])sl-
reserve of two 40-pounder R.M.I,. A " A e os e ’ a
ekl p guns, two 8” or 10 mortars, and two gatling

9. Subsequently a further reduction of
by Lieutenant-Colonel Stocker, R.A., and
Commanding the Mhow Division. The arm
counsist of —

a striking instance of the
View in dealing with such

1is report, and, in 1879, another report

he proposed armament

Was suggest
Was approved by the Generalg%fﬁcz(xl-
ament, according to this scheme, was to

§4-pounder R.M.L. guns,
4 10" mortars,
2 64" M.L.R. howitzers,

10. Finally, in February 1882, the Defence Commit e
General Leslie, R.A., Inspector-General of Artillery, (’)’;T:I(t)ffei,h eafter }?ngadler-
Committee, had been able to visit Asirgarh, submitted thejp recmem ers of the
General Leslie reported that “ the place is impregnable ; absolute] Omr.nfendatmns.
few infantry; and that mounting large and powerful guns on t}}]’eso i ield by a
only be wasting good money and shutting up troops who aRE b works would
employed elsewhere. The artillery should be reduced to the lowest more useful]
which he considered to be two metrailleuses and six Vides gunsl possible limitg,*

11. The Defence Committee accepted the views of .
mended that the armament should coipsist of— General Leslie and recom-

2 40-pounder R.M.L. or B L. guns on travellin :
; 4 12-pounder R.B.L,, guns with limbers complegte?arnages’
and that certain works should be carried out for im rovi
ik in
defences and providing casemated cover for men,_storeslz amm%ngsiinstgte of the
existing tykhanas. » &C., 1n the
12. These recommendations for the armament and

Asirgarh were approved by the Government of India
them out was called for. ;

13. In 1881, the Government of India sanctioned Rs. 25
existing defences to render them secure against a sudden rus),

remodelling of the J,
ng rt at
» and a project for carrying

» Oor escala,de, but

v
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the work was deferred by the local administration, and Rs. 20,000 of the sum
allotted was re-appropriated to other purposes.

14. During the current year also a project for constrqcting an improved
entrance road to the fort, to cost Rs. 17,700, has been sanctioned, but no funds
have yet been allotted for the work.

15. On this review of the case, the conclusions which the Government of
India have come to are as follows :—

The fort should be put into a state of repair which shal.l render it secure
against sudden attack, or escalade, so as to make it safe and suitable as a place of

I‘efug'(i‘.he new entrance road should be constructed when funds can be provided.
No guns should be mountéd in the fort, but the following armament shall
be kept in store on travelling carriages ready to be removed to any point where
they may be required :—
4 12-pounder R.B.L. guns.
2 machine guns. S . \
The magazines and store rooms required to be provided by improvements to

existing tykhanas.
16. The repairs to existing defences to render them storm-proof is, I am to
say, the most urgent of the works required, and should be undertaken without

unnecessary delay.

No. 1017-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.

* * * * *
(By Order.)
SIMrA, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

19¢h October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 325. From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
' Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1018-M. W.

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1017-M. W, dated 19th October 1883,
and with reference to para. 6(j) of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1828,
dated 3rd April 1882, I am directed to convey the following remarks and the
conclusions of the Government of India regarding the Fort at Ahmadnagar.

9. Ahmadnagaris no longer an ordnance .depdt, and the Army Reorganiza-
tion Commission contemplated the entire withdrawal of the troops from the place.
The Defence Committee, under these circumstances, recommend that nothing should
be spent on the repairs of the fort, and that, on the withdrawal of the troops, the
walls should be breached and the ditch filled up at certain points so as to render
it incapable of defence. 3 - :

3. There is, however, no immediate prospect of the troops being withdrawn
from Ahmadnagar ; and even if the troops were Withdrawn, there would remain a
considerable body of European and Eurasian residents connected with the civil
government and the railway, &e., with a pumber of pensioners and others, who
usually settle near a cantonment and would probably remain even if the troops
were withdrawn. The position of Ahmadnagar 18 somewhat isolated IlOththsta.nd-
ing that a railway now runs past it. The Government of India therefore consider

that a place of refuge should be maintained there.
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4. The old fort, though too large to answer perfectly for this purpose, is
nevertheless in many ways very suitable. The walls are lofty and in good order ;
there is a good ditch with masonry counterscarp ; the flank defence is efficient, and
there is a clear glacis round the place. The fort also contains a number of build-
ings suitable for accommodating refugees, and a good magazine, as well ag numer-
ous recesses in the ramparts, which could be easily converted into expense maga-
zines. The fort is also suitably situated between the city and cantonments.

5. The Fort of Ahmadnagar should therefore be m'aint_ain.ed. as a placg of
refuge, and such works ag are necessary to place and maintain it in a defensible
condition should now be carried out.

6. The armament for the fort should be suited to its functipn as a place of
refuge only, and should consist of a few machine and light field pieces. The fol-
lowing armament is accordingly sanctioned :—

4 12-pounder R.B.L, guns,

2 machine guns.
The smooth-bore ordnance, with their stores at present in the fort, should be
removed to the nearest arsenal.

7. The above armament is sanctioned for so long as the cantonment may con-
tinue to be occupied by European troops. If these are withdrawn, the scale of
armament must be reconsidered.

No. 1018-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Government of Madras, Military Department, for the
information of the Governor in Counecil.

* * * * *
(By Order.)
SturLa, (Signed)  J. E. BROADBENT,

19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 326. From Colonel G, CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Depariment ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1019-M.W.

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office lettér, No. 1018-M.W., dated 19th October 1883,
and with reference to para. 6(i) of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1828,
dated 3rd April 1882, I am directed to communicate, for the information of the
Governor in Council, the following remarks and conculsions of the Government of
India regarding the Fort at Belgaum.

2. Belgaum is not an important strategicgl position, ax.ld there is no arsenal
‘there now ; and, in accordance with the principle of our military policy, that as
large a part as possible of the army should be kept a,vaila,bl_e to take f,he field, it is
not desirable to maintain defences there on a scale to require a considerable body
of troops to man them. Nor does it appear necessary to provide against a formal
attack by a well-organized and powerful enemy. Viewed in the.light of these con-
siderations, the proposals of the Defence Committee, submitted in 1880 and 1881,
which were approved by the Government of India, appear to be in excess of the
requirements, and the acceptance of these proposals conveyed in this office letter,
No. 1164-C. (Defences—Forts), dated 4th November 1881, is therefore cancelled.

3. There is, however, a large garrison at Belgaum, which, if required to take
_the field, would be obliged to leave invalids and nqn-combatants behind. Belgaum
is also the head-quarters of a district, with a considerable number of civil officials,
besides the miscellaneous unofficial Europeans and Eurasians always to be found
settled near a large cantonment and civil station.
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4. The position of Belgaum is too isolated to admit of these being removed to
a place of safety. It is therefore necessary to maintain a place of refuge.

5. The fort is well suited for this, though on too large a secale, and it should
therefore be maintained in a state of repair, but as a place of refuge only.
6. The following works should be carried out as funds become available :—
(i) Repairs absolutely necessary to the ramparts and ditch.
(1i) Tmprovements to the flank defence.
(111) Provision of drawbridges.

7. It is now impossible, except at greab cost, to provide a proper glacis ; but
strict measures should be taken to prevent any further encroachment being made,
or cover erected.

8. The armament of the fort should comprise no heavy guns of position, but
should consist of field and machine guns. The following armament is accordingly
sanctioned :—

4 12-pounder B.L.R. guns,
4 machine guns.

No. 1019-M.-W,

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.

* * * * *
(By Order.)
S, " (Signed)  J. E. BROADBENT,

19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 327, From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay Mili:
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1020-M.W.

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1019-M.W., dated 19th October 1883
and with reference to para. 6(c) of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1828, oi’?
3rd April 1882, I am directed to communicate, for the information of His Excel-
lency the Governor in Council, the following remarks regarding the Fort at Neemuch.

2. In 1880, the Defence Committee reported that in their opinion * under the
present, or at any rate the probable future, conditions of Neemuch, the retention
of the existing fort is unnecessary and inexpedient, and that the defence of the
railway station is all that need be arranged for at this place.” In this view the
Government of India concurred.

3. But a committee of local officers assembled to report on the defence of the
railway station showed that this would be very difficult, while the fort was already
there, and admirably suited to the requirements of the case. The report of this
committee was submitted to the Defence Committee, and this body, with the fuller.
information before them as to the conditions of the place, decided that the existing
fort is the only place at Neemuch capable of being utilised as a place of refuge.
They also stated that Neemuch should not be deliberately deserted, and its reten-
tion in troublous times would be of importance. They accordingly recommended
that the fort be maintained, the bastions to be prepared as emplacements for field
gans, and provision made for storage of supplies and for 1,200 rounds of ammuni-
tion for field guns, or 200 rounds a gun for 81X guns; in peace time the fort to be
oceupied by European railway employés. The views of the committee as to the
work required were given in further detail in their No, 228, of 23rd September
iggg forwarded to you with this office letter, No. 948-M.W., dated 5th October
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4. Tor the armament of this fort the Commander-in-Chi
mends two rifled heavy field guns and two 8" mortars. ey oo

5. The whole case has now been again carefully considered :
th.a.t the Government of India conside% that, Whe{her the Eu,rﬁzgai an;rt-(i)sStat-e.
withdrawn or not, a place of refuge ought to be maintained at’ Neem%ch O'III‘}is
walls of the fort are strong and have given practical proof of the security ! :
afford against troops possessing only smooth-bore guns; the water-su i vy 1f%v
cient, and there is accommodation for a considerable quantity of storesp.p ‘}ﬂlls_lsu i
the other hand, the position at the railway station is defective in many re = fo 5
defence. The place of refuge should therefore be the existing fort. i o Binahied

6. The measures suggestedb 1

: y the Defence Committee seem all o

and I am to request that they may be now carried into effect. all that are required,
7. As regards the armament of the fort, the Government of India do not con

sider that proposed by His Excellency the C der-in-Chi
M e welrove of the fooﬁo v;ii : :)Ln-man er-in-Chief, Bombay, altogether

2 12-pounder B.L.R. guns
2 machine guns, |

which is accordingly sanctioned.

No. 1020-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secret
: ary to th il
Department, for the information of thg Goversof ?1: %.élﬁxilillt e Ty

* * * :

* -
(By Order.)
0 g;:cr)xég; b (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,
Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.
No. 328.

tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th éctob;f 1180;;7‘7117\7;(;3 71{1(()%13;!}7 d{;% iy

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 102
: r, NO. 0-M.W,
gng Xlﬂ}lrifS‘%‘Qenfe to para. 6(0) of Bombay Governmen%dﬁgzgll?'th iR
r %)I:h % , I am directed to communicate the following re U' 13{11: No. 1828, qf
sion of the Government of India regarding the defences foxg A]g:;e aa;n.gd Nthe. deci-
usseera-

bad. These have been considered togeth
from Ajmere, snd connected with it %%eraﬁt"; :;e latter place being only 15 miles

2. Ajmere occupies a strategi iti y
3 ; ’ gical position of some . X
11111 thﬁ m(liddle of Rajputana at a railway junction. It is ;Eopcgét?nce, AR wijusted
the ea& -quzzIrtc?rs of the Rajputana State Railway, with im mPOrtance as being
stores, &e. It is also the seat of the chief civil authority in 1{);1})‘3:51; Wox;l;shops,
ana |
. Ajmere,

therefore, is a point which should be made secure against any attempt likel b
' 1kely to be

made upon it

3. But Ajmere is far removed from an

- T y probabl :
well-equipped and disciplined enemy ; the OI}l)ly bt :pzcingea&fst?piﬁatlop: against a
om it would be

reasonable at the present time to tak : .
; y e precautions i ;
such as would be raised in that neighbourhood, iu'tra?nzl(lllsn%art of the country are

£ ch e ?nly bring smooth-bore guns against it badly equipped, who,
St : Nusseeraba.'d is only 15 miles distant and connected wit
ecomes a question, under these circumstances, if it be de(;i’

sive works are necessar : .
oth places. Y> Whether they should be at Ajmere

h Ajmere by railw
ailway.

ded’that sory;]e def(?l)';-

or Nusseerabad, or at

it e ~ -

“culty of relief. The Government of Indi
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AN

never likely to be withdrawn from the

neighbourhood of Ajmere, their presence, Yvi_th the volunteers at Ajmere itself,
might probably be relied on to prevent any rising at Ajmere or attack on the place.
6. But, as is stated in para. 10 of this department letter, No. 887-M.W., of

17th September last, it, should always be & principle of our military policy to keep

as large a part as possible of the army aval able to take the field. In accordance

with this principle, the arrangements at Ajmere and Nusseerabad should be such
as to admib of all or nearly all the troops ab Nusseerabad being moved to a distance

with a minimum of risk to the persons and property left behind. This involves

the construction of defences at one OF both placles. sl k i

7. To provide defences at both places wou'd, 1m0 cou t, add to the security o
both placesl,) provided the defences could be gfiequately manned. But this could
not be done without interfering with the mobility of the regular troops. It would

Tios : d decrease their power of acbix_fe defence, on which th.eir
divide the defenders, an depend, and it would increase the diffi-

supplies and eventual safety wog largeg’ therefore consider that there should be
but one defensive position for Ajmere and Nusseer'at.)a.d. ;

8. The question which then remains for decision, whether this should be at
Ajmere or Nusseerabad, admits of little doubt. In time pf trouble the workshops,
&ec., at Ajmere would be of greater value than the pulldmg_s at Nusseerabad ; the
volunteers who would constitute the main defence live at Ajmere; and Ajmere as
the seat of the civil administration and the capital town of a British district 18 by

far the more important place. The defensive position will therefore be at Ajmere.
9. The nature and exten

¢ of the works have now to be considered.
'he objects t0 be attaine

d are to provide aplace of refuge for the civilians and
non-combatants of Ajmere and its neighbourhood ; to secure the railway workshops,
stores, &

c., from destruction and, 1if possible, to maintain control over the city
e :
and environs of Ajmere.

{ece 18 nob contempla,ted, but a sudden attack by an undisci-
plinehoénénf;g:g;inssltegwhom it would be necessary to hold out until the arrival of
b

relief.
11. The defen
few BEuropean infan

50 to 300 men.
PetRipe 50 : assembled under the orders of the Lieutenant-General

ommittee ;
o 12, ?_I}oc:&goﬁlhow D’ivision, has recomm_ended_a. series of deFacl_led works,
ommanding o miles, with the native city in the heart

i i ven squar
onclosing an area of some SIX Or 50 ; : '
of the egcloqed area. These proposals seem beyond the range of practical discus-

sion, and will not be further referred to. '

ittee, whose report 18 enclosed, recommend that the
railwlaif. vrgcl::k?lfcfggc:ndcoggiﬁouse be selected as the essential _posmoll] to be
defended and as the place of refuge; that the (Ille?fssary Wgrks tg g:ive} she tgr and
storage room for supplies be constructed B that, to a(l1 Lnttthe efence, two ](;r
three masonry block-houses be erected. They é‘ego?lmen tha h e rlr;asomgl WOl'i( s
should be carried out at once, and also that @ @€ 111dlte project for tde (la(ar : words,
barricades, &c., 0 compl]it?ﬂ ;olhe S%fencez,ptzlao;ls ageelgxfgsﬁﬁ t?:e defzgcerea 5.

ider, should not be acc .

b oo Vi d by the Government of India.

14. These recommendations are approved By ¥ vet : :
quested to depute their Secretary

i Def Committee will now be Teé : €1 _
o co?si drgrihees?i)ﬁct on the spot, in consultation with the local Military, Public

; horiti J then to submit 2 definite project for the works
zgsl'::e(ini lﬁgg‘;ai{l %gt:ffz:: ;::;'3: worked out 10 dv‘;ta‘ll in the Fortification Branch
of the Office of the Inspector-General of Military Works.

16. The Fort of Taragarh should be maintained only as a sanitarium for the
British troops at Nusseerabad.

5. If the troops at Nusseerabad were

ders who can be relied on are about 150 railway volunteers, a
1y unfit for active service in the field, and a few civilians, in all
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No. 1021-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.
* * * * *
(By Order.)

Sivra, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,
19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 329. From Colonel . CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the President of the Defence Committee ; dated
Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1022-M.W.

Defences—Forts.

With veference to your letter, No. 177, dated 19th September 1883, I am
directed to forward, for information of the Committee, a copy of this department
letter, No.1021-M.W., of this date, addressed to the Government of Bombay regard-
ing the defences of .Ajmere.

2. It will be observed that the Government of India have accepted the general
proposals of the Defence Committee on this subject.

8. I am now to request that the Secretary to the Defence Committee may be
directed to visit Ajmere during the ensuing cold weather to confer with the
Officer Commanding at Nusseerabad, the Secretary to the Agent to the Governor-
General, Rajputana, and the Manager, Rajputana State Railway, and to study the
subject on the spot ; and that the Committee will then submit a definite project for
the works required, which can afterwards be worked out in detail and estimated in
the fortification branch of the office of the Inspector-General of Military Works.

4. T am, in conclusion, to remind the Committee of the absolute necessity of
a most careful study of economy in their proposals, as in this way only will it be
practicable to set about the construction of the works with reasonable speed, and
to ask that the Secretary may be instructed accordingly.

No. 1022-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.

* * #* # *
(By Order.)
SivrA, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

19tk October 1883. Asst. Becy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 330. From Colonel G, CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1023-M.W.
Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1021-M.W., dated the 19th October
1883, and with reference to para. 6(n) of Bombay Government Resolution, No.
1828, dated the 3rd April 1882, T am directed to convey, for the information of
the Governor in Council, the following observations and orders relating to the
fort at Hyderabad, Sind. :

Hyderabad was the former capital of the Ameers of Sind, and has still a
certain amount of prestige attaching to it. It is still the chief town of a large

o~
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district on the left bank of the Indus; it is & centre of the roads of that part of
the country, the head-quarters of a large collectorate, of survey and canal estab-
lishments ; the district, moreover, of which it is the capital is cut off from the
railway by a great unbridged river, and is very inaccessible to troops from other
directions. For these reasons Hyderabad will probably always have a garrison of
some strength.

But, on the other hand, it could not become a point of strategical importance
in great military operations, which would have to be held by a considerable body
of troops ; its garrison would in such a case either be withdrawn to more important
positions elsewhere, or would, if the country round were disturbed, be acting
against the local insurgents in the open. '

Hyderabad therefore falls into the class of places, where, if any defences
are constructed at all, they will take the form of “ places of refuge” [see para. 2
(IV) of this department letter No. 887-M.W. of 17th September 1883].

2. In January 1878 it was decided that, as soon as the ordnance stores in the
fort had been removed, the fort should be entirely done away with, and no
proposal was made to construct any other place of refuge. But on reconsideration
the Government of India are of opinion that, 1n view of the circumstances set forth
above, and that there will always be a considerable number of civilians and non-
combatants at Hyderabad, whom it might be 1mpossible to remove at once to a
place of safety on the occurrence of an outbreak when the troops of the garrison
were required to move out into the open country, a place of refuge should be
maintained at Hyderabad.

3. The efficiency and value of the fort there as a place of refnge was prac-
tically demonstrated in 1857. The condition of the works is such that, though
useless against a disciplined enemy provided with artillery, they would be almost
impregnable to an enemy without artillery, and they can be maintained in service-
able condition without great expense. The fort also contains sufficient accom-
modation to shelter a large number of persons, and to contain the necessary stores
of all kinds ; it appears, therefore, suitable as a place of refuge, notwithstanding
its position closely adjoining the town. :

4. T am accordingly to say that the Government of India concur in the
recommendation of His Excellency the Commander-in-Chief, Bombay Army, which
is understood to be endorsed by the Government of Bombay, to retain the fort as a
place of refuge. But they consider that no large expenditure should be incurred
upon it and no armament provided for it.

PR : > =X
No. 1023-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the G‘r_OVernmept of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council, :

* * * #* *
(By Order.)
Simra, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

19th October 1883. Asst, Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No.831.  From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; datea Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1024-M.W.

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1023-M.W., dated the 19th October

1883, and with reference to para. 7 (@) of Bombay Government Resolution, No.
1828, dated the 3rd April 1882, I am directed to convey the following remarks re-

garding the defences at Purandbur

for the information of the Governor in Couneil,
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Purandhur ig 5 sanitarium sjtyated about 20 miles from Poona, a station
; ' of any special value or im-
position op past history, and its garrison of invalids wquld
"AWN to assist in the protection of the important establish-
86 of serious emergency. The only defensive work which,
: i Place of refuge to afford shelter for a short
time to the hon-combatants might be surprised in the neighbourhood by a
sudden outbreak, unt;] they could be relieved and, if necessary, brought into Poona.

2. 'l"he }n’story of this cage illustrates the necessity for referring every pl_'0pO~‘-'*“Il
for erecting inland defences tq Some distinet principle, such as those which the

: “avoured recently to lay down in this office letter No.
887-M.W., dated the 17th September 1883

3. In 1873 two Proposals wepe

1 put forward for making the position at Puran-
dhur an Important fortregg.

In one the two forts of Purandhur and Wazirgurh
Were to be connecteq by two wallg enclosing the ground on which the barracks
Stand, thug forming a continugyg defensive enclogure with a perimeter of about
10,000 yards ; the armament required for this large fort was not stated. In the
other the Purandhur fopt Vs t0 be the stronghold of the position, and Wazirgurh
was to be partially dj : ¥

; 1Smantled he armament in this case was to consist of 27
pieces of ordnance, mcludmg five §3-pounder rifled muzzle-loading guns and six
mortars. Where t i

to come from for manning these guns, or

against what gopt of enemy the defence on this scale was contemplated, was not

explained,

4. When these Proposals were gyhmitteq to the Government of India, the
scheme for enclosing th

© barrackg by walls connecting Purandhur and Wazirgurh
gassgrgﬁred’ and an estimato of ‘the cog was called for. This amounted to
8. 66,044,

5. The PI'OJ"?C}W were then referred to the Defence Committee, who pointed
out the unsuitability of pot,

% and recommended that Wazirgurh should be selected
as a keep to the whole Position ; that it should be repaired and cleared out, and
emplacements for three 25-pounder rifled muzzle-loading guns constructed. These

récommendations werg g Proved by the Government of B bay aud then accepted
by the Government of In%ia,, y the men ombay

6. The officers who dreyw
CYEr, a more practical, anq

iew of the real conditiong of the case, and they recommended SeSR I AP
should be meurred on the defe

nees, but that the stones of the existing forts should
¢ i ding purposes in the station. The case was 315_0
ably reviewed subsequently by the Quartermaster-General, Bombay Army, in his
report on thg plans and estimateg for carrying out the proposals of the Defence
Compittee, 1 which much the same views were éxpressed as in the annual report ;

.

.entire demolition of the existing defences, it was recom-
mMprovements and repairs, in accordance Wlth'certalll
proposals of the Commander.in-Chief, Bombay Army, which accompanied the

uarterrqaster-Gen'eml’s Yeport, should be effected with a view to rendering the
place easily defensible for a time by a very small garrison, These views and
récommendations wepe ace

epted by the Government of India,

7. The case has nNow been again reconsidered by the Government of India,
and I am to say that the Opiniong expressed in the report of the Quartermaster-
"al, Bombay Army, No, 14-8—3378, dated the ]2th October 1881, and the
Proposals of Hig Exoe}lency the Commauder-in-(}hief, Bombay, which accompanied

vernor-General in Council would w: that the work proposed should therefore
now be carrieq out, if it hg Lowizh

S 1ot already been done, and the defences maintained in

a fair state of repair, so that they may be fit to serve as a place of refuge, but that
no armament may be mounted oy them.

® entire upproval of the Government of [ndia. The-

Lo DY
iyelior® |
i
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No. 1024-M.W.

8, Military
Copy forwarded to the Secretary to thgr(i}lfée;]?:;(ielnb of Madras,
Deparmfxent, for the information of the Govern

11

~""\‘M~v>\l\~wlw—v, P R

L 2 * ‘ ) ; i
By Order. 4
Stura, Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

Y9th October 1883,

) nt of India,
VBY, Secretary to the Governmen 9,
i F‘i'O'IB Col(;‘neij 'toG gfﬁiﬁattzw to thel(étézéer%zeq% ;]5 .l;;w;ga_//, Mili
; ry Department, fo . s
2{:'2{[';))1’!1/)0 725:::,;& ; dated Simla, 19th October y

No. 339,

g ki ffice lefter, No. 1024-M.W., dated 19th October 1883,
In continuation of this office s

. Government Resolution, No. 182$, O.f
and with reference to _Pﬁ"?édb (t/:)) c‘;;?noﬁ,?ghyte, for the infogxpatl;)}?e (f)(fn.? ;: SB;:::;.
ier’;JcAﬁnl é §33, Ia'.“ndé';efncil, the following remarks regar "fg int of view, com-

S ddvinlic - is important from a strategical poin try. Satara
2. The position of §atar?- lommunication in that part of the ioulé Iz,‘ntain the
. e hﬁe ofoi both the town and the n'elgm();ogmoigsi:n of 1879
18 also.unpormnt politica .Y;_ der. The Army Organization Co nies of Buropean
Potential elements of dlsOd compulsory garrison of twol com?hich the Govern-
;:?:l:?;;md?fl (ft,en(:?;ian]:eﬂ of Nati"e] i“fa'“;g’ bfgli,;?leb)lf) E?l‘:"opéa.n troops. They
i and o tainly alwa, - : is view.
lr)r::fiut of I‘ndu}: co(;m(f‘; f;;‘;‘;lgfcg;mbﬂ? will eoncur with th‘err:i 111121;)11}81‘01;1]ev1;felgaum,
ex;e t:ll‘xl‘m t e't‘owis isolated, being 69 miles from Poona an
9. The position

i i 1d

i hich could easily be held

m by rivers and passes w e s

}md S"P"a]m'ed- ¥z geth(taseir? ‘:;11289 o)é disturbance. It app:ar:) ?(l)ﬁiff‘?lrih:% s

tﬁ::ttl:e 2:3111"?:::0;,2&2 S se) ?IUI(L;?::lIf((i)illsgudisfricts, and protect the

‘ 2 in : s i ‘ some strong:
2:3{1’ kegp < Ch‘icta‘;hﬁ,;nh‘a,:)rlggzans and loyal Natives should have

and non-combatant E

. for a considerable tirr.re.. :
defensivTelpositionf“;Sh;:‘h ::;,lse::sh;liulﬁl many of the conditions for this purpose.
4. The fort of Satar

dered almost
can at small cost be ren
The natural defences are very strong, i and could be improved so as to meet

i ient, inate the
Mpregnable ; the water-supply is sumc};‘mfaona-Belgaum road, and dor_mlﬁa]d b
1l i nts ; the works command the ideration in which the fort is held by
a requirements ; the tances, and the considera £ making this fort the Hefonsive
:ﬁwn. These ou-cstmt:st :r;ie; ’stzl’O“g desimbrhﬁitgst:l?ﬁ;;a deficiency of accom-
e' 1'Mahrattm’l' POI"f 1'efl;ge for Satars, n?'t?; commanded, though at a dlsmn?e.
posltlo_n un.d place o d stores, and that it e; and the Government of India
of Sation for o s f the Yavateshwar range; to the previons decisions that -
of 3,000 yards, by a spur o tion of the case adhere to t : ri)ned e ke o
o o s 3 o G o i
8 Tort shall be p v

; ; also that
§ i ken to this end ;
"epal:' . gest that early meaﬂumvm:ge b:uii:.ble for habitation or the
11 bu; e to'81lgb(£h fort which can bé m r and saved from further deterio-
;t butn‘ldmg? within ayenOW be at once taken ove
€ception of stores m !

v - t the Govern-

ration, nder military charge, bu - ST

d un ds stationed in it.

6. The fort has recently bech PR i T e

ment, of lpdna have no mrué'l?; fomt Shadk the.eaz;%n?:; ixill. hudarthose circu.m-

th T A mmhdneit:;? station by a #§ m'dft ghould be left in charge of a Native

> cantonment and oy nable whether the fort deration of the Government of Bom-

Stances, it seems questio est, for the conside odation for Europeans within
guard in]{l ; and ihameti(; sgl;%% an,d suitable accomm

4y, whether, as ther

Mmanding the only m
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the fort, a small detachment of European infantry, to be frequently relieved, might
not with propriety be kept in it.

7. When this point is settled, the question of armament can be dealt with.
It appears probable that some small armament of guns will be necessary, as the
fort will not be a mere place of refuge to afford prot.ectlon_ to civilians and
non-combatants for a few days till they can be relieYed., but will be permanently
held by a small body of regular troops; and I am to invite the suggestions of the
Government of Bombay on this subject, as to which the Government of India
would observe that the armament should not be such as to invest tl?e place with a
fictitious importance, and make 1ts capture a special object of attraction. No a'rtil-
lery men will probably be available to man the armament, and .therefore rifled
guus, which cannot be worked by untrained men, would not be suitable ;_the gar-
rison will be small, and will he generally more useful with ‘ghe rifle than with guns;
costly emplacements and magazines are out of the question, and the magazine
already existing, improved and sub.divided i necessary, may be taken to be the
only accommodation of this kind likely to be available. Mortars are generally
unsuitable for the defence of fortg of this description, butin the present case a few
might prove useful in overawing the city, but generally machine guns appear the
most suitable for these weakly garrisoned places.

e e

No. 1025-M.W.
Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.

* * # * *
(By Order.)
Svmna, | (Signed)  J. E. BROADBENT, ;
19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 833.  From Colonel @. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1026-M.TV.

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of Military Department letter, No. 1025.M.W., dated 19th
October 1883, and with reference to para. 6, clause (k), of Bombay Government
Resolution, No. 1828, dated 3rd April 1882, I am directed to communicate, for the
information of His Excellency the Governor in Council, the following remarks and
conclusions in respect to the fort at Sholapur.

2. In this office letter, No, 798, dated 27th November 1877, the Governmeqt
of India decided to keep this fort jn fair repair. The reasons which led to this
decision were that Sholapur ang Bellary are the only strong places on the long
line from Poona to Madras; that Sholapur has. some value mn reference to the
Nizam’s dominions ; and that, thouch only garrisoned by Native infantry, troops
and guns could be easily pushed up from Poona.

3. In 1881, however, the Government of Bombay, in submitting * the annual
reports on the forts in the Bombay presi-

* No. 2668, dated the 19th May 1881. dency, recommended that the fort at

Sholapur be dismantled, and that any funds available be spent on a more compact
fort near the railway. This recommendation was based on the grounds—

(i) that the existing fort is too close to the town ; e
(ii) that it is at a considerable distance from the railway ;
(ifi) that it is commanded by higher ground ;
(iv) that it is too large ; ¥
(5 Akt e Tower o which S g st o placd g recontructon,
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It had furtker been decided that it was unnecessary to station any troops,
European or Native, at Sholapur in future.
The reports, with the recommendation of the Bombay Government, were sub-
mitted to the Defence Committee, who concurred in the opinion of the Government
of Bombay; and the Government of
*Military Department No. 1175-C., dated India accordingly sanctioned * the de-
11th November 1881, molition of the fort,

4. The Commander-in-Chief of the Bombay Army, however, on reconsidera-
tion now recommends that the fort be maintained til] some work has been erected
to protect the railway station, and to serve as a Place of refuge for the civil resi-
dents of the country.

5. The Government of India, however, after full consideration are of opinion
that the last decision arrived at in 1881, viz., that it was not desirable to retain this
fort any longer —a decision concurred in by the Government of Bombay, the Com-
mander-in-Chief of the Bombay Army, the Defence Committee, and His Excellency
the Governor-General in Council—should be adhered to, No troops are likely to
be again stationed at Sholapur, so that in case of an éméute the civil residents
would have to rely on themselves alone for safety till they could be relieved and
removed to a place of safety. The fort in the absence of any troops to assist in
its defence is unsuitable for a place of refuge, both on account of its position and
also of its size, which is too great to admit of its being Properly guarded by the few
men who would take refuge there.

6. I am to request, therefore, that the fort may now be made over to the
civil authorities, after such measures have been carried, out as may be deemed
necessary to render the fort incapable of being quickly made defensible against us.
The fort having been thus dismantled, no further expenditure from military funds
should henceforward be incurred for repair or other work connected with it.

No. 1026-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of His Excellency the Governor in Couneil.

* ¥ * * *
(By Order.)
Siura, (Signed)  J. R, BROADBENT,
19¢h October 1883. - Adsst. Secy. to the Goot. of India.

No.334.  From Colonel . CHESNEY, Secretary to the Qovernment of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simle, 19th October 1883, No. 1027-M.W.

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1026-M.W., dated the 19th October
1883, and with reference to para. 6 (a) of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1848,
dated the 3rd April 1882, and para. 1 of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1572,
dated the 28th March 1883, I am directed to Communicate, for the information of
His Excellency the Governor in Council, the following observations regarding
Ahmedabad.

2. It has been decidedt that a first-class ordnance depbt shall be maintained
* at Ahmedabad, and a scheme for. con.
t Government of India, Military Department, structing a fortified enclosure to contain
No. 583, dated the 14th November 1876.  the necessary buildings and which would
1 Government of India, Public Works Depart- also serve as a place of refuge was
ment, No. 612-M.W., dated the Ist Octo- approved  in 1880 and is now in course
ber 1880, addressed to the Government of of execution, There can be no question
Bombay, Public Works Department,, that tl-lese works, when ¢ ompleted, shall

be maintained,

A S — e i
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3. All requirements as regards defences at Ahmed i
the old fort or G_ruicowa:r’.s Haveli, will no longer be al?:(il;;g t}l(:;s be met, and
purpose. From its position, and also being without any armament ?’:y military
be a source of danger either to the new fortified position or to cantor 2k e
ts removal would cost a considerable sum. The Government of In:])_nm;nts, v
fore no objection to the Guicowar’s Haveli being handed over to tlla e
rities as it stands, to be used either as a Jail or for any other R a}]thq-
may be adapted. 7 purpose to which it

e ——————

No. 1027-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretar
: - y to the Govern , e
Department, for the information of His Excellency th?e(r‘;gv%fx"nlgx? ?;ds(’)oll\}x:h.tla
cil,

* * * . .
(By Order.)
S :
19th Ocltlgl:;' 1883. (Signed)  J. B. BROADBENT
: " dsst. Secy. to the Gout, of ,I/uh'a.

—_——

¢

No. 335. \ | v
0. 335 From Colonel @, CHESNEY, Seeretary to the Government of India

Military Department, to thy Se
i . ‘) e vecret e
Military Department ; dated Simla, (;7;.;’2 L t((;ctillﬁr (1;?8(:3’ Itll\l-'f,7‘t10(g8 fﬁmﬁf;ay,

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office 1 N
1883, and with reference to pa::te?(eh\ O(‘) oW, dated th
No. 1828, dated the 3rd April 1882, T am’ds
mation of His Excellency the Governor in C

clusions regarding Surat Castle,

2. The castle has been in ciy; i
n civil charge since 186 ;
](;ord,s. and treasury ; the service ammunition of the Nai’iv‘;“id rCOHtalns the civil re.
ept in it. But the works are not, maintained in good Dlantry regiment is alse
being defective, and the whole is protected only by
dar and ten rank and file. Y a guard co

3. The known turbulence of the inhabitant
1879 showed itself in serious riots and necessitat:dotfhg‘:;zt’ Wwhich so recently as
considerable force bz Native troops, the important brigee upatgon of the castle in
British subjects and KEuropeans in the neighbourhood renﬁ » and the large body of
should be some place of refuge at Surat; and the ,castl: o desl.rable that there

strength, as well also from its histori iati from its positi
oric ass Position
plirpose. OcClations, seems wel] adapted for :11111'(:

4. I am to say, therefore, that the Govern

ment, ' i

e e of S e om0 st f o inn o
ard should be of guffici t 1, and th

&t stthok. cient strength to prevent any cha’mce of s?xtccfe};:

5. As a consequence of this conclusi

. AS 3 clusion, theactua] g '
io ge in military charge, the military a.uthox"ities beinorgsfex(x)ces_bmust be considered
and disrepair of the works is duly brought to notice, pr nsible that any defects

remain, as at present, in civil charge. ® Test of the castle may

6. The castle being mere]
any armament, g. 0 A kept up 3 & place of refuge seems not to need

e 19th October
rfa tI‘SSmbay Government Resolution
. c gel to communicate, for the infor:
uncil, the following remarks and con-

e
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NO. 1 028'M'Wn

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of His Excellency the Governor in Council:
* ¥ * . e ¥
(By Order.) ‘

(Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

Simra,
Asst. Secy. to the Goot. of India.

19tk October 1883.

From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Military

Military Department, to the
Department ; dated Simla, 19¢h October 1883, No. 1029-M. W.

No. 336.

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1028-M.W., dated 19th October 1883,
and with reference to para. 7(d) of Bombay Governme:nt Resolution, No. 1828,
dated the 3rd April 1882, I am directed to state, for the mf:ormation of His Excel-
lency the Governor in Council, that the Government of India concur in the opinion
that the fort at Bhuj must be retained according to treaty with the Rao of Cutch.
Kxpenditure on it should, however, be limited to that absglutely necessary to keep
the place from decay, and no armament should be placed in the fort.

No. 1029-M. W.

sorwarded to the Secretary to the G.ov'éjrnment of Madras, Military Depart-

Co ; % .
py e information of His Excellency the Governor in Council.
* * .

ment, for th .

*
 (By Order)
| (Signed)  J. E. BROADBENT,

Smira,
Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

19¢h October 1883.

PRRRR L e, L O

From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Becretary to the Government of India,
Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Military

Military Department, to the
D:pla(:t"rgrjzentz,? dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1030-M.W.

Defences—Forts. R ‘ 2
inuation of this office letter, No. 1029-M.W., dated the 19th October
ISSSI:n?;ti‘&u:eflg:ence to para. 7(0) of iaqm]oay Government Resolution, No. 1828,
dated: the 3rd April 1882, I am directed to state, for the informatlon of His
Excellency the Governor in Council, that the Government of India approve of the
continuing to be used as a powder magazine. It should,

fort at Siwri, near Bombay,
however, be no longer classed as a fort or place of refuge,

No. 337.

No. 1030-M.W.

Government of Madras, Militar
f ded to the Secretary to’the ! ) y
Depagfzﬁz,nto?;a:h: information of His Excellency the Governor in Council,

’ = { ‘ »

* * A
(By Order-)
Signed)  J. E. BROADBENT,
P, a3 Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India. -

19th October 1883.
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No. 338. From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
: Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1031-M.W.

Defences—Forts.,

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1030-M.W., dated 19th October 1883,
and with reference to para. 7 (¢) of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1828,
dated the 3rd April 1882, I am directed to state, for the information of His Excel-
lency the Governor in Council, that the Government of India concurin the opinion
that the fort of Sion, being of no importance, and being far off from Bombay, and
too small to serve as a place of refuge, should not be retained as a fort. It may
be transferred to the civil authorities, if no longer required for any military purpose,
after being so far dismantled that it could not be occupied by any hostile force.

No. 1031-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.

* * * * *
(By Order.)
Smra, (Slgned) J. E. BROADBENT,
19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.
No. 339. OrpER THEREON, 15th November 1883, No. 6187.

_ Communicated for the information of His Excellency the Commander-in-
Chief and the Inspector-General of Ordnance, in continuation of Proceedings of
Government, No. 5396, dated 5th Qctober 1883.

(True Extract.)

77
, , 7
A eehee, Colonel,

Secretary to Government.

To the Quarter Master General.

,,  Inspector-General of Ordnance,

,» Public Works Department,
Political Department.
,» Adjutant-General, for information.

Exd. P. L. Pereira.




I[’ I

Gobt. of {1883) d¥udra,

MILITARY.
To
Tee QUARTER MASTER GENERAL, =
&c., &a., &e.
,{jf id

Dated November, 15th.

Issued

r/.

Vosd i f AP A Bnel.

6.0, 15th November 1883, No. 6187,

T i B
R
TSR
g ”

s

b S s 377/&51%2////{3 |

NOVEMBER.
Nos. 324—339.

/’4 R

Defences%Forts.

Correspondence. containing the views of the
Government of India as to the future mainte.

nance of the several defensive works in the Bom-

bay presidency, communicated = to departments
concerned. /

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

MILITARY DEPARTMENT.

15th November 1883, No. 6187.
Defences—Forts,

Read the following papers :—

No. 324. From Colonel G. OHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Military

Department ; dated Svmla, 19th October 1883, No. 1017-M.W.

Defences—Forts,

In continuation of this office letter, No. 887.M.W., dated 17th September
1883, and with reference to para. 6(m) of Bombay Government Resolution,
No. 1828, dated 3rd April 1882, I am directed to communicate, for the information
of His Excellency the Governor in Copncll, the following remarks regarding the
Fort of Asirgarh, together with the views of the Government of India as to the
future maintenance of this fort.

2. The Fort of Asirgarh was formerly regarded as the key of the Deccan, and
occupying, as it does, the only depression in the Lalpura Range, and being prac-
tically impregnabie, it was of very great importance. It does mot, however,
command the railway, which is of more importance than the road, and it is too
small to contain a garrison of such strength as to be able to send out a force to
act in the open country in the neighbourhood ; so that even if other considera-
tions did not forbid any large force being 109ked up in such a position as this fort
occupies, the fort has ceased to be of much ll_nporta.nce in a military point of view,
and cannot exercise any material influence 1 serious military operations in the

future.

3. But the fort retains a good deal of its ancient prestige among the natives
of Central India, and the possession of it is therefore of some political importance ;
it also proved a safe place of refuge in 1857-58 for the families of some European
officials, and might-again prove of service in the same way to Railway officials and
their families and other officials of the district whose duties might require them to
remain at their posts till possibly their retreat was cut off. For these reasons the
fort should be kept up, but as a place of refuge only.

4. The proposals made up to date regarding this fort will now be considered
in the light of the foregoing remarks.

5. In 1873, a Committee reported on Asirgarh and recorded their opinion that
54 rifled guns (40-20-12 and 6-pounders) auld. two 10-inch howitzers mounted in

osition, with 14 mortars (10-inch and 93-inch), a battery of 6-pounders, two
Eatteries of mountain guns, and a battery of mitrailleuses, for general defensive
purposes, was * the smallest possible armament suitable for the defence of the
works,” and they recommended 72 rifled gnns and four 10-inch howitzers in posi-
tion, and an additional battery of mountain guns and of mitrailleuses for general
purposes ; they recommend also some 7" B.L.R.guns, if procurable,
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f 6. The garrison in time of peace should, according to this Committee consist
n ]
1 garrison battery of Artillery,
2 companies of European Infantry,
5 of Native Infantry,
which must, on any threatening of war, be at once increased to—

2 garrison batteries of Royal Artillery,
3 companies of European Infantry,
1 wing of Native Infantry,

$ company of Sappers and Miners,
but for thoroughly efficient defence the garrison should be—

2 garrison batteries of Royal Artillery,
1 field battery of Royal Artillery,

3 battalion of European Infantry,

1 5 of Native Infantry,

1 company of Sappers and Miners.

These proposals necessarily carried with them proposals to construct barracks,

magazines, store rooms, emplacements, &c., on a very extensive scale, in addition
to costly repairs and additions to the existing works.

7. The proceedings of this Committee of 1873 are a striking instance of the

way in which the considerations which should be kept in view in dealing with such
matters are often completely lost, sight of.

8. Practically no action was taken on this report, and, in 1879, another report
was received through the Chief Commissicier, Central Provinces, regarding the
armament of Asirgarh, on which the plans ind estimates for remodelling the fors
were bemng prepared by Captain Jenner, R.K. The total number of guns of posi-
tion recommended was 28, of which 11 were s3-pounder R.M.L. guns, with a

reserve of two 40-pounder R.M.L. guns, two 8” or 10” mortars, and two gatiing
guns. i

9. Subsequently a farther reduction of the proposed
: ; posed armament was suggested
by Lieutenant-Colonel Stocker, R.A., and was approved by the Generalg(g)fﬁczr

Comm:nging the Mhow Division. The armament, according to this scheme, was to
consist of —

8 §i-pounder R.M.L. guns,
4. 10" mortars,
2 64" M.L.R. howitzers,

10. Finally, in February 1882, the Defence Committee, after Brigadier-
General Leslie, R.A., Inspector-General of Artillery, one of the members of the
Committee, had been able to visit Asirgarh, submitted their recommendations
General Leslie reported that *“ the place is impregnable ; absolutely so if held By $
few infantry; and that mounting large and powerful guns on the works would
only be wasting good money and shutting up troops who might be more usefully
employed elsewhere. The artillery should be reduced to the lowest possible limits,”
which he considered to be two metrailleuses and six heavy guns. ’

11. The Defence Committee accepted the views of General Lesl;
mended that the armament should co?sist ot~ eslie and recom-

2 40-pounder R.M.L. or B I, guns on travelling carriages,

4 12-pounder R.B.L. guns with limbers complete,
and that certain works should be carried out for improving the state of
defences and providing casemated cover for men, stores, ammunition, &e.
existing tykhanas.

12. These recommendations for the armament and remodelling of the Fort af
Asirgarh were approved by the Government of India, and a project for carryin
them out was called for. Jang

13. In 1881, the Government of India sanctioned Rs. 25,000 for repairs to
existing defences to render them secure against a sudden rush, or escalade, but

, in the
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the work was deferred by the local administration, and Rs. 20,000 of the sum

allotted was re-appropriated to other purposes.

14. During the current year also a project for constructing an improved
entrance road to the fort, to cost Rs. 17,700, has been sanctioned, but no funds
have yet been allotted for the work.

15. On this review of the case, the conclusions which the Government of
India have come to are as follows :—

The fort should be put into a state of repair which shall render it secure
against sudden attack, or escalade, so as to make it safe and suitable as a place of
refuge.

g’l‘he new entrance road should be constructed when funds can be provided.

No guns should be mounted in the fort, but the following armament shall
be kept in store on travelling carriages ready to be removed to any point where
they may be required :—

4 12-pounder R.B.L. guns.
2 machine guns.

The magazines and store rooms required to be provided by improvements to
existing tykhanas.

16. The repairs to existing defences to render them storm-proof is, I am to
say, the most urgent of the works required, and should be undertaken without
unnecessary delay.

No. 1017-M.W.

Copy forwarded to tbe.Secretary to the Government of Madras, Miktary
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.

* * * * i
. (By Order.)
Sivra, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Gogt. of India.

No. 325. From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,

Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1018-M. W.

Defences—Forts. -

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1017-M. W, dated 19th October 1883,

and with reference to para. 6(j) of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1828, -

dated 3rd April 1882, I am directed to convey the following remarks and the
conclusions of the Government of India regarding the Fort at Ahmadnagar.

2. Ahmadnagar is no longer an ordnance depdt, and the Army Reorganiza-
tion Commission contemplated the entire withdrawal of the troops from the place.
The Defence Committee, under these circumstances, recommend that nothing shonld
be spent on the repairs of the fort, and that, on the withdrawal of the troops, the
walls should be breached and the ditch filled up at certain points so as to render
it incapable of defence.

3. There is, however, no immediate prospect of the troops being withdrawn
from Ahmadnagar ; and even if the troops were withdrawn, there would remain a
considerable body of European and Eurasian residents connected with the civil
government and the railway, &ec., with a number of  pensioners and others, who
usually settle near a cantonment and would probably remain even if the troops
were withdrawn. The position of Ahmadnagar 18 somewhat isolated notwithstand-
ing that a railway now runs past it. The Government of India therefore consider
that a place of refuge should be maintained there.

B R e . |
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4. The old fort, though too large to answer perfectly for this purpose, i8
nevertheless in many ways very suitable. The walls are lofty and in good order ;
there is a good ditch with masonry counterscarp ; the flank defence is efficient, and
there is a clear glacis round the place. The fort also contains a number of build-
ings suitable for accommodating refugees, and a good magazine, as well as numer-
ous recesses in the ramparts, which could be easily converted into expense maga-
zines. The fort is also suitably situated between the city and cantonments.

5. The Fort of Ahmadnagar should therefore be maintained as a place of
refuge, and such works as are necessary to place and maintain it in a defensible
condition should now bz carried out.

6. The armament for the fort should be suited to its function as a place of
refuge only, and should consist of a few machine and light field pieces. The fol-
lowing armament is accordingly sanctioned :—

4 12-pounder R.B.L, guns,
2 machine guns,

The smooth-bore ordnance, with their stores at present in the fort, should be
removed to the nearest arsenal,

7. The above armament is sanctioned for so long as the cantonment may con.

tinue to be occupied by European troops. If these are withdrawn, the scale of
armament must be reconsidered.

No. 1018-M.W,

Copy forwarded to the Government of Madras, Military Department, for the
information of the Governor in Council.

* * *

(By Order.)

SimLa, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,
19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt, of India.

* *

No. 326.  From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Depaqnim.gnt s dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1.019-11‘[. lV

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1018-M.W., dated 19th October 1883
and with reference to para. 6(i) of Bombay Government Resolation, No. 1828,
dated 3rd April 1882, I am directed to communicate, for the inform;t{on of thé
Governor in Council, the following remarks and conculsions of the Gov
India regarding the Fort at Belgaum.

2. Belgaum is not an important strategical position, and there 1S no arsenal
there now; and, in accordance with the principle of our military policy, that as
large a part as possible of the army should be kept available to take the ﬁ,eld it 18
not desirable to maintain defences there on a scale to require a considerable ’body
of troops to man them.. Nor does it appear necessary to provide against a formal
attack by a well-organized and powerful enemy. Viewed in the light of these con-
siderations, the proposals of the Defence Committee, submitted in 1880 and 1881
which were approved by the Government of India, appear to be in excess of tht;
requirements, and the acceptance of these proposals conveyed in this office letter
No. 1164-C. (Defences—Forts), dated 4th November 1881, is therefore cancelled. :

3. There is, however, a large garrison at Belgaum, which, if required to tak
the field, would be obliged to leave invalids and non-combatants behi?xd. Be]oailz
is also the head-quarters of a district, with a considerable number of c¢ivi] officials
besides the miscellaneous unofficial Europeans and Eurasians always to be found

ernment of

gettled near a large cantonment and civil station.
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4. The position of Belgaum is too isolated to admit of these being removed to
a place of safety. It is therefore necessary to maintain a place of refuge.

5. The fort is well suited for this, though on too large a scale, and it should
therefore be maintained in a state of repair, but as a place of refuge only.

6. The following works should be carried out as funds become available :—

(i) Repairs absolutely necessary to the ramparts and ditch.
(ii) Improvements to the flank defence.
(iii) Provision of drawbridges.

7. It is now impossible, except at great cost, to provide a proper glacis ; but
strict measures should be taken to prevent any further encroachment being made,
or cover erected.

8. The armament of the fort should comprise no heavy guns of position, but
should consist of field and machine guns. The following armament is accordingly
sanctioned :—

4. 12-pounder B.L.R. guns,
4 machine guns.

No. 1019-M.-W,

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Couneil.

* * = * *
(By Order,)
SIMrA, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 327. From Colonel G. CHESNREY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Departinent, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1020-M. V.

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1019-M.W., dated 19th October 1883,
and with reference to para. 6(c) of Bomba:y Government Resolution, No. 1828, of
3rd April 1882, I am directed to communicate, for the information of His Excel-
lency the Governor in Council, the following remarks regarding the Fort at Neemuch.

2, In 1880, the Defence Committee reported that in their opinion * under the
present, or at any rate the probable futu.re, con@itions of Neemuch, the retention
of the existing fort is unnecessary and inexpedient, and that the defence of the
railway station is all that need be arranged for at thig place.” In this view the
Government of India concurred.

3. But a committee of local officers assembled to report on the defence of the
railway station showed that this would be very difficult, while the fort was alread
there, and admirably suited to the requirements of the case. The report of this
committee was submitted to the Defence Committee, and this body, with the fuller
information before them as to the conditions of the place, decided that the existing
fort is the only place at Neemuch capable of beipg utilised as a place of refuge.
They also stated that Neemuch should not be deliberately deserted, and its reten-
tion in troublous times would be of importance. They accordingly recommended
that the fort be maintained, the bastions to bt} prepared as emplacements for field
gans, and provision made for storage of suppl‘les and for 1,200 rounds of ammuni-
tion for field guns, or 200 rounds a gun for s1X guns ; in peace time the fort to be
occupied by Kuropean railway employés. The views of the committee as to the
work required were given in further detail in their No. 228, of 23rd September
1882, forwarded to you with this office letter, No. 948-M.W., dated 5th October
1882,
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4, For the armament of this fort the Commander-in-
mends two rifled heavy field guns and two 8” mortars,

5. The whole case has now been again carefully considered, and T am to state
that the Government of India consider that, whether the European garrison i;
withdrawn or not, a place of refuge ought to be maintained at Neemnch. The
walls of the fort are strong and have given practical proof of the securit.y they
afford against troops possessing only smooth-bore guns; the water-supply is sufli-
cient, and there is accommodation for a considerable quantity of stores : while, on
the other hand, the position at the railway station is defective in many ;'es ects’ for
defence. The place of refuge should therefore be the existing fort. 4

6. The measures suggested by the Defence Committee seem
and I am to request that they may be now carried into effect.
; 7. As regards the armament of the fort, the Government of
sider that proposed by His Excellency the Commander-
suitable, and they approve of the following :—

2 12-pounder B.L.R. guns,
2 machine guns,

which is accordingly sanctioned.

Chief, Bombay, recom-

all that are required,

) : India do not con-
in-Chief, Bombay, altogether

No. 1020-M.W,

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Mad o
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council. adras, Military

* * *

(By Order.)

S1yrA, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT
19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

* ¥

No. 328. From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government adi
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of lgnb%; I],t/gllf-,
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1021-M.W.

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1020-M.W,
and with reference to para. 6(b) of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1828, of
3rd April 1882, I am directed to communicate the following remarks and the dc’aci-
sion of the Government of India regarding the defences for Ajmere and Nusseera.
bad. These have been considered together, the latter place being only 15 miles
from Ajmere, and connected with it by railway.

2. Ajmere occupies a strategical position of some importance,
in the middle of Rajputana at a railway junction. It is also of importance as being
the head-quarters of the Rajputana State Railway, with important workshops
stores, &c. It is also the seat of the chief civil authority in Rajputana. Ajmere’
therefore, is a point which should be made secure against any attempt likely to be
made upon it.

3. But Ajmere .is .fa;: removed from any probable scene of operations against a
well-equipped and dlsclphngd enemy ; the cnly_ troops against whom it would be
reasonable at the present time to take precautions in this part of the country are
such as would be raised in that neighbourhood, ill-trained and badly equipped, who
at the utmost, could only bring smooth-bore guns against it. .

4. Nusseerabad is only 15 miles distant and connected with Ajmere by railway.
Tt becomes a question, under these cireumstances, if it be decided that some defen-
sive works are necessary, whether they should be at Ajmere or Nusseerabad, or at
both places.

, dated 19th Qctober 1883,
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. he troops at Nusseerabad were never likely to be withdrawn from the
neigl?boﬁ}fggdt gf&jmere, their presence, W{th the yolunteers at kAJm:;'e ltls?;li,
might probably be relied on to prevent any I3iig at Ajmere or attack on the p f

6. But, as is stated in para. 10 of this dep.artment lette.r,' No. 88.7-M.W1.§, 0
17th September last, it should always be a principle of our military policy to keep

t as possible of the army ava!la.ble to take the field. In accordance
?:itlgrfjglﬁsapg'?;ciple? the arrangements at Ajmere and Nussgeraba,d should é).e tsuch
as to admit of all or nearly all the troops af Nusseerabad being moved to a dis alnrce‘,
with a minimum of risk to the persons and property left behind. This involves
the construction of defences at one or both places. :

7. To provide defences at both places would, no doubt, add to the security of
both places, provided the defences could be adequately manned. But this cou;g
not be done without interfering with the mobility of the regular troops. 'th%u'
divide the defenders, and decrease their power of active defence, on Wh](})l t:i .gﬁr
supplies and eventual safety would largely depend, and it would increase f; eld] b‘
culty of relief. The Government of India therefore consider that there should be
but one defensive position for Ajmere and N uSSeer.al')a,d. .

8. The question which then remains for dGCISlqn, whether this should be at
Aj .e or Nusseerabad, admits of little doubt. In time pf trouble the workshops,
&]mexi.; Aimere would be of greater value than the buildings at Nusseerabad ; the
V()cl.n’xr?teef']s who would constitute the main defel}ce live at Ajmere ; anq Ajmere as
the seat of the civil administration and the capital town of a British district 1s by
far the more important place. The defensive position will therefore be at Ajmere.

9. The nature and extent of the works have now to be considered.

r : ots to be attained are to provide a place of refuge for the civilians and

(f;}:ﬁboa}z{tfts of Ajmere and its neighbourhood ; to secure the railway Workshops,
l«:é)onr-es &e.. from destruction ; and, if possible, to maintain control over the city
> ’ L2 |

irons of Ajmere. i
P Eilz)w A regular siege is not contemplated, but a sudden attack by an undisci-
plined ;anemygagainst whom it would be necessary to hold out until the arrival of
b}

ief. , .
r.Qhell The defenders who can be relied on are about 150 railway volunteers, a
few Eu;'opean infantry unfit for active service in the field, and a few civilians, in all

haps 250 to 300 men. .
per %1[; A local committee, assembled under the orders of the Lieutenant-General
" ding the Mhow Division, has recommended a series of detached works,
Comman ngarea of some six or seven square miles, with the native city in the heart
zrf}(;llfslgfczltosed area. 'These proposals seem beyond the range of practical discus-
sion, and will not be further referred to. A
)

ommittee, whose report is enclosed, recommend ‘that the
e Thekgfjesc:ng storehouse be selected as the essential position to be
railway Wog s t%e place of refuge ; that the necessary works to give shelter and
defended an afor supplies be constructed ; and that, to aid in the defence, two or
storage room block-houses be erected. They recommend that the masonry works
three m}?sonr{‘ .od oub at once, and. also that a definite project for the earthworks,
Shou-ldde caé;c to complete the defences, should be prepared and kept ready.
I'])?E::;'I;;;:,’zt'leis,’chey.’consider, should not be accepted as an element in the defence.

14. These recommendations are approved by the Government of India.

mittee will now be requested to depute their Secretary
15"dThihDe£?11;>qgc1? c?rin the spot, in consultation with the local Military, Public
%?fcfz?l?: lafxtc‘] R:.ilwa{r] authorities, and then to submit a definite project for the works

. : : : ds worked out in detail in the Fortification Branch
required, which will be afterwards :!;1 o Miitary Works,

Inspector-Gene RIIE.. :
2 thiﬁof'ii‘iee OFfot:tlieofnfl?arag;m‘h should be maintained only as a sanitarium for the

British troops at Nusseerabad.
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No. 1021-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.
#* * * * *

(By Order.)

S1MrA, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT
19th October 1883. 3 Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of I);d.ia.

No. 329. . From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India
Military Department, to the President of the Defence Committee ; dated
Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1022-M.W.
Defences—Forts.
~ With reference to your letter, No. 177, dated 19th September 1883, I am
directed to forward, for information of the Committee, a copy of this department
letter, No. 1021-M.W., of this date, addressed to the Government of Bombay regard-
'ing the defences of Ajmere.
2. It will be observed that the Government of India have accepted the general
proposals of the Defence Committee on this subject.

; 3. I am now to request that the Secretary to the Defence Committee may be
directed to visit Ajmere during the ensuing cold weather to confer with the
Qfﬁcer Comrpandmg at NuSseerubad, the Secretary to the Agent to the Governor-
(xer}eral, Rajputana, and the Manager, Rajputana State Railway, and to study the
subject on the spot ; an@ that the Committee will then submit a definite project for
the WO"_kS requu*ed, which can afterwards be worked out in detail and estimated in
the fortification branch of the office of the Inspector-General of Military Works.

4. I am, in conclusion, to remind the Committee of the absolute necessity of
a mogt careful study of economy in their proposals, as in this way only will it be
practicable to set about the construction of the works with reasonable speed, and
to ask that the Secretary may be instructed accordingly. ]

No. 1022-M.W.

Copy forwarded_ to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.

#* * * * *
(By Order.)
Smura, (Signed)  J. E. BROADBENT,

194 October 1883. Asst. Becy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 330. From Colonel G. OHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of Indi
. Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bomba{ ?ll;lq[.,
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No, 1023-M.W.

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1021-M.W., dated the 19th October -

1883, and with reference to para. 6(n) of Bombay Government Resolution, N
1828, dated the 3rd April 1882, T am directed to convey, for the informlz?t?(’m gt:
the Governor in 0011_11011, the following observations and orders relating to the
fort at Hyderabad, Sind.

Hyderabad was the former capital of the Ameers of Sind, and has still a
certain amount of prestige attaching toit. It is still the chief town of a large

o
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district on the left bank of the Indus; it is a centre of the roads of that part of
the country, the head-quarters of a large collectorate, of survey and canal estab-
lishments ; the district, moreover, of which it is the capital is cut off from the
railway by a great unbridged river, and is very inaccessible to troops from other
directions. For these reasons Hyderabad will probably always have a garrison of
some strength.

But, on the other hand, it could not become a point of strategical importance
in great military operations, which would have to be held by a considerable body
of troops ; its garrison would in such a case either be withdrawn to more important
positions elsewhere, or would, if the country round were disturbed, be acting
against the local insurgents in the open.

Hyderabad therefore falls into the class of places, where, if any defences
are constructed at all, they will take the form of “ places of refuge” [see para. 2
(IV) of this department letter No. 887-M.W. of 17th September 1883].

9. In January 1878 it was decided that, as soon as the ordnance stores in the
fort had been removed, the fort should be entirely done away with, and no
proposal was made to construct any other place of refuge. But on reconsideration
the Government of India are of opinion that, in view of the circumstances set forth
above, and that there will always be a considerable number of civilians and non-
combatants at Hyderabad, whom it might be impossible to remove at once to a
place of safety on the occurrence of an outbreak when the troops of the garrison
were required to move out into the open country, a place of refuge should be
maintained at Hyderabad.

3. The efficiency and value of the fort there as a place of refuge was prac-
tically demonstrated in 1857. The condition of the works is such that, though
useless against a disciplined enemy provided with artillery, they would be almost
impregnable to an enemy without artillery, and they can be maintained in service-
able condition without great expense. The fort also contains sufficient accom-
modation to shelter a large number of persons, and to contain the necessary stores
of all kinds ; it appears, therefore, suitable as a place of refuge, notwithstanding
its position closely adjoining the town,

4. 1 am accordingly to say that the Government of India concur in the

‘recommendation of His Excellency the Commander-in-Chief, Bombay Army, which

is understood to be endorsed by the Government of Bombay, to retain the fort as a
place of refuge. But they consider that no large expenditure should be incurred
upon it and no armament provided for 1if.

No. 1023-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Couneil.

¥# * ¥ * #*
(By Order.)
Simra, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

19th October 1883, Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 331. From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; datea Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1024-M.W.
Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1023-M.'W., dated the 19th October
1883, and with reference to para. 7 (a) of Bombay Government Resolution, No.
1828, dated the 3rd April 1882, I am direcf{ed to convey the following r_emarks re-
garding the defences at Purandhur for the information of the Governor in Council,
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Purandhur is a sanitar;
anitarium sit : :
uated abou - ]
it 20 miles from Poona, a station

“ which must always be held i
. n force. The place i e
portance either from its positi : > P'ace 1s not of any special value or im-
unquestionably be wi thsd:}v):;ll?:n or past history, and its garr'i)s:h) Loct'l(il:n"-‘:ll'lcllt- (\)\xo:xul]d
Mbts 6 Bouie' in the suce ¢ © assist in the protection of the importan 05 blis}
therefore, appears to be reo Serious emergency. The only dt‘fclf 1V (m'L (-T-:I A'; l'a"ll’
time to the non-comba.tantsquul‘led e place of refuge to afford sh;llt‘ f3-“12) 'y Ilm 't,
sudden outbreak, until the ' Wl 0 mlgh.r, be surprised in thé neigl lu lOr ?lsbml '
e et th’y ould be relieved and, if necessary bl‘ogixl ;c;l{r :ooP y a
! y of this case j]] SO, ght into Poona.
for erecting inland d © Ilustrates the necessity fo '
Governmegt of Indiaeieriffsv? bOdme distinet principle, s.xzﬁtrinﬁli‘st” IIH_‘OEOtSl;l;
savoure > _ : » whic
887-M.W., dated the 17th S‘ep1‘:eltnbett‘-e(l:f‘;g?}l‘y to lay down in this office letter No.

3. In 1873 two
. proposals
dhur an important fortrgss. I:;Vegi

were to
be connected by two walls enclosing the groun

sta.nd, thus forming a i v t

continug 1 w bo

: oy : us defensl e enclosure | a a

‘ : ; re witk pe imeter o

10,000 ;ya!ds ] eharmfamtenb required for this ];lrge fort Wlas n():,l:,l‘ et(‘d ; In hue

other the Purandhuy ort was to he the Stronghold of the position a.tatjt )\\; i : h
. s an azirgur

was to be partially disma

{ nt]ed. '} arin: 1

PG bF ornancs, including ﬁverl-“he armament in this case was to consist of 27
. ) '

4, lar v
mortars.  Where the garrison wi pounder rifled muzzle-loadin uns and six
against what sort of enemy tj das to come from for manni gglg gt
explained. J the defence on this scale was cor ;1,., t’lwwd e adh
Atemplated, was not

put forward for maki;

WEtHe two-Eorts of Png the position at Puran-

(;lrandhur and Wazirgurh
on which the barracks

4. When these pro
posals were submi
scheme for enclosing the b submitted to the Gov :
g by andg e v ::Ll!‘:]'a?ks by walls connectine i’?l‘r::‘?]tlnent of India, the
Rs. 66,044 ate of the cost wag called foxl n'?h?nd hidusl 15H
;U4 s 18 amounted to

5. The projects were then ref;
5 Y bl ferred to the i
e e R oot ¥ho poited
n; that it shoy) Zirgurn should be selected
emplacem%ntg for three 25-pounder rifled muzzl(i.}:)e (;'e Paired and cleared out, and
recommendations were approved by the Governm ading guuns constructed. These
by the Government of India. entof Bombay aud then accepted

6. The officers who drew up the annual report

ever, a more practical, and as the Government of It?gi the fort‘ in 1831 took, how-
view of the real conditions of the case, and they recc,ma oW think a more sound
should be incurred on the defences, but that the sto mended that no expenditure
be gradaally used up f 35 P : nes of the existi At i

g pragantiy p for building purposes in the stat; Xisting forts should
ably reviewed subsequently‘by the Quartermaster-Gener;’ln.B € case was also
report on the plans and estimates for carrying out the s ombay Army, in his
Committee, in which much the same views were expresse‘g ;gpf’sals of the Defence
but instead of the eventual entire demolition of the existin delP the annual report ;
- mended that a few minor improvements and repairs, in i%cco ;glces, it was recom-
proposals of the Commander-in-Chief, Bombay Army, which mees . ! Certain
Qua.rtem}aster-Gen.eral s report, should be effected wit,h s accompanied the
place easily d_efenmble for a time by a very small garrison eWTtO‘ rendering the
recommendations were accepted by the Government of Indig . hese views and

7. The case has now been acgain reconsidered
and I am to say that the opiniong eg;z ressed in the r:goiz‘eogogfrnment of India,
General, Bom‘pay Army, No. 14.8—3378, dated the 12th Octol):rQll;arPermaster-
proposals of His Excellency the Commander-in-Chief, Bombay, which 81, and the
that report, have still the entire u ppoval of the Government of ilccgmpamed
Governor-General in Council would wish that the work proposed shOu?(;]la. The
now be carried out, if it has not already been done, and the defences maj :h_el'elo're
a fair state of repair, so that they may be fit to serve as a place of refy en l::med in
no armament may be mounted on them. g¢, but that

£ T RO R T § 5T
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No. 1024-M.W.

d to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
the Governor in Council.
* * *

(By Ol‘del'.)
(Signed)  J. E. BROADBENT,
Asst. Secy. to the Gout. of India.

Copy forwarde :
Department, for the information of
* *

S1MLA,
19th October 1883.
A L S

No. 332. From Colonel G. CH ESNEY, Secretary fo the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Seeretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; duted Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1025-M.W.
Defences—Forts.
In continuation of this office letter, No. 1024-M.W., dated 19th October 1883,
and with reference to para. 6(h) of Boml?ay Govm-mne.nt RE‘SOl!‘lthD, No. 1828, of
communicate, for the information of His Excel-

3rd April 1882, [ am directed to : '
ey o he following remarks regarding the fort at Satara.

lency the Governor in Couneil, t
Satara is important from a strategical point of view, com-

2. The position of o Ll :
manding the only main line of commumcatlm'l n that part of the country. Satara
is also important politically, for bort‘h the town and the neighbourhood contain the
potential elements of disorder. The Army Organization Commission of 1879
recommended a normal and compl_llsorjy garrison of two companies of European
infantry and one regiment of Native infantry for the place, which the Govern-
ment of India consider should certainly always be held by European troops. They

of Bombay will concur with them in this view.

believe that the Government : ’
d, being 69 miles from Poona and 120 from Belgaum,

M ition is isolate
3. Therponts by rivers and passes which could easily be held

and separated from these plaf:es - .
for a ti‘me by insurgents 1n time of disturbance. It appears therefore essential

that the small Enropean force which would have to suflice to control the Native

city, keep in check the inhabitants of the surrounding districts, and protect the

civil and non-combatant Europeans and loyal Natlves sl}ould have some strong
hich could be held for a considerable time.

defensive position W e
4. The fort of Satara appears to fulfil many of the conditions for this purpose.
The natural defences are very strong, .and can at small cost be rendered almost
impregnable ; the water-supply 18 sufficient, and could be improved so as to meet
all requirements ; the works command the Poona-Belgaum road, and dominate the
town. These circumstances, and the cgnSl(_iqrat1on in_which the fort is held by
the Mahrattas, point to the strong desirability of making this fort the defensive
position and place of refuge for Sataras notwithstanding a deficiency of accom-
hat it is commanded, though at a distance

: es and stores, and © :
modation for refuge war range; and the Government of India

. 7 ur of the Yavatesh : o
::)}fleigf(())gtay ;;dsffuﬁy r: (:)F:l;d eration of the case adhere to the previous decisions that

this fort shall be putintoa state of defence and maintained in a fair state of

s es may be taken to this end ; also that
5 rest that early measur e taken to this end ; o
all b:;i'ldIinagr:;l tv(;i:llali%% the fort Whgch can be made suitable for habitation or the
receptionv of stores may now be at once taken over and saved from further deterio-

ration. r ik

\ recently been placed under military charge, but the Govern-
Tooa t6(.) fll?]e(’lif:?a]\]rzsno ; nforznationpas to the strength of the guards stationed in it.
The city lies much nearer the fort than the cantonment, 'a,nd is hidden fron} both
the cantonment and civil station by & pur of the fort hill. Under these circum-
stances, it seems questionable whether the fort should be left in charge of a Native
guard only ; and 1 am to suggest, for the consideration of the Government of Bom-
bay, whether, as there is good and suitable accommodation for Europeans within
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the fort, a small detachment of European infantry, to be frequently relieved, might
not with propriety be kept in it.

7. When this point is settled, the question of armament can be dealt with.
It appears probable that some small armament of guns will be necessary, as the
fort will not be a mere place of refuge to afford protection to civilians and
non-combatants for a few days till they can be relieved, but will be permanently
held by a small body of regular troops; and I am to invite the suggestions of the
Government of Bombay on this subject, as to which the Government of India
would observe that the armament should not be such as to invest the place with a
fictitious importance, and make its capture a special object: of attraction. No artil-
lery men will probably be available to man the armament, and therefore rifled
guns, which cannot be worked by untrained men, would not be suitable ; the gar-
rison will be small, and will be generally more useful with the rifle than with guns;
costly emplacements and magazines are out of the question, and the magazine
aiready existing, improved and sub-divided if necessary, may be taken to be the
only accommodation of this kind likely to be available. Mortars are generally
unsuitable for the defence of forts of this description, butin the present case a.few
might prove useful in overawing the city, but generally machine guns appear the
most suitable for these weakly garrisoned places.

No. 1025-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.

* * £ # *
(By Order.)
Sivra, (Signed)  J. E. BROADBENT,

19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 333. From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Goverwment of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1026-M.W.
Defences—Forts.

In continuation of Military Department letter, No. 1025-M.W., dated 19th
October 1883, and with reference to para. 6, clause (k), of Bombay Government
Resolution, No. 1828, dated 3rd April 1882, I am directed to communicate, for the
information of His Excellency the Governor in Council, the following remarks and
conclusions in respect to the fort at Sholapur.

2. In this office letter, No. 798, dated 27th November 1877, the Government
of India decided to keep this fort in fair repair. The reasons which led to this
decision were that Sholapur and Bellary are the only strong places on the long
line from Poona to Madras; that Sholapur has some value in reference to the
Nizam’s dominions ; and that, though only garrisoned by Native infantry, troops
and guns could be easily pushed up from Poona.

3. In 1881, however, the Government of Bombay, in submitting * the annual

: reports on the forts in the Bombay presi-
* No. 2668, dated the 19th May 1881. dency, recommended that the %,olt)-t at

Sholapur be dismantled, and that any funds available be spent on a more compact
fort near the railway. This recommendation was based on the grounds—

‘(i) that the existing fort is too close to the town ;

(ii) that it is at a considerable distance from the railway ;

(1ii) that it is commanded by higher ground ;

(iv) that it is too large ;

(v) that its masounry is bad ; and

(vi) that the towers on which the guns are to be placed require reconstruction,

Minitary Deparryent, 15t Novemser 1883, No. 6187. 13

It had further been decided that it was unnecessary to station any troops,
European or Native, at Sholapur in future.
The reports, with the recommendation of the Bombay Government, were sub-
mitted to the Defence Committee, who concurred in the opinion of the Government
of Bombay; and the Government of
*Military Department No. 1175-C., dated India accordingly sanctioned * the de-
11th November 1881. molition of the fort.

4. The Commander-in-Chief of the Bombay Army, however, on reconsidera=
tion now recommends that the fort be maintained till some work has been erected
to protect the railway station, and to serve as a place of refuge for the civil resi-
dents of the country.

5. The Government of India, however; after full consideration are of opinion
that the last decision arrived at in 1881, viz., that it was not desirable to retain this
fort any longer —a decision concurred in by the Government of Bombay, the Com-
mander-in-Chief of the Bombay Army, the Defence Committee, and His Excellency
the Governor-General in Council—should be adhered to. No troops are likely to
be again stationed at Sholapur, so that 1n case of an éméute the civil residents
would have to rely on themselves alone for safety till they could be relieved and
removed to a place of safety. The fort in the absence of any troops to assist in
its defence is unsuitable for a place of refuge, both on account of its position and
also of its size, which is too great to admit of its being properly guarded by the few
men who would take refuge there.

6. T am to request, therefore, that the fort may now be made over to the
civil authorities, after such measures ha.v_e been carried out as may be deemed
necessary to render the fort incapable of being quickly made defensible against us.
The fort having been thus dismantled, no further expenditure from military funds
should henceforward be incurred for repair or other work connected with it.

No. 1026-M.W,

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of His Excellency the Governor in Council.

* EY * * 3
(By Order.)
SIMIA, (Signed)  J. E. BROADBENT,

19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 334.  From Oolonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Glovernment of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19¢h October 1883, No. 1027-M.W.
Defences—Forts.

Tn continuation of this office letter, No. 1026-M.W., dated the 19th October
1883, and with reference to para. 6 (a) of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1828,
dated the 3rd April 1882, and para. 1 of Bombay Government Resolut.lon, No. _1572,
dated the 28th March 1883, I am directqd to communicate, for the information of
His Excellency the Governor in Council; the following observations regarding
Ahmedabad. 1 g by 3 anlht b

A decided+ that a first-class ordnance depdt shall be maintaine
alycainin 4 at Ah_medabad, and a scheme for con-
ot of India. Military Department, Structing a fortl{ie@ enclosure to contain
: Golzlri.mb’[gg?d;)tednthlgjl 4t}1]§:‘)};em(§:ar 1876.’ the necessary buildings and which would
t Government of India, Public Works Depart- also serve as a place _ of ref}xge was
. ment, No. 612-M.W., dated the 1st Octo- approved } in 1880 and is now in course
ber 1880, addressed to the Government of of execution. There can be no question
Bombay, Public Works Department. _that these works, when completed, shall

be maintained.
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3. All requirements as regards defences at Ahmedab i
the old fort or G.lliCOWH:I".S Haveli, will no longer be r;ilgég t;]floups s met, and
purpose. From its position, and also being without any armament ?‘Ty military
be a source of danger either to the new fortified position or to cantor’l1 wr B
ts removal would cost a considerable sum. The Government of Indi m}:zn!;s, s
fore no objection to the Guicowar’s Haveli being handed over to th{; f“'? S
rities as it stands, to be used either as a jail or for any other pur civil autho-
may be adapted. PRREOe IO ROoH

No. 1027-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secr
8 ' Secretary to the Government of Madra ili
Department, for the information of His Excellency the Governor in S(,)oll\llrilitlary
* * * * ;
*

(By Order.)

19th 0822”2‘5‘27 1883 (Signed)  J. E. BROADBENT
: dsst. Secy. to the Goot. of ’[mh'a.

No. 335. FProm Colonel G. CHESN
4 s NEY, Seeretary to the Governmen
]‘gl‘,l[l,m'f/ Department, to the Secretary to the G('n'ern,mmlzt Ilnfo‘{[‘,’,]n]dm’
Military Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1028- MMILI:W’

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office 1 N
1 etter, No. 1027.N >

3888, and wifli: vofsrence to para, 7(s) of B,(Y)‘I\II':‘V.’GdatLd the 19th October
No. 1828, dated the 3rd April 1882, I 'Lm/dif‘ectedué(;&gom overnment Resolution,

. e y L@ m ate <8
mation of His Excellency the Governor in Council, the followtligl(,L Et,t’ f(?r tho nlet.
clusions regarding Surat Castle. g remarks and con-

2. The castle has been in civil 1

_ charge since 1862, and contai ivi
l(;or'ds_ and trei;x.sury ; the service ammunition of the Native infantr;lxr'](irit}rl]%nilyd lre-
be_pt 1r(11 1ft. But the works are not maintained in good repair, the g 1? ?‘L 80
eing defective, and the whole is protected only by a guard COl’]Si"L'g( f Speciaily

dar and ten rank and file. sting of one havil.

3. The known turbulence of the inhabi :

: 3 : ! ¢ » inhabitants of Surat, which g

1879. showed itself in serlous riots and necessitated the occupation o fotﬁic?tlly as
considerable force bZ Native troops, the important bridge, and the large ;istle in
British subjects and Europeans in the neighbourhood, render it desirable gth ::ch “
silouldﬂbe isiand uplai:e 0? refuge at Surat; and the castle, from its poqit{;ortl; erg
strength, as well also from its historic associations, se ; ; .
Purpgse. : » Seems well adapted for this

4. I am to say, therefore, that the Government of Indi

: C : ndia are of opini

th’?’ ;aStle of dSu{'lat ls(;u;)uld ?e maintained in a fair state of repair agglill?; tt}:ﬁxt
military guard should be of sufficient strength to prev 4 -
to a sudden attack. 3 prevent any chance of success

5. As a consequence of this conclusion, t

. As A ' sion, the actual defences must be i

to be in military charge, the military authorities being responsible that ai?{]zliifej'gxd
and disrepair of the WO.I‘kS' 18 duly brought to notice.. The rest of the ca'y tIL 20
remain, as at present, in civil charge. Stle may

6. The castle being merel
4y Armmennt, g ely kept up as a place of refuge seems not to need
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No. 1028-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of His Excellency the Governor in Council.
* ¥* * * *

(By Order.)

(Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

SIMLA,
Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

19¢h October 1883.

No. 336. From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Military
Department ; dated Svmla, 19¢h October 1883, No. 1029-M. W,

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1028-M.W., dated 19th October 1883
and with reference to para. 7(d) of Bombay Government Resolution, No. tioe
dated the 3rd April 1882, I am directed to state, for the information of His Excel-
lency the Governor in Council, that the Government of India concur in the opinion
that the fort at Bhuj must be retained according to treaty with the Rao of Cutch
uld, however, be limited to that absolutely necessary to kee;;

Expenditure on it sho
and no armament should be placed in the fort.

the place from decay,

No. 1029-M. W.

rded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military Depart-

formation of His Excellency the Governor in Council.
* * * *

Copy forwa

ment, for the in
*

(By Order.)

(Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

SMrA,
Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

19th October 1883.

From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Military
Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1030-M.W. :

No. 337.

Defences—Forts:

In continuation o
1883, and with reference to para.

£ this office letter, No. 1029-M.W., dated the 19th October
7(b) of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1828,

dated the 3rd April 1882, I am directed to state, for the information of His
Excellency the Governor in Council, that the Government of India approve of the
fort at Siwri, near Bombay, continuing to be used as a powder magazine. It should,

however, be no longer classed as a fort or place of refuge.

No. 1030-M.W.
Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Goverhment of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of His Excellency the Governor in Council.
* * * * *
(By Order-)

(Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

SIMLA,
Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

19th October 1883.

b=t

o

NI o

“
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3 No. 338.  From COolonel (. CHESNEY, .Seoretary g'p ;She Government of India,
- ay - Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
S tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1031-M. W,
Defences—Forts. b

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1030-M.W., dated 19th October 1883,
~ and with reference to para. 7 (¢) of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1828,
~ dated the 3rd April 1882, I am directed to state, for the information of His Excel-
s jemy the Governor in Council, that the Government of India concur in the opinion
 that the fort of Sion, being of no importance, and being far off from Bombay, and
too small to serve as a place of refuge, should not be retained as a fort. It may
be transferred to the civil authorities, if no longer required for any military purpose,
after being so far dismantled that it could not be occupied by any hostile force.

Lo

No. 1031-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secreté.ivy to the Government of Madras, Military
- Department, for the information of the Governor in Council. :

. ¥ 1 * * *
.. Ay ~(By Order.)
Sniwa, ~ (Signed) J. E. BROADBEN
19th October 1883. : {ued) T,

Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 339. OrpER THEREON, 15th November 1883, No. 6187,

. Communicated for the information of Hig Excellency the Commander-in-
Chief and the In pector-General of Ordnance, in continuation of Proceedings of
Government, No. 5396, dated 5th October 1883,

5, (True Extract.)
- w7 ~ (Signed)  E. L. HANKIN, Colonel,
5 _ Secretary to Government.
T \

To the Quarter Master General.

g or-General of Ordnance, 1

el hoWBrkS‘ Department, ; X
¥ g ;

.5  Adjutant-General, for information. :

¢!
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MILITARY.

To

Tee QUARTER MASTER GENERAL,
&c., &eo., &c.

Dated November, 15th.
Issued

Recd. Enel.,

G.0., 15th November 1883, No. 6187,
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Nos. 324—339.

Defences—Forts,

Correspondence containin i

: g the views of th
Government of India as to the future mainte?
nance of the several defensive works in the Boms

bay presidency, ¢ i
) Y, communicated to de
concerned, partments

s

»

il At

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

MILITARY DEPARTMENT.

PPUSESIESE— L,

15th November 1883, No. 6187.
Defences—Forts,

Read the following papers :(—

No. 324. From Colonel @, CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Military
Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1017-M. W.

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 887-M.W., dated 17th September
1883, and with reference to para. 6(m) of Bombay Government Resolution,
No. 1828, dated 3rd April 1882, I am directed to communicate, for the information
of His Excellency the Governor in Council, the following remarks regarding the
Fort of Asirgarh, together with the views of the Government of India as to the
future maintenance of this fort.

9. The Fort of Asirgarh was formerly regarded as the key of the Deccan, and
oceupying, as it does, the only depression in the Lalpura Range, and being prac-
tically impregnable, it was of very great Importance. It does not, however,
command the railway, which ig of more importance than the road, and it is too
small to contain a garrison of such strength as to be able to send out a force to
act in the open country in the neighbourhood ; so that even if other considera-
tions did not forbid any large force being locked up in such a position as this fort
occupies, the fort has ceased to be of much importance in_a military point of view,
and cannot exercise any material influence In serious military operations in the
future.

3. But the fort retains a good deal of 1ts ancient prestige among the natives
of Central India, and the possession of it 18 Eher'efore of some political importance ;
it also proved a safe place of refuge in 1857-58 for the families of some European
officials, and might again prove of service in the same way to Railway officials and
their families and other officials of the district whose duties might require them to
remain at their posts till possibly their retreat was cut off, For these reasons the
fort should be kept up, but as a place of refuge only.

4. The proposals made up to date regarding this fort will now be considered
in the light of the foregoing remarks.

5. In 1873, a Committee reported on Asirgarh and recorded their opinion that
54 rifled guns (40-20-12 and 6-pounders) ?md_ two 10-inch howitzers mounted in
position, with 14 mortars (10-inch and 63-1nch), a battery of 6-pounders, two
batteries of mountain guns, and a battery of mitrailleuses, "for general defensive
purposes, was ‘“the smallest possible armament suitable for the defence of the
works,” and they recommended 72 rifled guns and four 10-inch howitzers in posi-
tion, and an additional battery of mountain guns and of mitrailleuses for general
purposes ; they recommend also some 7" B.L.R.guns, if procurable.

S
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. mmit, St
1 garrison battery of Artillery, tee, consist
2 companies of European Infantry,

2 ¥ of Native Infantry,

which must, on any threatening of war, be at once increased to—

2 garrison batteries of Royal Artillery,
3 companies of European Infantry,

1 wing of Native Infantry,

4 company of Sappers and Miners,

but for thoroughly efficient defence the garrison should be—

2 garrison batteries of Royal Artillery,

1 field battery of Royal Artillery,

$ battalion of European Infantry,

1 2 of Native Infantry,

1 company of Sappers and Miners.
These proposals necessarily carried with them proposals to constr
magazines, store rooms, emplacements, &c., on a very extensive sca
to costly repairs and additions to the existing works.

7. The proceedings of this Committee of 1873 are a striking instance of the
way in which the considerations which should be kept in view in dealing with such
matters are often completely lost sight of.

8. Practically no action was taken on this report, and, in 1879, another report
was received through the Chief Commissioner, Central Provinces, regarding the
armament of Asirgarh, on which the plans and estimates for remodelling the fort,
were being prepared by Captain Jenner, R.li. The total number of guns of posi-
tion recommended was 28, of which 11 were $¢-pounder R.M.L. guns, with a
reserve of two 40-pounder R.M.L. guns, two 8” or 10” mortars, and two gatiing'
guns.

9. Subsequently a further reduction of the proposed armament was suggested
by Lieutenant-Colonel Stocker, R.A., and was approved by the General Officer
Commanding the Mhow Division. The armament, according to this scheme, was to
consist of —

uet barracks,
le, in addition

8 §i-pounder R.M.L. guns,
4 10" mortars,
2 61" M.L.R. howitzers,

10. Finally, in February 1882, the Defence Committee, after Brigadier-
General Leslie, R.A., Inspector-General of Artillery, one of the members of the
Committee, had been able to visit Asirgarh, submitted their recommendations.
General Leslie reported that ¢ the place is impregnable ; absolutely so if held by a
few infantry; and that mounting large and powerful guns on the works would
only be wasting good money and shutting up troops who might be more usefyl]
employed elsewhere. The artillery should be reduced to the lowest possible limits,”
which he considered to be two metrailleuses and six heavy guns, ’

11. The Defence Committee accepted the views of General
mended that the armament should consist of—
2 40-pounder R.M.L. or B.L. guns on travelling carriages,
4 12-pounder R.B.L. guns with limbers complete,
and that certain works should be carried out for improving tho stéte of the
defences and providing casemated cover for men, stores, ammunition g
existing tykhanas. » QC.,

12. These recommendations for the armament and re
Asirgarh were approved by the Government of India,
them out was called for,

13. In 1881, the Government of India sanctioned Rs,
existing defences to render them secure against a sudden

Leslie and recom-

modolliqg of the Fort at
and a project for carrying

25,000 for repairs to
ush, or escalade, but
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the work was deferred by the local administration, and Rs. 20,000 of the sum
allotted was re-appropriated to other purposes.

14. During the current year also a project for constructing an improved
entrance road to the fort, to cost Rs. 17,700, has been sanctioned, but no funds
have yet been allotted for the work.

15. On this review of the case, the conclusions which the Government of
India have come to are as follows :(—

The fort should be put into a state of repai.r which shal} render it secure
against sudden attack, or escalade, so as to make it safe and suitable as a place of

refuge. .
The new entrance road should be constructed when funds can be provided.
No guns should be mounted in the fort, but the following armament shall

be kept in store on travelling carriages ready to be removed to any point where
they may be required :—
4 12-pounder R.B.L. guns.

2 machine guns. .
The magazines and store rooms required to be provided by improvements to
existing tykhanas.

16. The repairs to existing defences to render them storm-proof is, I am to
say, the most urgent of the works required, and should be undertaken without

unnecessary delay.

No. 1017-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Counecil.

* * * * *
(By Order.)
SivraA, ' (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

19th October 1883. Asst, Secy. to the Govt. of India.

From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Dépa'rlment ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1018-M. W.

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1017-M. W., dated 19th October 1883,
and with reference to para. 6(j) of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1828,
dated 3rd April 1882, I am directed to convey the following remarks and the
conclusions of the Government of India regarding the Fort at Ahmadnagar.

2. Ahmadnagar is no longer an ordnance depdt, and the Army Reorganiza-
tion Commission contemplated the entire Withdrawal of the troops from the place.
The Defence Committee, under these circumstances, recommend that nothing should
be spent on the repairs of the fort, and that, on the withdrawal of the troops, the
walls should be breached and the ditch filled up at certain points so as to render
it incapable of defence.

3. There is, however, no immediate prospect of the troops being withdrawn
from Ahmadnagar ; and even if the troops ‘were w.lthdrawn, there 'WOI%ld remain a
considerable body of European and Eurasian residents connected with the eivil
government and the railway, &ec., with a number of pensioners and_others, who
usually settle near a cantonment and would prpbably remain even if th'e troops
were withdrawn. The position of Ahmadnagar 18 Ssomewhat isplated noththsta:nd-
ing that a railway now runs past it. The Government of India therefore consider
that a place of refuge should be maintained there. :

No. 325.
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4. The old fort, though too large to answer perfectly fop thi i
nevertheless in many ways very suitable. The walls are lofty anq IS purpose, is
there is a good ditch with masonry counterscarp ; the flank défence s g(-)o.d order ;
there is a clear glacis round the place. The fort also containg 5 nuls ‘ffh"‘e?t, and
ings suitable for accommodating refugees, and a good magazine, ag vr;;ner of build-
ous recesses in the ramparts, which could be easily converted in aS numer-

. 5 : : to
zines, The fort is also suitably situated between the city and o °¥Pense maga.

: antonments.
5. The Fort of Ahmadnagar should therefore be maint

ained ag 5 ]
refuge, and such works as are necessary to place and maintai s ut

e, In it in .
condition should now be carried out.  defensible
6. The armament for the fort should be suited to its function ag 5 place of
refu.ge only, and should consist of a few machine and light field pieces. The fol
lowing armament is accordingly sanctioned :— .
4 12-pounder R.B.L, guns,

2 machine guns,

The smooth-bore ordnance, with their stores at present in the fort, should be
removed to the nearest arsenal.

7. The above armament is sanctioned for so long as the cantonment may con.

tinue to be occupied by European troops. If these are withdrawn, the scale of
armament must be reconsidered,

No. 1018-M.W.

. Copy forwarded to the Government of Madras, Military Department, for the
information of the Governor in Council.

% * * * *
(By Order.)
SimrLa, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 326. . Fo'oon Colonel G, CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mil;.
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1019-M. V.

Defences—Forte.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1018-M.W., dated 19th October 1883,
and with referemce to para, 6(:) of Bombay Government Resolution, No, 1898
dated 3rd April 1882, 1 am directed to communicate, for the information of the

Governor in Council, the following remarks and conculsions of the Government of
India regarding the Fort at Belgaum.

2. Belgaum is not an important strategical position, and there is no arsenal
there now; and, in accordance with the principle of our military policy, that ag
large a part as possible of the army should be kept available to take the field, it is
not desirable to maintain defences there on a scale to require a considerable ,body
of troops to man them. Nor does it appear necessary to provide against a formal
attack by a well-organized and powerful enemy. Viewed in the light of these con-
siderations, the proposals of the Defence Committee, submitted in 1880 and 1881
which were approved by the Goyernment of India, appear to be in excess of the
requirements, and the acceptance of these proposals conveyed in this office letter
No. 1164-C. (Defences—Forts), dated 4th November 1881, is therefore cancelled,

3. There is, however, g large garrison at Belgaum, which, if required to take
the field, would be obliged to leaye jnvalids and non-combatants behind, Belgaum
is also the head-quarters of g distriet, with a considerable number of ¢ivi] officials
besides. the miscellaneous unofficial Europeans and Eurasiang always to be found’
settled near a large cantonment ang civil station.

MititarY Deparrvent, 15ma Novemser 1883, No. 6187, 5
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4. The position of Belgaum is too isolated to admit of these being removed to
a place of safety. It is therefore necessary to maintain a place of refuge. o
5. The fort is well suited for this, though on too large a scale, 31;(1 1t shon
therefore be maintained in a state of repair, but as a place of refuge only. :
6. The following works should be carried out as funds become a.Yallable —
(i) Repairs absolutely necessary to the ramparts and ditch.
(ii) Improvements to the flank defence.
(iii) Provision of drawbridges. : i
i i i cis
7. It is now impossible, except at great cost, to provide a proper glacis;
strict measures sbou{)d be taken to prevent any further encroachment being made,
or cover erected. : : ; Nt
8. The armament of the fort should comprise no heavy guns of s
should con(:;isb of field and machine guns. ~The following armament is accordingly
sanctioned :—

4 12-pounder B.L.R. guns,
4 machine guns.

No. 1019-M.-W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the G.overnmept of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.

#* * * * *
(By Order.)
Siyra, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

A From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of Ind.z'a‘,
s Militalr(;/ Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th Uctober 1883, No. 1020-M.W.

Defences—Forts.

tinuation of this office letter, No. 1019-M.W., dated 19th October 1883,
and v{r?tlioll'le;erence to para. 6(c) of Bombay Governmen? Resolut.:lon, No._1828, of
Srd April 1882, I am directed to communicate, for the information of His Excel-
lency tphe Governor in Council, the following remarks regarding the Fort at Neemuch.

i i ir opinion * under the
1880, the Defence Committee reported that in their opinion “un t
resezn.t Igr at any rate the probable future, conditions of Neemuch, the retention
gf the e'xisting fort is unnecessary and inexpedient, and thab”the defence of :}ﬁe
railway station is all that need be arranged for at this place.” In this view the
Government of India concurred.

3. But a committee of local officers assembled to report on the defence of tcllle
railwa:y station showed that this would be very difficult, while the fort was aljxf-e:h y
there, and admirably suited to the requirements of the case. The re.pi)lrishof 5 18
committee was submitted to the Defence Committee, and this body, Wlthﬁ e 12 er
information before them as to the conditions fOfbtbe plag_e])g dgcldeg ;}J;; t oef eg;ug]eg

8 i
fort is the only place at Neemuch capable © dei'r}bg utilised a t
tely deserted, and its reten-
They also stated that- Neemuch should not be delibera _
tionyin troublous times would be of imporzznl(;:.prt;l}‘)};iida::o:gl;ﬁlg; I;'gi::aflggnéieeﬁ
t the fort be maintained, the bastions € .
tglila;ls, a;d provision made for storage of supplies and for 1,200 rounds of ammuni

: for six guns ; in peace time .the fort to be
cln o, e e, o 207 sounts 8 QU L it o
DiEE. 3 SRR il in their No. 228, of 23rd September

work required were given in further detmter, No. 948.M.W., dated 5th October

1882, forwarded to you with this office leb
1882.
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4. For the armament of this fort the Com . :
mends two rifled heavy field guns and two 8 moIr]']t:?der.m-Chlef’ Bombay, recom-

9. The whole case has now been again careful] i
that the Government of India conside% that, whe{hggn:ﬁergi' and T am to state
withdrawn or not, a place of refuge ought to be maintained aléoi)\?an garrison is
walls of the fort are strong and have given eemnch. The

- : practical proof of
aﬁ'ord against troops possessing only smooth-bore guns}; the “)va::re
cient, and there is accommodation for a considerable quantity of Sto.

the other hand, the position at the railway station is defective ;
defence. The place of refuge should therefore be the exist';in; ;"grltn

6. The measures suggested by the Defence Committee se
B ‘eem al :
and I am to request that?chey may be now carried into effect, 1 thatars required,

7. As regards the armament of the fort, the Government of Indi
sider that proposed by His Excellency the Commander-in-Chief, Borlxlﬂ;aa d(;l;mt e
suitable, and they approve of the following :— ¥ altogether
2 12-pounder B.L.R. guns,
2 machine guns,

which is accordingly sanctioned.

Security they
supply is suffi-
res; while, on
any respects for

No. 1020-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Mad
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.
* * i #

(By Order.)

SivLA, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,
19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

ras, Military
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No. 328. From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to-the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1021-M. W,

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1020-M.W., dated 19th October 1883,
and with reference to para. 6(b) of Bombay Government. Resolution, No. 1828, of
3rd April 1882, I am directed to communicate the following remarks and the deci-
sion of the Government of India regarding the defences for Ajmere and Nusseera-
bad. These have been considered together, the latter place being only 15 miles
from Ajmere, and connected with it by railway.

2. Ajmere occupies a strategical position of some importance, being situated
in the middle of Rajputana at a railway junction. It is also of importance as bein
the head-quarters of the Rajputana State Railway, with important w orkshops,
stores, &e. It is also the seat of the chief civil authority in Rajputana. Ajmere,
therefore, is a point which should be made secure against any attempt likely to be
made upon it.

3. But Ajmere is far removed from any probable scene of operations against a
well-equipped and disciplined enemy; the only broops against whom it would be
reasonable at the present time to take precautions in this part of the country are
such ag would be raised in that neighbourhood, ill-trained and badly equipped, who
at the utmost, could only bring smooth-bBore guns against it : :

4. Nusseerabad is only 15 miles distant and connected wit
It becomes a question, under these circumstances, if it be dec;

sive works are necessary, whether they should be at Ajmere
both places.

h Ajmere by railway.
ded that some defen.
or N usseerabad, or at

s it \;"‘"
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5. If the troops at Nusseerabad were never likely to be withdrawn from the
neighbourhood of Ii&jmere, their presence, \zn.th the yolunteers at AJII]:};‘G 1tlseli,
might probably be relied on to prevent any rising at Ajmere or attack on the place.

6. But, as is stated in para. 10 of this department letter, No. 88.7-M.W].§, of
17th September last, it should always be a prlnclple of our military policy tod eep
as large a part as possible of the army avaglable to take the field. In accgr anc}?
with this principle, the arrangements at Ajmere and Nusseerabad should d.e suc
as to admit of all or nearly all the troops at Nusseerabad being moved tg a IStaln’C?
with a minimum of risk to the persons and property left behind. This involves
the construction of defences at one or both plac;e;. R o

. ovide defences at both places would, no doubt, add to the security o
both7pla,1<‘:gsl,)%rovided the defences c%uld be aglequately manned. But this cou%g
not be done without interfering with the mobility of the regular troops. It woul
divide the defenders, and decrease their power of active defence, on which f;]l}feﬁr
supplies and eventual safety would largely depend, and it would increase ﬁhe ld] b‘
culty of relief. The Government of India therefore consider that there should be
but one defensive position for Ajmere and N uSSeer'apa,d. '

8. The question which then remains for decmqn, whether this should be at
Ajmere or Nusseerabad, admits of little doubt. In time of troublTe the workshops,
&e., at Ajmere would be of greater value than the buildings at Nusseerabad ; the
voll’mteers who would constitute the main defer_lce live at AJmerg ; anq AJ.mex.'e as
the seat of the civil administration and thfa capltq,l .town.of a British d1st1'1cf: is by
far the more important place. The defensive position will therefore be at Ajmere.

9. The nature and extent of the works have now to be considered.

: i i he civilians and
5 biects to be attained are to provide a place of refuge for ¢
o élz)lllsb(;t';nts of Ajmere and its neighbourhood ; to secure the railway workshops,
stores. &e.. from destruction ; and, if possible, to maintain control over the city
3 |

and environs of Ajmere. i

10. A regular siege is not contemplated, but a sudden attack by an ur}dlscx-

plined ;anemy against whom it would be necessary to hold out until the arrival of
)

re}lefil. The defenders who can be relied on are about 150 railway volunteers, a
few European infantry unfit for active servicein the field, and a few civilians, in all
50 to 300 men.

perhaigs 2:(;012:31 committee, assembled under the orders of _t—he L'ieutenant-Geneml
Comma.nding the Mhow Division, has recommended a series of degacl']edh W};)rks,
enclosing an area of some six or seven square miles, with the native city int 3 heart
of the enclosed area. These proposals seem beyond the range of practical discus-
sion, and will not be further referred to. :

13.- The Defence Committee, whose report 18 enclosed, reqommel}d_ that tlll)e
railway workshops and storehouse be selected as the essential .pOSlt-}IIO’ilt to éa
defbndsd wudfuf il ot Fels ) GO T

ies be constructed ; »

:}tl?':zg;;ggg-yfgfo?:i?l?ouses be erected. Th?Y re"{o{nmend _that the masonri Worl-(ks
should be carried out at once, and also that & definite project for the eart WOT‘d S
barricades, &c., to complete the defences, should be prepared z;lndd li_ept ready-.
Taragarh, they consider, should not be accepted as an element in the de ence,

14. These recommendations are approved '_Q.Y thet(i‘(r{wer(lllmelzﬁ ot;fhl;'ldlas. o

. The Defen mmittee will now beé requested to depute their Se y

to co,];;:ider the.es Ub(jzctcgn thesiotih consultation with thg local Ml?tar};; Pub{;c
Works and Railway authorities, and then to submit a definite P"OJQ,‘;; %1,' t (:anor E
required, which will be afterwards worked out 1n detail in the Fortification Branc
of the Office of the Inspector-General of Military Works.

16. The Fort of Taragarh should be maintained only as a sanitarium for the
British troops at Nusseerabad. '
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No. 1021-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Couneil.
* * * * *

(By Order.)

Stura, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,
19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 329. From Colonel (. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the President of the Defence Committee ; dated
Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1022-M. W. ;
Defences—Forts.

With reference to your letter, No. 177, dated 19th September 1883, I am
directed to forward, for information of the Committee, a copy of this department
letter, No. 1021-M.W., of this date, addressed to the Government of Bombay regard-
ing the defences of Ajmere.

2. It will be observed that the Government of India have accepted the general
proposals of the Defence Committee on this subject.

3. 1 am now to request that the Secretary to the Defence Committee may be
directed to visit Ajmere during the ensuing cold weather to confer with the
Officer Commanding at Nusseerabad, the Secretary to the Agent to the Governor-
General, Rajputana, and the Manager, Rajputana State Railway, and to study the
subject on the spot ; and that the Committee will then submit a definite project for
the works required, which can afterwards be worked out in detail and estimated in
the fortification branch of the office of the Inspector-General of Military Works.

4. I am, in conclusion, to remind the Committee of the absolute necessity of
a most careful study of economy in their proposals, as in this way only will it be
practicable to set about the construction of the works with reasonable speed, and
to ask that the Secretary may be instructed accordingly.

No. 1022-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.

. ¥ * * *
(By Order.)

SturaA, (Signed)  J. E. BROADBENT,
19¢4 Oetober 1883. ‘ Asst. Becy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 330. From Colonel @, CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1023-M.,
Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1021-M.W., dated the 19th October
1883, and with reference to para. 6(n) of Bombay Government Resolution, No.
1828, dated the 3rd April 1882 I am directed to convey, for the information of
the Governor in Council, the following observations and orders relating to the
fort at Hyderabad, Sind.

Hyderabad was the former capital of the Amee;rs of Sipd, and has still a
certain amount of prestige attaching to it. It is still the chief town of a large

Miuitary DeparT™ENT, 15TH NoveEmser 1883, No. 6187. 9

district on the left bank of the Indus; it is & centre of the roads of that part of
the country, the head-quarters of a large collectorate, of survey and canal estab-
lishments ; the district, moreover, of which it is the capital is cut off from the
railway by a great unbridged river, and is very inaccessible to troops from other
directions. For these reasons Hyderabad will probably always have a garrison of
some strength.

But, on the other hand, it could not become a point of strategical importance
in great military operations, which would have to be held by a considerable body
of troops ; its garrison would in such a case either be withdrawn to more important
positions elsewhere, or would, if the country round were disturbed, be acting
against the local insurgents in the open. -

Hyderabad therefore falls into the class of places, where, if any defences
are constructed at all, they will take the form of “ places of refuge” [see para. 2
(IV) of this department letter No. 887-M.W. of 17th September 1883].

2. In January 1878 it was decided that, as soon as the ordnance stores in the
fort had been removed, the fort should be entirely done away with, and no
proposal was made to construct any other place of refuge. But on reconsideration
the Government of India are of opinion that, In view of the circumstances set forth
above, and that there will always be a considerable number of civilians and non-
combatants at Hyderabad, whom it might be 1mpossible to remove at once to a
place of safety on the occurrence of an outbreak when the troops of the garrison
were required to move out into the open country, a place of refuge should be
maintained at Hyderabad.

3. The efficiency and value of the fort there as a place of refuge was prac-
tically demonstrated in 1857. The condition of the works is such that, though
useless against a disciplined enemy provided with artillery, they would be almost
impregnable to an enemy without artillery, and they can be maintained in service-
able condition without great expense. The fort also contains sufficient accom-
modation to shelter a large number of persons, and to contain the necessary stores
of all kinds ; it appears, therefore, suitable as a place of refuge, notwithstanding
its position closely adjoining the town.

4. I am accordingly to say that the Government of India concur in the
recommendation of His Excellency the Commander-in-Chief, Bombay Army, which
is understood to be endorsed by the Government of Bombay, to retain the fort as a
place of refuge. But they consider that no large expenditure should be incurred
upon it and no armament provided for it.

NO. 1023‘M-W0

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.

* « * * *
(By Order.)
Simra, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

19th October 1883, Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No.331.  From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Seorctary lo the Go:ﬁf}mgmt e,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Lombay, Mil-
tary De.;)artfr)wnt . datea Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1024-M.W.

Defences—Forts. er, No. 1023-M.W., dated the 19th October

In continuation of this office lett ‘ A . 4
1883, and with reference to para. 7 (a) of Bombay Government Resolution, No.
1828, dated the 3rd April 1882, I am directed to convey the following remarks re-

garding the defences at Purandhur for the information of the Governor in Council,
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| Purandhur is a sanitarium situated about 20 miles from Poona, a station
which must always be held in force, The place is not of any special value or im-
portance either from its position or past history, and its garrison of invalids would
unquestionably be withdrawn to assist in the protection of the important establish-
ments at Poona in the case of serious emergency. The only defensive work which,
therefore, appears to be required is a place of refuge to afford shelter for a short
time to the non-combatants who might be surprised in the neighbourhood by a
sudden outbreak, until they could be relieved and, if necessary, brought into Poona.
2. The history of this case illustrates the necessity for referring every proposal
for erecting inland defences to some distinct principle, such as those ‘Which the
Government of India endeavoured vecently to lay down in this office letter No.
887-M.W., dated the 17th September 1883.

3. Ip 1873 two proposals were put forward for making the position at Puran-
dhur an important fortress, In one the two forts of Purandhur and Wazirgurh
were to be connected by two walls enclosing the ground on which the barracks
stand, thus forming a continuous defensive enclosure with a perimeter of about
10,000 yards ; the armament required for this large fort was not stated. In the
other the Purandhur fort was to be the stronghold of the position, and Wazirgurh
was to be partially dismantled. The armament in this case was to consist of 27
pieces of ordnance, including five s#4-pounder rifled muzzle-loading guns and six
mortars.  Where the garrison was to come from for manning these guns, or
against what sort of enemy the defence on this scale was contemplated, was not
explained.

4. When these proposals were submitted to the Government of India, the
scheme for enclosing the barracks by walls connecting Purandhur and Wazirgurh
was preferred, and an estimate of the cost was called for. This amounted to
Rs. 66,044,

5. The projects were then referred to the Defence Committee, who pointed
out the unsuitability of both, and recommended that Wazirgurh should be selected
as a keep to the whole position ; that it should be repaired and cleared out, and
emplacementg for three 25-pounder rifled muzzle-loading guns constructed. These
recommendations were approved by the Government of Bombay and then accepted
by the Government of India.

6. The officers who drew up the annual report on the fort in 1831 took, how-
ever, a more practlca!, and as the Government of India now think a more sound,
view of thg real conditions of the case, and they recommended that no expenditure
should be incurred on the defences, but that the stones of the existing forts should
be gmdga]ly used up for building purposes in the station. The case was also
ably reviewed subsequently by the Quartermaster-General, Bombay Army, in his
report on the plans and estimates for carrying out the proposals of the Defence
Committee, in which much the same views were expressed as in the annual report ;
but instead of the eventual entire demolition of the existing defences, it was recom-
mended that a few minor improyements and repairs, in accordance with certain
proposals of the Commander-in-Chijef, Bombay Army, which accompanied the
Quartermaster-General’s report, should be effected with a view to rendering the
place easily defensible for a time by a very small garrison. These views and
recommendations were accepted by the Government of India,

7. The case has now been again reconsidered by the Government of India,
and I am to say that the opiniong expressed in the report of the Quartermaster-
General, Bombay Army, No. 14.8—3378, dated the 12th October 1881, and the
proposals of His Excellency the Commander-in-Chief, Bombay, which accompanied
that report, have still the entire approval of the Government of India. The
Governor-General in Council would wish that the work proposed should therefore
now be carried out, if it has not already been done, and the defences maintained in
a fair state of repair, so that they may be fit to serve as a place of refuge, but that
no armament may be mounted on them.
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No. 1024-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.

¥ * * * *
(By Order.)
S1MLA, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

19(h October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

From Colenel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Seeretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1025-M.1W.

No. 332.

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1024-M.W., dated 19th October 1883,
and with reference to para. 6(h) of Boml.)ay Governme'nt Resolption, No. 1828, of
3rd April 1882, I amn directed to communicate, for the information of His Excel-
lency the Governor in Council, the following remarks regarding the fort at Satara.

2. The position of Satara is important fI‘(_)m a strategical point of view, com-
manding the only main line of communication in that Pal'b'of the country. Satara
is also important politically, for both the town apd th.e n?lghbourhood contain the
potential elements of disorder. The Army Organization Commission of 1879
recommended a normal and compulsory garrison of two companies of European
infantry and one regiment of Native infantry for the place, which the Govern-
ment of India consider should certainly always be held by European troops. They
believe that the Government of Bombay will concur with them in this view.

3. The position is isolated, being 69 miles from Poona and 120 from Belgaum,
and separated from these places by rivers and passes which could easily be held
for a time by insurgents in time of disturbance. It appears therefore essential
that the small Enropean force which would have to suffice to control the Native
city, keep in check the inhabitants of the surround.mg districts, and protect the
civil and non-combatant Huropeans and loyal Natlves should have some strong
defensive position which could be held for a considerable time.

4. The fort of Satara appears to fulfil many of the conditions for this purpose.
al defences are very strong, and can at small cost be rendered almost
water-supply is sufficient, and could be improved so as to meet
the works command the Poona-Belgaum road, and dominate the
mstances, and the consu_i(?ratlg)n n yvhich the fort is held by
ng desirability of making this fort the defensive
position and place of refuge for Satara, notwithstanding a deficiency of accom-
modation for refugees and stores, and that 1t 18 commanded, though at a distance
of 3,000 yards, by a spur of the Yavateshwar range; and the Government of India
therefore on full reconsideration of the case 2 here to the previous decisions that
this fort shall be put into a state of defence and maintained in a fair state of

repair. :
% to si est that early measures may be taken to this end , also that
P h{ch can be made suitable for habitation or the

all buildings within the fort w ]
reception %f stores may now be at once taken over and saved from further deterio-

ration. .
6. The fort has recently been placed under military charge, but the Govern-
ment of India have no information as to the strength of the guards stationed in it.
The city lies much nearer the fort than the cantonment, and is hidden from both
the cantonment and civil station by a spur of the fort hill. .Under these circum--
stances, it seems questionable whether the fort should be left in charge of a Native
guard only ; and I am to suggest, for the consideration of the Government of Bom-
bay, whether, as there is good and suitable accommodation for Europeans within

The natur
impregnable ; the
all requirements ;
town. These circu
the Mahrattas, point to the stro
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the fort, a small detachment of European infantry, to be frequently relieved, might
not with propriety be kept in it.

7. When this point is settled, the question of armament can be dealt with.
It appears probable that some small armament of guns will be necessary, as the
fort will not be a mere place of refuge to afford protection to civilians and
non-combatants for a few days till they can be relieved, but will be permanently
held by a small body of regular troops ; and I am to invite the suggestions of the
Government of Bombay on this subject, as to which the Government of India
would observe that the armament should not be such as to invest the place with a
fictitious importance, and make its capture a special object of attraction. No artil-
lery men will probably be available to man the armament, and therefore rifled
guns, which cannot be worked by untrained men, would not be suitable ; the gar-
rison will be small, and will be generally more useful with the rifle than with guns;
costly emplacements and magazines are out of the question, and the magazine
aiready existing, improved and sub-divided if necessary, may be taken to be the
only accommodation of this kind likely to be available. Mortars are generally
unsuitable for the defence of forts of this description, butin the present case a few

might prove useful in overawing the city, hut generally machine guns appear the
most suitable for these weakly garrisoned places.

No. 1025-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the. Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.

* i * * #*
(By Order.)
Sivra, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 333.  From Colonel @. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1026-M.W.
Defences—Forts.

In continuation of Military Department letter, No. 1025.M.W., dated 19th
October. 1883, and with reference to para. 6, clause (&), of Bombay Government
Resolution, No. 1828, dated 3rd April 1882, I am directed to communicate, for the
information 9f Hl‘s.Ex_celleucy the Governor in Council, the following remarks and
conclusions 1n respect to the fort at Sholapur.

2. In this office letter, No, 798, dated 27th November 1877, the Government
of India decided to keep this fort in fair repair. The reasons which led to this
decision were that Sholapur and Bellary are the only strong places on the long
line from Poona to Madras; that Sholapur has some value in reference to the
Nizam’s dominions ; and that, though only garrisoned by Native infantry, troops
and guns could be easily pushed up from Poona.

3. In 1881, however, the Government of Bombay, in submitting * the annual

Tthe o reports on the forts in the Bombay presi-

* No. 2668, .d"te © 19th May 1881. dency, recommended that the ¥olt)'t at
Sholapur be dismantled, and that any funds available be spent on a more compact
fort near the railway. This recommendation was based on the grounds—

(i) that the existing fort ig too close to the town ;
(1i) that it is at a considerahle distance from the railway ;
(1ii) that it i8 commanded by higher ground;
(iv) that it is too large ;
(v) that its masonry is bad ; and
(vi) that the towers on which the guns are to be placed require reconstruction,

LAt
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It had further been decided that it was unnecessary to station any troops,
European or Native, at Sholapur in future.

The reports, with the recommendation of the Bombay Government, were sub-
mitted to the Defence Committee, who concurred in the opinion of the Government

A of Bombay; and the Government of
* Military Department No. 1175-C., dated India accordingly sanctioned * the de-
11th Nov?mber 1881. molition of the fort.

4. The Commander-in-Chief of the Boml_)ay A}'my, however, on reconsideras
tion now recommends that the fort be maintained till some work has been erected

‘to protect the railway station, and to serve as a place of refuge for the civil resi-

dents of the country.

5. The Government of India, however, after full consideration are of opinion
that the last decision arrived at in 1881, viz., that it was not desirable to retain this
fort any longer —a decision concurred in by the Government of Bombay, the Com-
mander-in-Chief of the Bombay Army, the Defence Committee, and His Excellency
the Governor-General in Council—should be adhered to. No troops are likely to
be again stationed at Sholapur, so that in case of an émédute the civil residents
would have to rely on themselves alone for safety till they could be relieved and
removed to a place of safety. The fort in the absence of any troops to assist in
its defence is unsuitable for a place of refuge, both on account of its position and
also of its size, which is too great to admit of 1ts being properly guarded by the few
men who would take refuge there.

6. Tam to request, therefore, that the fort may now be made over to the
civil authorities, after such measures hav@ been carried out as may be deemed
necessary to render the fort incapable of being quickly made defensible against us.
The fort having been thus dismantled, no further expenditure from military funds
should henceforward be incurred for repair or other work connected with it.

No. 1026-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of His Excellency the Governor in Council.

* ¥ * * *
(By Order.) y
SivLA, (Signed)  J. E. BROADBENT,

19¢h October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 334.  From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1027-M.W.
Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1026.M.W., dated the 19th October
1883, and with reference to para. 6 (a) of Bombay Government Resolut@on, No. 1848,
dated the 3rd April 1882, and para. 1 of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1572,
dated the 28th March 1883, I am directed t0 communicate, for the information of
His Excellency the Governor in Council, the following observations regarding
Ahmedabad.

9. Tt has been decidedt that a first-class ordnance depét shall be maintained

at Ahmedabad, and a scheme for con-
+ Government of India, Military Department, structing a fortified enclosure to contain
No. 583, dated the 14th November 1876.  the necessary buildings and which would
1 Government of India, Public Works Depart- also serve as a place of refuge was
ment, No. 612-M.W., dated the 1st Octo- approvedt in 1880 and is now in course
ber 1880, addressed to the Government of of execution. There can be no question
Bombay, Public Works Department. _that Atl.lese works, when completed, shall

be maintained.

s
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3. All requirements as regards defences at Ahmedabad will thus be met, and
the old fort or G_rulcowalr’.s Haveli, will no longer be required for any mil,itar
purpose. From its position, and also being without any armament, it could no{
be a source of danger either to the new fortified position or to cantonments, while
ts removalnwo_uld cost a considerable sum. The Government of India have,there-
fore no objection to the Guicowar’s Haveli being handed over to the civil autho-
rities as it stands, to be used either as a jail or for any other purpose to which it
may be adapted.

No. 1027-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the G ili
' : y to the Government of Madras, Milit:
Department, for the information of His Excellency the Governor in Couliclilrwy
€ * * * * :

(By Order.)

Stira (Signed) J. E. BRO
3 g . E. ADBENT,
19th October 1883. dsst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 335.  From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Sccretary to the Government of India
M'l,llz_tawy Department, to the Secretary to the Govermment of Bombay,
Military Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1028-M. W 4

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1027-M.W.. date
1883, and with x'ef:erence to para. 7(e) of Bombay ,Go"elfinlﬁg:g%z s(gﬁlt?ber
No. .1828, d_ated the 3rd April 1882, T am directed to communicate, for the 1 lfon,
mation of His Excellency the Governor in Council, the followine 1'er;1a.rk edm e
clusions regarding Surat Castle. w it i

2. The castle has been in civil charge since 1862, and g 'S
cords and treasury ; the service ammunitgion of the Native inf:g;]:;lxr-les ):rl:n?anilivsﬂ {'e-
kept in 1t. But the works are not maintained in good repair, the gies e _3181'0
being defective, and the whole is protected only by a guard co;lSiSt.inor i Peﬁla. y
dar and ten rank and file. g Ot one hayil-

3. The known turbulence of the inhabitants of Surat i
1879 showed itself in serious riots and necessitated the occdp‘;:lil:: Os;) t{:aecent]{ o
considerable force by Native troops, the important bridge, and the lar ecﬁstl e in
British subjects and Kuropeans in the neighbourhood, render it desirable gth tOt gr of
ghould be some place of refuge at Surat; and the castle, from its posi 3 erg
strength, as well also from its historic associations, seems well adapted fon :]I:.
purpose. e

4. I am to say, therefore, that the Government of India a . it
the castle of Surag should be maintained in a fair state of rep;?rOfaz(IinTl?;; t};]]?t
military guard should be of sufficient strength to prevent any Ch%’mce of s ¢
to a sudden attack. | Farens

5. As a consequence of this conclusion, the actual defences must, :
to be in military c}?arge, the military authorities being responsible thabte::l); sdlgf(:;:etg
and disrepair of the works is duly brought to notice. The rest of the castle ma
remain, as ab present, in civil charge. :

6. The castle being merely kept up as a place of refuge seems not to need
any armament, ‘

L ————
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‘No. 1028-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of His Excellency the Governor in Council

* * * * *
(By Order.) '
S1MLA, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

19¢h October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

PR T et e -

No. 336. From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secrctary to the Government of Bombay, Military
Department ; dated Simla, 19¢h October 1883, No. 1029-M.W.

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1028-M.W., dated 19th October 1883,
and with reference to para. 7(d) of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1823,
dated the 3rd April 1882, I am directed to state, for the information of His Excel-
lency the Governor in Council, that the Government of India concur in the opinion
that the fort at Bhuj must be retained a,.ccprdmg to treaty with the Rao of Cutch.
Expenditure on it should, however, be limited to that absolutely necessary to keep
the place from decay, and no armament should be placed in the fort.

No. 1029-M. W.

Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military Depart-

Copy forwarded to the ' ; .
ment, fgz the*information of His Excelleilcy the Govel;nor in Councli.

*
* (By Order.)

(Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

SiMLA, Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

19th October 1883.
i SN

lomel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
ef ki Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Military

Department, to the
%{:Z;?Z%en:{’ dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1030-M.17.

Defences—Forts-

i i f this office letter No. 1029-M.W., dated the .19th October
1883In (:imtilt%ufségfegce tolpara.. 7(b) of i’»ombay Government Resolution, No. 1828,
B d to state, for the information of His

| irecte
dated the Srd April 1882, I am die Government of India approve of the

i il, that the
Excellency the Governor 1m Council, e e S, Py

. ¥ e o
fort at Siwri, near Bombay, continuing
however, be o longer classed as a fort or place of refuge.

No. 337.

P L

No. 1030-M.W.

to the Government of Madras, Military
Copy forwarded to the Secretary ! ]
Departrﬁint, :or the informftlon of His li_lxcellency the :}overnor in C;ouncll.
(By Order-)
| (Signed)  J. E. BROADBENT,
19th OS ItMZ:,”. 1883 Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.
cto A
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No. 838. From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
: Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1031-M.w.

- ! Mm“.—rw- v

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1030-M.W., dated 19th October 1883
and with reference to para. 7 (¢) of Bombay Government Resolution, No, 1828,
9 % jda;_ d the 3rd April 1882, I am directed to state, for the information of Hig ExceI:
o lency the Governgr in Council, that the Government of India concur in the opinion
e that the fort of Sion, being of no importance, and being far off from Bombay, and
b g o too small to serve as a place of refuge, should not be retained as a fort, It may
be transferred to the civil authorities, if no longer required for any military purpose,
after being so far dlwtled that it could not be occupied by any hostile force,
. N N ;

. ' No. 1031-M.W.

~_ Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Mili
Department, fo information of the Governor in Council. ; "

: : *' v * * *
Wik ‘ ~ (By Order.) :
¥ (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,
A B Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.
x T 3-‘”1'__ ;

oy

No. 339.  Omome rmsneoy, 15th November 1883, No. 6187.

--a;, the information of His Excellency the Commander-in-

r-General of Ordnance, in continuation of Proceedings of

Government, No. 5396, dated 5th October 1883,

~ (True Extract.) :
i | (Signed)  E. L. HANKIN, Colonel,
Secretary to Government,
s .)' TotheQmm §oie i :
e
W'y 3
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Defences—Forts,

Correspondence containing the views of the
Government of India as to the future mainte-
nance of the several defensive works in the Bom-

bay presidency, communicated to departments
concerned.

e

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

MILITARY DEPARTMENT.

15th November 1883, No. 6187,
Defences—Forts.

Read the following papers :—

No. 324. Prom Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Military
Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1017-M.W.

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 887.M.W,, dated 17th September
1883, and with reference to para. 6(m) of Bombay Government Resolution,
No. 1828, dated 3rd April 1882, I am directed to communicate, for the information
of His Excellency the Governor in Council, the following remarks regarding the
Fort of Asirgarh, together with the views of the Government of India as to the
future maintenance of this fort.

9. The Fort of Asirgarh was formerly regzm‘d_ed as the key of the Deccan, and
occupying, as it does, the only depression in the Lalpura Range, and being prac-
tically impregnabie, it was of very great 1mportance. It does not, however,
command the railway, which is of more importance than the road, and it is too
small to contain a garrison of such strength as to be able to send out a force to
act in the open country in the neighbourhood ; so that even if other cousidera-
tions did not forbid any large force being locked up in such a position as this fort
occupies, the fort has ceased to be of much importance in a military point of view,
and cannot exercise any material influence 1 Serious military operations in the
future.

3. But the fort retains a good deal of its ancient prestige among the natives
of Central India, and the possession of it is therefore of some political importance ;
it also proved a safe place of refuge in 185’)7-58 for the families of some European
officials, and might again prove of service in the same way to Railway officials and
their families and other officials of the district whose duties might require them to
remain at their posts till possibly their retreat was cut off. For these reasons the
fort should be kept up, but as a place of refuge only.

4. The proposals made up to date regarding this fort will now be considered
in the light of the foregoing remarks.

5. In 1873, a Committee reported on Asirgarh and recorded their opinion that
54 rifled guns (40-20-12 and 6-pounders) and two 10-inch howitzers mounted in
osition, with 14 mortars (10-inch and 63-inch), a battery of 6-pounders, two
Eatteries of mountain guns, and a battery of mlt"al]_leuses, for general defensive
purposes, was ‘ the smallest possible armament suitable for the defence of the
works,” and they recommended 72 rifled guns and four 10-inch howitzers in posi-
tion, and an additional battery of mountain guns and of mitrailleuses for general
purposes ; they recommend also some 7" B.Li.R.guns, if procurable,
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6. The garrison in time of peace should, accord; i : et

B oy g P ) ding to this Committee, consist

1 garrison battery of Artillery,

2 companies of European Infantry,

» of Native Infantry,

which must, on any threatening of war, be at once increased to—

2 garrison batteries of Royal Artillery, .

8 companies of European Infantry,
1 wing of Native Infantry,

% company of Sappers and Miners,
but for thoroughly efficient defence the garrison should be—

2 garrison batteries of Royal Artillery,

1 field battery of Royal Artillery,

% battalion of European Infantry,

1 g of Native Infantry,

1 company of Sappers and Miners.
These proposals necessarily carried with them proposals to construct barracks
magazines, store rooms, emplacements, &c., on a very extensive scale, in addition
to costly repairs and additions to the existing works.

7. The proceedings of this Committee of 1873 are a striking instance of the

ﬁay in which the considerations which should be kept in view in dealing with such
matters are often completely lost sight of.

8. Practically no action was taken on this report, and, in 1879, another report,.

was received bb.rough the Chief Commissioner, Central Provinces, regarding the
arma.me_nt of Asirgarh, on which the plans and estimates for remodelling the fort
were being prepared by Captain Jenner, R.K. The total number of guns of posi-
tion recommended was 28, of which 11 were $4-pounder R.M.L. guns, with a

reserve of two 40-pounder R,M.L,. guns, two 8” or 10” mortars, and two gatling
guns.

9. Subsequently a further reduction of the proposed armament was suggested
by Lieutenant-Colonel Stocker, R.A., and was approved by the General Officer
Com_man;hng the Mhow Division. The armament, according to this scheme, was to
consist of—

8 $4-pounder R.M.L.. guns,
4 10" mortars,
2 64" M.L.R. howitzers,

10. Finally, in February 1882, the Defence Committee, after Brigadier-
General Leslie, R.A., Inspector-General of Artillery, one of the members of the
Committee, had been able to visit Asirgarh, submitted their recommendations.
General Leslie reported that ¢ the place is impregnable ; absolutely so if held by a
few infantry; and that mounting large and powerful guns on the works would
only be wasting good money and shutting up troops who might be more usefully
employed elsewhere. The artillery should be reduced to the lowest possible limits,”
which he considered to be two metrailleuses and six heavy guns.

11. The Defence Committee accepted the views of General Leslie and recom-

‘mended that the armament should consist of—

2 40-pounder R.M.L. or B L. guns on travelling carriages,

4 12-pounder R.B.L. guns with limbers complete,
and that certain works should be carried out for improving the state of the
defences and providing casemated cover for men, stores, ammunition, &ec., in the
existing tykhanas.

12. These recommendations for the armament a_nd remodellir.xg of the Fort at
Asirgarh were approved by the Government of India, and a project for carrying
them out was called for.

13. In 1881, the Government of India sanctioned Rs. 25,000 for repairs to
existing defences to render them secure against a sudden rush, or escalade, but

19¢h October 1883.
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the work was deferred by the local administration, and Rs. 20,000 of the sum
allotted was re-appropriated to other purposes.

14. During the current year also a project for constructing an improved
entrance road to the fort, to cost Rs. 17,700, has been sanctioned, but no funds
have yet been allotted for the work. :

15. On this review of the case, the conclusions which the Government of
India have come to are as follows :—

The fort should be put into a state of repair which shall render it secure
against sudden attack, or escalade, 80 as to make it safe and suitable as a place of
refuge.

“T'he new entrance road should be constructed when funds can be provided.

" No guns should be mounted in the fort, but the following armament shall
be kept in store on travelling carriages ready to be removed to any point where
they may be required :—

4 12-pounder R.B.L. guns.
2 machine guns.

The magazines and store rooms required to be provided by improvements to
existing tykhanas.

16. The repairs to existing defences to render them storm-proof is, I am to
say, the most urgent of the works required, and should be undertaken without
unnecessary delay.

No. 1017-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Counecil.

* * * * *
(By Order.)
Svra, : (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 325. From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Depariment ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1018-M. W.

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1017-M. W, dated 19th October 1883,
and with reference to para. 6(j) of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1828,
dated 3rd April 1882, I am directed to convey the following remarks and the
conclusions of the Government of India regarding the Fort at Ahmadnagar.

2. Ahmadnagar is no longer an ordnance depdt, and the Army Reorganiza-
tion Commission contemplated the entire withdrawal of the troops from the place.
The Defence Committee, under these eircumstances, recommend that nothing should
be spent on the repairs of the fort, and that, on the withdrawal of the troops, the
walls should be breached and the ditch filled up at certain points so as to render
it incapable of defence.

3. There is, however, no immediate prospect of the troops being withdrawn
from Ahmadnagar ; and even if the troops were withdrawn, there would remain a
considerable body of European and Eurasian residents connected with the civil
government and the railway, &c., with a number of pensioners and others, who
usually settle near a cantonment and would P",Obab y remain even if the troops
were withdrawn. The position of Ahmadnagar 18 somewhat isolated notwithstand-
ing that a railway now runs past it. The Government of India therefore consider
that a place of refuge should be maintained there.
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4. The old fort, though too large to answer perfectly for this purpose, is
nevertheless in many ways very suitable. The walls are lofty and in good order ;
there is a good ditch with masonry counterscarp ; the flank defence is efficient an(i
there is a clear glacis round the place. The fort also contains a number of b’uild-
ings suitable for accommodating refugees, and a good magazine, as well as numer-
ous recesses 10 the ramparts, which could be easily converted into expense maga-
zines.  The fort is also suitably situated between the city and cantonments.

5. The Fort of Ahmadnagar should therefore be maintained as a place of
refug_e', and such works as are necessary to place and maintain it in a defensible
condition should now be carried out.

6. The armament for the fort should be suited to its function as a place of
refu_ge only, and should consist of a few machine and light field pieces. The fol-
lowing armament is accordingly sanctioned :—

4 12-pounder R.B.L. guns,

2 machine guns,

The smooth-bore ordnance, with their stores at present in the fort, should be
removed to the nearest arsenal.

7. The above armament is sanctioned for so long as the cantonment may con-

tinue to be occupied by European troops. If these are withdrawn, the scale of
armament must be reconsidered, |

No. 1018-M.W.

 Copy forwarded to the Government of Madras, Military Department, for the
information of the Governor in Council.

* * * * *
(By Order.)
Simra (Si v
ks gned) J. E. BROADBENT,
19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 326.  From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1019-M.W.

Defences—Forts.

11_1 continuation of this office letter, No. 1018-M.W., dated 19th October 1883,
and with reference to para. 6(¢) of Bombay Government Resolation, No. 1828,
dated 8rd April 1882, I am directed to communicate, for the information of the
Governor in Council, the following remarks and conculsions of the Government of
India regarding the Fort at Belgaum.

2. Belgaum is not an important strategical position, and there is no arsenal
there now; and, in accordance with the principle of our military policy, that as
large a part as possible of the army should be kept available to take the field, it is
not desirable to maintain defences there on a scale to require a considerable body
of troops to man them. Nor does it appear necessary to provide agamst a formal
attack by a well-organized and powerful enemy. Viewed 1n the light of these con-
siderations, the proposals of the Defence Committee, submitted in 1880 and 1881,
which were approved by the Goyernment of India, appear to be in excess of the
requirements, and the acceptance of these proposals conveyed in this office letter,
No. 1164-C. (Defences—Forts), dated 4th November 1881, 18 therefore cancelled.

3. There is, however, a large garrison ab Belgaum, which, if required to take
the field, would be obliged to leave invalids and non-combatants behind. Belgaum
is also the head-quarters of a district, with a considerable number of civil officials,
besides the miscellaneous unofficial Europeans and Eurasians always to be fouund
settled near a large cantonment and civil station.
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4. The position of Belgaum is too isolated to admit of these being removed to
a place of safety. It is therefore necessary t0 maintain a place of refuge.

5. The fort is well suited for this, though on too large a scale, and it should
therefore be maintained in a state of repair, but as a place of refuge only.

6. The following works should be carried out as funds become available :—

(i) Repairs absolutely necessary to the ramparts and ditch.
(ii) Improvements to the flank defence.
(iii) Provision of drawbridges.

7. It is now impossible, except ab great cost, to provide a proper glacis ; but
strict measures should be taken to prevent any further encroachment being made,
or cover erected.

8. The armament of the fort should comprise no heavy guns of position, but
should consist of field and machine guns. The following armament is accordingly
sanctioned :—

4 12-pounder B.L.R. guuvs,
4 machine guns.

No. 1019-M.-W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the G_overnment of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.

* * * * *
(By Order.)
Simra, (Signed)  J. E. BROADBENT,
19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 327. From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1020-M.W.

Defences—F orts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1019-M.W., dated 19th October 1883,
and with reference to para. 6(c) of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1828, of
3rd April 1882, I am directed to communicate, for the information of His Excel-
lency the Governor in Counecil, the following remarks regarding the Fort at Neemuch.

9. In 1880, the Defence Committee reported that in their opinion ¢ under the
present, or at any rate the probable future, conditions of Neemuch, the retention
of the existing fort is unnecessary and inexpedient, and that the defence of the
railway station is all that need be arranged for at this place.” In this view the
Government of India concurred.

3. But a committee of local officers assembled to report on the defence of the
railway station showed that this would be very difficult, while the fort was already
there, and admirably suited to the requirements of the case. The report of this
committee was submitted to the Defence Committee, and this body, with the fuller
information before them as to the conditions of the place, decided that the existing
fort is the only place at Neemuch capable of being utilised as a place of refuge.
They also stated that Neemuch should not be deliberately deserted, and its reten-
tion in troublous times would be of importance: They accordingly recommended
that the fort be maintained, the bastions to be prepared as emplacements for field
guns, and provision made for storage of supplies and for 1,200 rounds of ammuni-
tion for field guns, or 200 rounds a gun for SIX guRs ; 1 peace time the fort to be
occupied by European railway employés. The views of the committee as to the
work required were given in further detail in their No. 228, of 23rd September
1882, forwarded to you with this office letter, No. 948-M.W., dated 5th Qctober

1882.




AN A i,

6 Mizrrary Deparryent, 1578 Novemser 1883, No. 6187. S

.

A A A,

4. For the armament of this fort the Commander-in-

mends two rifled heavy field guns and two 8” mortars, Chief, Bombay, recom-

5. The whole case has now been again carefully consid

th.a,t the Government of India conside%' that, Whe{her theerg)(};pz;:edai an; 0 Stat.‘f
withdrawn or not, a place of refuge ought to be maintained at Neém% rl‘xnso'}]‘llb
walls of the fort are strong and have given practical proof of the it .
aﬁ'ox;d agglﬁst troops possessing only smooth-bore guns;
cient, and there 18 accommodation for a considerable quantity of 83 whi

the other hand, the position at the railway station is gefecti\?:e n SI;(;I;;S ;e: hl-l 4 fo .
defence. The place of refuge should therefore be the existing fort. i

6. The measures suggested by the Defence Committee seem all :
and I am to request that they mgy be now carried into effecir.n all that are required,
7. As regards the armament of the fort, the Government of Indi
X : s ndia d
sider that proposed by His Excellency the Commander-in-Chief, Boml;:y :.l:;lc? : iﬁn-
suitable, and they approve of the following :— R

2 12-pounder B.L.R. guns,
2 machine guns, ’

which is accordingly sanctioned.

security they
the water-supply is suffi-

_ No. 1020-M.W,
Deparitnt,for e Sdormatan o s Goteomor et of Madrs, Military
¥ ¥
(By grder.) § 5
e OScIt?cI)II;:; s (Signed)  J. E. BROADBENT,

Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 328. From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretar
o ; ) ) ary to the Gover
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government o;'m;jzntzb%c Iﬂli‘l?’
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1021-M.W. ;

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1020-M.W., dated 19
and with reference to para. 6(b) of Bombay Government Resolut.itohnolc\'t c()) b§12‘32188 83%
3_rd April 1882, I am directed to communicate the following remarks’ and. the d’ ;
sion of the Government of India regarding the defences for Ajmere and o
bad. These have been considered together, the latter
from Ajmere, and connected with it by railway.

2. Ajmere occupies a strategical position of some importan ing si
in the middle of Rajputana at a rg;ilwa}))r junction. It is alsg of im(;)%r?:;?,g :;tgaf.ed
the head-quarters of the Rajputana State Railway, with important Workshemg
stores, &c. It is also the seat of the chief civil authority in Rajputana shops,
therefore, is a point which should be made secure against any attempt lik
made upon it.

3. But Ajmere is far removed from any probable scene of operati :
well-equipped and disciplined enemy ; the only troops against pwhot;xfli]: 3%?1111(11822
reasonable at the present time to take precautions in this part 6f the country are
such as would be raised in that neighbourhood, ill-trained and badly equipped )\:vho
at the utmost, could only bring smooth-bore guns against it. » Who,

4. Nusseerabad is only 15 miles distant and connected with Ajmere by railway
It becomes a question, under these circumstances, if it be decided ‘that some defeﬁ:
sive works are necessary, whether they should be at Ajmere or N usseerabad, or at
both places. -

: Nusseera-
place being only 15 miles

Ajmere,
ely to be
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5. If the troops at Nusseerabad were never likely to be withdrawn from the
neighbourhood of Ajmere, their presence, with the volunteers at Ajmere itself,
might probably be relied on to prevent any rising at Ajmere or attack on the place.

6. But, as is stated in para. 10 of this department letter, No. 887-M.W., of
17th September last, it should always be a principle of our military policy to keep
as large a part as possible of the army ava}lable to take the field. In accordance
with this principle, the arrangements at Ajmere and Nusseerabad should be such
as to admit of all or nearly all the troops ab Nusseerabad being moved to a distance
with a minimum of risk to the persons and property left behind. This involves
the construction of defences at one or both places.

7. To provide defences at both places would, no doubt, add to the security of
both places, provided the defences could be _%l}iequately manned. But this could
not be done without interfering with the mobility of th(? regular troops. It would
divide the defenders, and decrease their power of active defence, on which their
supplies and eventual safety would largely depend, and it would increase the diffi-
culty of relief. The Government of India therefore consider that there should be
but one defensive position for Ajmere and Nusseer.aPad.

8. The question which then remains for decision, whether this should be at
Ajmere or Nusseerabad, admits of little doubt. In time pf trouble the workshops,
&o., at Ajmere would be of greater value than the buildings at Nusseerabad ; the
volunteers who would constitute the main defence live at Ajmere; and Ajmere as
the seat of the civil administration and thg caplta.l .town_of a British district is by
far the more important place. The defensive position will therefore be at Ajmere.

9. The nature and extent of the works have now to be considered.

The objects to be attained are to provide a place of refuge for the civilians and
non-combatants of Ajmere and its nel.ghbout.'hood ; to secure the railway workshops,
stores, &c., from destruction ; and, 1f possible, to maintain control over the city

and environs of Ajmere.
10. A regular siege is not contemplated, but a sudden attack by an undisci-

plined enemy, against whom it would be necessary to hold out until the arrival of

relief.
11. The defenders who can be relied on are about 150 railway volunteers, a

few European infantry unfit for active service in the field, and a few civilians, in all

perhaps 250 to 300 men. .
12. A local committee, assembled under the orders of the Lieutenant-General
. Mhow Division, has recommfinded_ahsirles of detached works,
i i th the native city in the heart

] 1 area of some six or seven square M1es, Wi y in the.
z?cbi?:l:fczltosed area. These proposals seem beyond the range of practical discus-

sion, and will not be further referred to. .

13. The Defence Committee, whose report is enclosed, recommend that the
railway. workshops and storehouse be selected as the essential position to be
defended and as the place of refuge; that the necgassary works to give shelter and
storage room for supplies be constructed 5 and that, to aid in the defence, two or
three masonry block-houses be erected. They é‘efcio{nmend that the masonry works
should be carried out at once, and also that ahe lndlt; project for the earthworks,
barricades, &c., to complete the defences, Bdou e prepared and kept ready.
Taragarh, they consider, should not be accepted as an element in the defence.

14. These recommendations are approved by the Government of India.

15. The Defence Committee will now pe requested to depute their Secretary

to consider the subject on the spot, in consultation with the local Military, Public

: " bmit a definite project for the work
thorities, and then to 5U] i i el QERS
Zg:‘lli{:e dan\?v }52;11 ‘:Vaiﬂ %2 Afterwards worked out in detail in the Fortification Branch

of the Office of the Inspector-General of Milit"f’*ry Works. Ao
16. The Fort of Taragarh should pe maintained only as a sanitarium for the

British troops at Nusseerabad.

Commanding the
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No. 1021-M.W.

Copy forwarded_ to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.

i

# * * * *
(By Order.)
Siura, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,
19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 329. : From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the President of the Defence Committee ; dated
Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1022-M.W.

Defences—Forts.

~ With reference to your letter, No. 177, dated 19th September 1883, I am
directed to forward, for information of the Committee, a copy of this department

letter, No. 1021-M.W., of this date, addressed to the Government of Bombay regard-
ing the defences of Ajmere.

2. It will be ob.served that the Government of India have accepted the general
proposals of the Defence Committee on this subject.

: 3. I am now to request that the Secretary to the Defence Committee may be
directed to visit Ajmere during the ensuing cold weather to confer with the
Officer Commanding at Nusseerabad, the Secretary to the Agent to the Governor-
Geqeral, Rajputana, and the Manager, Rajputana State Railway, and to study the
subject on the spot ; and that the Committee will then submit a definite project for
the works required, which can afterwards be worked out in detail and estimated in
the fortification branch of the ofice of the Inspector-General of Military Works.

4. I am, in conclusion, to remind the Committee of the absolite necessity of
a mosﬁ careful study of economy in their proposals, as in this way only will it be
practicable to set about the construction of the works with reasonable speed, and
to ask that the Secretary may be instructed accordingly.

No. 1022-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.

% * % v *
(By Order.)
Simra, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,
19tk October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 330. From Colonel @, CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1023-M.W.
Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1021-M.W., dated the 19th October
1883, and with reference to para. 6(n) of Bombay Government Resolution, No.
1828, dated the 3rd April 1882 I am directed to convey, for the information of
the Governor in Council, the following observations and orders relating to the
fort at Hyderabad, Sind.

ﬂyderabad was the former capital of the Ameers of Sind, and has still a
certain amount of prestige attaching to it. It is still the chief town of a large

Miuitary DeparryenT, 1518 NovemBEr 1883, No. 6187. ‘9

district on the left bank of the Indus; it is & centre of the roads of that part of
the country, the head-quarters of a large collectorate, of survey and canal estab-
lishments ; the district, moreover, of whichit is the capital is cut off from the
railway by a great unbridged river, and is very inaccessible to troops from other
directions. For these reasons Hyderabad will probably always have a garrison of
some strength.

But, on the other hand, it could not become a point of strategical importance
in great military operations, which would have to be held by a considerable body
of troops ; its garrison would in such a case either be withdrawn to more important
positions elsewhere, or would, if the country round were disturbed, be acting
against the local insurgents in the open. 4

Hyderabad therefore falls into the class of places, where, if any defences
are constructed at all, they will take the form of “ places of refuge” [see para. 2
(IV) of this department letter No. 887-M.W. of 17th September 1883].

9. In January 1878 it was decided that, as soon as the ordnance stores in the
fort had been removed, the fort should be entirely done away with, and no
proposal was made to construct any other place of refuge. But on reconsideration
the Government of India are of opinion thaf, 1n view of the circumstances set forth
above, and that there will always be a considerable number of civilians and non-
combatants at Hyderabad, whom it might be 1mpossible to remove at once to a
place of safety on the occurrence of an outbreak when the troops of the garrison
were required to move out into the open country, a place of refuge should be
maintained at Hyderabad.

3. The efficiency and value of the for:t.there as a place of refuge was prac-
tically demonstrated in 1857. The condition of the works is such that, though
useless against a disciplined enemy provided with artillery, they would be almost
impregnable to an enemy without artlllery, aﬂ('i they can be maintained in service-
able condition without great expense. The fort also contains sufficient accom-
modation to shelter a large number of persons, and to contain the necessary stores
of all kinds ; it appears, therefore, suitable as a place of refuge, notwithstanding
its position closely adjoining the town. .

4. T am accordingly to say that the Government of India concur in the
recommendation of His Excellency the Commander-in-Chief, Bombay Army, which
is understood to be endorsed by the Government of Bomb?,y, to retain the fort as a
place of refuge. But they consider that no large expenditure should be incurred
upon it and no armament provided for it.

No. 1023-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the qovernmept; of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council. ,

*® * * * *
(By Order.)
(Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,
19th gﬁ%ﬁ) 1883. { Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 831,  From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretall to the Govemment.of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; datea Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1024-M.W.
Defences—Forts. ,
In continuation of this office letter, No. 1023-M.W., dated the 19th October
1883, and with reference to para. 7 () of Bombay GOVanment Resolution, No.
1828, dated the 3rd April 1882, I am directed to convey the following remarks re-

garding the defences at Purandhur for the information of the Governor in Council,
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Purandhur is a sanitarium situated about 20 mil
which must always be held in force. The place is not o?znf;ogmeg?,‘fn, 1 -
portance either from its position or past history, and its garris(;lll)of(in \Rl‘:le or im-
unquestionably be withdrawn to assist in the protection of the Gl \.: ids w Ctlrll(.l
ments at Poona in the case of serious emergency. The only defex?sivean eitabll~s}l-
therefore, appears to be required is a place of refuge to afford shelnerwfo P which,
time to the non-combatants who might be surprised in the neighbg }Ol‘ a short
sudden outbreak, until they could be relieved and, if necessary bmg{lghtuilx‘lézogogu a
3 a.

2. The history of this ‘case illustrates the necessit :
itk A ossity for referring ¢ :
for erecting inland defences to some distinct principle, such as 5}2221')"‘,1}3]?0%03};11
Government of India endeavoured recently to lay down in this office ] tlc the
887-M.W., dated the 17th September 1883. etter No.

3. In 1873 two proposals were put forward for making the positi
dhur an important fortress. In one? the two forts of Pu:andlulljx? blatr:(()ln“%t Puran-
were to be qonngcted by two walls enclosing the ground on which the ;‘;'ergurh
stand, thus forming a continuous defensive eunclosure with a perimeter fdrrngS
10,000 yards ; the armament required for this large fort was not St‘ltedo Ia out
other the Purz}ndlmr'iort was to be the stronghold of the position azid W' s
was to be partially dismantled. The armament in this case ke cons?’er;fzurh
pieces of ordnance, mncluding five ¢4-pounder rifled muzzle-loading unSIStn?d ek
mortars. Where the garrison was to come from for manning thgsxe lgsns s:)i

against what sort of enemy the defence on this scale
caplainid. y efen 18 scale was contemplated, was nog

a, a station

4. When thege proposals were submitted to the Government of India, the
scheme i;or er(llclosnég the barracks by walls connecting Purandhur anq Waz(ixfgurh
was preferred, and a % ety
o 68,044.. s n estimate of the cost was called for. "This amounted to

5. The projects were then referred to the Defence Commiti
g ~ ttee, wh ;
out the unsuitability of both, and recommended that Wazirgurh should bg s%tl);r(;ftle%
as a keep to the whole position; that it should be repaired and cleared out, ae:_l
emplacemelnttg for three 25-pounder rifled muzzle-loading guns constructed 'i‘hense
recommendations were approved by the Government of Bomb: y
by the Government of India. 4 mubay aud then accepted

6. The officors who drew up the annual report on the fort in 1831 took. b
ever, a more practical, and as the Government of India now think a more s ng-
view of the real conditions of the case, and they recommended that no ex engiltl;n
should be incurred on the defences, but that the stones of the existing forrt):s shoufg
be gradually used up for building purposes in the station. The case sl alll
ably reviewed subsequently by the Quartermaster-General, Bombay Army, in hsio
report on the plans and estimates for carrying out the proposals of the i)efencs
Committee, in which much the same views were expressed as in the annual re ort?
but instead of the eventual entire demolition of the existing defences, it was ré)com:
mended that a few minor improvements and repairs, in accordance with certain
proposals of the Commander-in:Chief, Bombay Army, which accompanied the
Quartermaster-General’s report, should be effected with a view to rendering the
place easily defensible for a time by a very small garrison. These views and
recommendations were accepted by the Government of India,

7. The case has now been again reconsidered by the Government of India
and I am to say that the opinions expressed in the report of the Quartermaster.
General, Bombay Army, No. 14.8—3378, dated the 12th October 1881, and the
proposals of His Excellency the (oumander-in-Chief, Bombay, which accompanied
that report, have still the entire approval of the Government of India. The
Governor-General in Couneil would wish that the work proposed should therefore
now be carried out, if it has not already been done, and the defences maintained in
a fair state of repair, so that they may be fit to serve as a place of refuge, but that
no armament may be mounted on them. O
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No. 1024-M.W.
arded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
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Copy forw : :
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.
" # " -Oh * %
(By Order.)

(Signed)  J. B. BROADBENT,

S1MLA,
Asst. Secy. to the Gout. of India.

19¢h October 1883.

R ————

From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,

[ilitary Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tZ:L:I; Dé]/)artg)nent ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1025-M.W.
Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1024-M.W., dated 19th October 1883,
and with reference to para. 6{(4) of Bombay Govel'nme.nt Resol}mon,.No‘. 1828, of
3rd April 1882, 1 am directed to communicate, for the information of His Excel-
lency the Governor in Council, the following remarks regarding the fort at Satara.

9. The position of Satara is important from a strategical point of view, com-
manding the only main line of communication in that part of the country. Satara
is also important politically, for bort-‘h the town and th_e n'ﬁ‘-lghbourhood ot
potential elements of disorder. The Army Organization Commission of 1879
recommended a normal and compl_llsoxjy garrison of two companies of European
infantry and one regiment of Native infantry for the place, which the Govern-
ment of India consider should certainly always be held by European troops. They

believe that the Government of Bombay will concur with them in this view.

3. The position is isolated, being .69 miles from Poona and 120 from R,
and separated from these places by rivers and passes which could easily be held
for a time by insurgents 1n time Qt disturbance. It appears therefore  essential
that the small European force which would have to suffice to control the Native
city, keep in check the inhabitants of the surrounding districts, and protect the
civil and non-combatant KEuropeans and loyal Natives should have some strong
defensive position which could be held for a considerable time.

4. The fort of Satara appears to fulfil many of the conditions for this purpose.
The natural defences are very strong, and can at small cost be rendered almost
impregnable ; the water-supply is sufficient, and could be improved so as to meet
all requirements ; the works command the Poona-Belgaum road, and dominate the
town. These circamstances, and the consideration in which the fort is held by
the Mahrattas, point to the strong desirability of making this fort the defensive

ogition and place of refuge for Satara, nqt&ylthstanding a deficiency of accom-
modation for refugees and stores, and that 1t 18 commanded, though at a distance
of 3,000 yards, by a spur of the Yavateshwar range; and the Government of India

No. 332.

. therefore on full reconsideration of the case adhere to the previous decisions that

this fort shall be put into a state of defence and maintained in a fair state of
repair.
5. T am to suggest that early measures may be taken to this end ; also that
all buildings within the fort which can be made suitable for habitation or the
reception of stores may now be at once taken over and saved from further deterio-

ration. %
6. The fort has recently been placed under military charge, but the Govern-
ment of India have no information as to the strength of the guards stationed in it.
The city lies much nearer the fort than the cantonment, and is hidden from both
the cantonment and civil station by a spur of the fort hill. Under these circum-
ionable whether the fort should be left in charge of a Native

gtances, it seems questl ; |
guard only ; and I am to suggest, for the consideration of the Government of Bom-

bay, whether, as there is good and suitable accommodation for Europeans within
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the fort, a small detachment of European infantry, to be frequentl i i
not with propriety be kept in it. y 4 : st g

7. When this point is settled, the question of armament can be dealt with.
It appears probable that some small armament of guns will be necessary, as the
fort will not be a mere place of refuge to afford protection to civilians and
non-combatants for a few days till they can be relieved, but will be permanently
held by a small body of regular troops; and I am to invite the suggestions of the
Government of Bombay on this subject, as to which the Government of India
would observe that the armament should not be such as o invest the place with a
fictitious importance, and make its capture a special object of attraction. No artil-
lery men will »probably be available to man the armament, and therefore rifled
guns, which cannot be worked by untrained men, would not be suitable ; the gar-
rison will be small, and will be generally more useful with the rifle than with guns;
c?stly emplacements and magazines are out of the question, and the magazine
aiready existing, Improved and sub-divided if necessary, may be taken to be the
only accommodation of this kind likely to be available. Mortars are generally
unsuitable for the defence of forts of this description, butin the present case a few

might prove useful in overawing the city, hut generally machiné ;
most suitable for these weakly garrigone)zl places% . e e

No. 1025-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Departme.nt, for the information of the Governor in Council.

* * * * *
(By Order.)
S1mra, (Signed)  J. E. BROADBENT,
19th October 1883. Asst. Seey. to the Govt. of India.

No. 333.  From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19¢h October 1883, No. 1026-M.W.
Defences—Forts.

In continuation of Military Department letter, No. 1025-M.W., dated 19th
October_ 1883, and with reference to para. 6, clause (I), of Bombay Government
Resolution, No. 1.828, dated 3rd April 1882, I am directed to communicate, for the
information _of His Excellency the Governor in Council, the following remarks and
conclusions 1n respect to the fort at Sholapur.

2. In this office letter, No. 798, dated 27th November 1877, the Government.
of India decided to keep this fort in fair repair. The reasons which led to this

decision were that Sholapur and Bellary are the only strong places on the long

line from Pop‘!}ia to Madras; that Sholapur has some value in reference to the
Nizam’s dominions ; apd that, though only garrisoned by Native infantry, troops
and guns could be easily pushed up from Poona.
3. In 1881, however, the Government of Bombay, in submitting * the annual
S 3 dated the 19 reports on the forts in the Bombay presi-
No. 2668’. S er th May 1881. dency, recommended that the fort at
Sholapur be dlspanﬂed, aqd that any funds available be spent on a more compact
fort near the railway. This recommendation was based on the grounds—
(i) that the existing fort is too close to the town;
(11) that it is at a considerable distance from the railway ;
(1ii) that it is commanded by higher ground ;
(iv) that it is too large ;
(v) that its masonry is bad ; and
(vi) that the towers on which the guns are to be placed require reconstruction,
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It had further been decided that it was unnecessary to station any troops,
European or Native, at Sholapur in future.
The reports, with the recommendation of the Bombay Government, were sub-
mitted to the Defence Committee, who concurred in the opinion of the Government
of Bombay; and the Government of
*Military Department No. 1175-C., dated India accordingly sanctioned * the de-
11th November 1881. molition of the fort.

4. The Commander-in-Chief of the Bombay Army, however, on reconsidera~
tion now recommends that the fort be maintained till some work has been erected
to protect the railway station, and to serve as a place of refuge for the civil resi-
dents of the country. :

5. The Government of India, however, after full consideration are of opinion
that the last decision arrived at in 1881, viz., that it was not desirable to retain this
fort any longer —a decision concurred in by the Government of Bombay, the Com-
mander-in-Chief of the Bombay Army, the Defence Committee, and His Excellency
the Governor-General in Council—should be adhered to. No troops are likely to
be again stationed at Sholapur, so that in case of an éméute the civil _residents
would have to rely on themselves alone for safety till they could be relieved and
removed to a place of safety. The fort in the absence of any troops to assist in
its defence is unsuitable for a place of rc.afug'e., bOtl} on account of its position and
also of its size, which is too great to admit of 1ts being properly guarded by the few
men who would take refuge there.

6. T am to request, therefore, that the fort may now be made over to the
civil authorities, after such measures have been carried out as may be deemed
necessary to render the fort incapable of being quickly made defensible against us.
The fort having been thus dismantled, no further expenditure from military funds
should henceforward be incurred for repair or other work connected with 1t.

No. 1026-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of His Excellency the Governor in Council.

* * * * *
(By Order.) ,
SIMILA, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,
19¢h October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

No. 334. From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Stmla, 19th October 1883, No. 1027-M.W.
Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1026-M.W., dated the 19th October
1883, and with reference to para. 6 (a) of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1828,
dated the 3rd April 1882, and para. 1 of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1572,
dated the 28th March 1883, I am directed to communicate, for the information of
His Excellency the Governor in Council, the following observations regarding
Ahmedabad. . A Ao

. Tt has been decidedt that a first-class ordnance depbt shall be maintaine
& at Ahmedabad, and a scheme for con-
ot of India, Military Department, structing a fortified enclosure to contain
: G(ﬁgnb‘rgg? d:tednthls’lcith N?\’remb%r 1876. the necessary buildings and which would
1 Government of India, Public Works Depart- also serve as a place : of ref}lge was
ment, No. 612-M.W., dated the 1st Octo- approved { in 1880 and is now in course
ber 1880, addressed to the Government of of execution. There can be no question
Bombay, Public Works Department, that these works, when completed, shall

~ be maintained.
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No. 338.  From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Govermment of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1031-M.W.

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1030-M.W., dated 19th October 1883,
and with reference. to para. 7 (¢) of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1828,
dated the 3rd April _1882, I am digected to state, for the information of His Excel-
lency the Governor in Council, that the Government of India concur in the opinion
that the fort of Sion, being of no importance, and being far off from Bombay, and
too small to serve as a place of refuge, should not be retained as a fort. It may
be transferred to the civil authorities, if no longer required for any military purpose,
after being so far dismantled that it could not be occupied by any hostile force.

No. 1031-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Military
Department, for the information of the Governor in Council.

* * * * *
(By Order.)
SiMrA, (Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,
19th October 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.
No. 339. OrDER THEREON, 15th November 1883, No. 6187.

] Communicated for the information of His Excellency the Commander-in-
Chief and the Inspector-General of Ordnance, in continuation of Proceedings of
Government, No. 5396, dated 5th October 1883.

(True Extract.)
(Signed) E. L. HANKIN, Colonel,

Secretary to Government.

To the Quarter Master General.

& Inspector-General of Ordnance,
Public Works Department.
Political Department.
Adjutant-General, for information.

2
»

»

Exd. P. L. Pereira.
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3. All requirements as regards defences at Ahm :
the old fort or Guicowar’s Haveli, will no longer lfg a’?:‘(;lu;:(lelé t}flours be met, and
purpose. From its position, and also being without any armament E}SY military
be a source of danger either to the new fortified position or to ca,ntor’,1 could not
ts removal.wopld cost a considerable sum. The Government of Indiq.mlenEs’ e
fore no objection to the Guicowar’s Haveli being handed over to th 1{1\513 hiase-
rities as it stands, to be used either as a jail or for any other e civil autho-
may be adapted. purpose to which it

No. 1027-M.W.

Copy forwarded to the Secretar
; ‘ y to the Government of Madr
Department, for the information of His Excellency the Governo;l di;ds(’loﬁlxllclitlary
« * * * :
*

(By Order.)

19¢h Outoter 1883 (Signed) ~ J. E. BROADBENT,
S Asst. Secy. to the Gout. of India,

No. 335. From Colonel G. CHESNEY .
s . EY, Secretary to the Government 3
%@.th‘tm.?/ Department, to the Secretary to the Government of‘QfJ'}ozwil;ILa’
ilitary Department ; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1028- M,[,L;,)rq 3

Defences—Forts.

In continuation of this office letter, No. 1
: T, . 1027-M.W., dated the 19th
%]8831,82asndd vzl'(oihthrefgrence to_para. 7(¢) of Bombay Government Res(glcl;c?_ber
Qe , datead vhe rd April 1882, I am directed to communicate, for the i iy
mation of His Excellency the Governor in Council, the following remarks e infor-
clusions regarding Surat Castle. :  ESmurk] Eidimony

9. The castle has been in civil 1
! charge since 1862, and contai ivi
lc{ords. and treasury ; the service ammunition of the Native infantr;lpesgitl};zn?Yﬂ TO=
ept in it. But the works are mot maintained in good repair, the g:?tes > 1s also
being defective, and the whole is protected only by a guard cousisting of pecially
dar and ten rank and file. ing of one havil.

3. The known turbulence of the inhabitants of 8 .
‘ p ; : ! urat, which
1879 showed itself in serious riots and necessitated the oc Cupatilc?n :fot;;eeceantly as
 considerable force by Native troops, the important bridge, and the larg cssti]e in
British subjects and Europeans in the neighbourhood, render it desirable t}g‘}i t0 y of
siloulgﬂk])e By l{ﬂa‘fe off'rrefuge at Surat; and the castle, from its positaio;hers
stren as well also from its historic associatio ey
pu rpose., ns, seems well adapted for this
4. I am to say, therefore, that the Government of Indi
Ud LR
the castle of Surat should be maintained in a fair state of I?e?);?r()fagglilﬁn that
military guard should be of sufficient strength to prevent any ch 1 at the
to a sudden attack. ¥ chance of success

5. As a consequence of this conclusion, the actual def

e 18 siom, bl ences m :

to be in military charge, the military authorities being responsibl:s:;al,);e:g nsgdf e
and disrepair of the works is duly brought to notice. The rest of th y Celects
remain, as at present, in civil charge. : ¢ castle may

6. The castle bein
any armament, g merely kept up as a place of refuge seems not to need

YT T T
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No. 1028-M.W.

to the Government of Madras, Military

f ded to the Secretary
i Bt i Excellency the Governor in Council:

Department, for the information of His

% * * * *
(By Order.)
(Signed).« J. E. BROADBENT,
19¢h 0§t[3{bré:, 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.
A,

. OHESNEY Secretary to the Government of India,
From Colonel G .y to the Government of Bombay, Military

oy Department, to the Secretary |
%eﬁ}l)tcl‘t%gzen?; dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1029-M.W.

Defences—Forts.

_ : . office letter, No. 1028-M.W., dated 19th October 1883,
In ;:ontlfnuf;f:g:t%f tg;}:a?7 of Bombay Government Resolution, No. 1828,
and with re deik ;] 1882, I am directed to state, for the information of His Excel-
dated the 3rd ApPT ’ Government of India concur in the opinion

i neil, that the : !
lency thef q:virnB%:JEnm?g; be retained according to treaty with the Rao of Cutch.
';l‘mt th(; : 1(1):6 ;] ” sﬂoul d. howevers be limited 0 that absolutely necessary to keep

,xpendl 4

the place from decay, and 1o armament i o yloced i Ghe fort,

St e

No. 336.

No. 1029-M. W.

Qecretary to the Government of Madras, Military Depart-
Co forward?dt:.gie of His Excellency the Governor in Council.
ment, for the information © * * *
*

(By Order.)

(Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

SIMLA, Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

19th October 1883.
-///

. HESNEY. Secretary to the Government of India,
) F)f?mD(ZOZ;Zf}% egt, t(g e Sea'ret(;ﬂ’!/ fo t'_}lw Government of Bombay, Military
%)ﬁﬂwntlj dated Simla, 19th October 1883, No. 1030-M.W.

Defences—Forts:

No. 337.

3 : or, NO. 1029-M.W., dated the 19th October

In continuation of this oﬁic’e_ letter 0. ay Government e (as,
1883, and with reference D directed 10 state, for the information of His
dated the 3rd Apri i Council, that the Government of India approve of the
Excellency the Governo continuing to be used a}sra JFowder magazine. 1t should,

- jwri of refuge.
iOI;:se?‘{)?,rlzelonger classed as @ fort or place
0 ’

/

No. 1030-M.W-
Militar
tary to the Government of Madras, | y
Copy forwardsl ggrxtx};e‘)oigf %I;elgg Excellency the :}overnor in Couneil.
Department, for the 10 ’ E £
3 (By Order-)
(Signed) J. E. BROADBENT,

SIMIA, Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

19th October 1883.




/)

r 4

7 :

/v //,'f\."' 3

.

7
/j[y/ 14 T . C 2 a4 /"'/ ¢

/7

; § 5
/ RO ) (e ftan €l d
T A /( i AL, >/1 <;~/ %

)

s o T //’/
R
/ .{‘ //. n L t:;,
7/ " (feAto Lt /553
/

A B,

/

/

4 '( /.J_

Gobt. of (1883} 3,

MILITARY.

YVIJ
Tae QUARTER MASTER GENERAL,
&c., &C

) Q.

A['tl/»‘r, Novem he v 1 3]
Tssued

RI,’/'{]. ]‘:7' r'/,

G.0., 15th November 1883, No. 6187,

NOVEMBER.
Nos. 324—339.

Defences—Forts.
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