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(Signed) >:R MEAD, Lieut.-Col., R.E.,
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t’nt th& @upmntendmg Engineer, VI Circle, for favor of mformatmn
tended to aub!mt these papers to the Chief Engineer, and if so under

Orde@, No. 3211 W., of 6th December 1882, apphes only to Local
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(Signed) = C. BOWEN, Major, R.E.,
Deputy Chief Engincer, P.W.D.,
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No. 86-T .1,

Report on plan and estimate for Rs. 10,977 for constructing a foot-bridge over
- the Cauvery at Kumbakdnam. /

The muniecipality propose to build a brick bridge of 7 arches of 280 feet water-
. ' ' way aeross the Cauvery 2,880 feet above
8“9 plan. the existing bridge at a cost of Rs. 10,977,

b W ekt the pathway on the bridge being only 6

et in width, it being intended, it is believed, only for foot-passengers.
H 2»1The undersigned cannot consider the bridge as necessary. If a foot-bridge 6
feet wide only is required, he would recommend thata wooden one of, say, 12 spans of
24 feet each, each span to consist of two queena-gvost trusses resting on masonry piers,

should be built ; it would answer all purposes and be much cheaper.

3. With regard to the design of the bridge proposed he has no remark to offer,
except that he considers the level of the bridge springings, proposed to be that of the
flood of 1880, should be raised 2 feet, as that fldod was not a maximum.

4. With regard to the estimate, it has to be noted that only earthwork in
approaches at a cost of Rs. 52 is allowed, and all expenses of providing proper
approaches to the bridge are to be provided for hereafter in a separate estimate. The
cost of this will be heavy, as it is believed several houses will have to be removed.

5. The allowance of Rs. 286 for excavation and Rs. 208 for baling is not suffi-

cient ; at least Rs. 800 should be added to the estimate for these items, and it is more
than probable that it will not be found practicable to lay solid foundations 9 feet
~ below the deep bed of the river. ;

. KoDAIKANAL, (Signed) H. R. MEAD, Lieut.-Col,, R.E,
17tk April 1884. Superintending Engineer, VI Circle.

—_—

- No. 891-D,
LG SR
- Referred back to the Superintending Engineer, VI Circle, for favor of information

" whether it was intended to submit these papers to the Chief Engineer, and if so under

- 2. Government Order, No. 3211 W., of 6th December 1882, applies only to Local
IM : ,,Q_v.n § » ?
LR ; & (By order.)

(Signed) !C. BOWEN, Major, R.E.,
3 Deputy Chief Engineer, P.W.D.

t
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No. 86-T.§.

epo on plan and estimate for Rs. 10,__7 for constructing a foot-bridge over
~ the Cauvery at Kumbakénam. 3

ki bridge of 7 arches of 280 feet water-
WBJ across the Cauvery 2,880 feet above
Oneplan., the'existing bridge at a cost of Rs. 10,977,
e “b‘m”fte‘ ,thé pathway on the bridge being only 6

, it being intended, it is believed,fonly for foot-passengers.
undersigned cannot consider the bridge as necessary. If a foot-bridge 6
‘wide only is required, he would recommend thata wooden one of, say, 12 spans of
4 feet each, each span to consist of two queeB-post trusses resting on masonry piers,

hould be built; it would answer all purposes and be much cheaper.

= 3. With regard to the design of the briﬁge proposed he has no remark to offer,
except that he considers the level of the bridge springings, proposed to be that of the
 flood of 1880, shonld be raised 2 feet, as that fipod was not a maximum.

4, With regard to the estimate, it has |to be noted that only earthwork in
. approaches at a cost of Rs. 52 is allowed, gnd all expenses of providing proper
) hes to the bridge are to be provided for hereafter in a separate estimate. The

cost of this will be heavy, as it is believed sevefal houses will have to be removed.
5. The allowance of Rs.-286 for excavatioh and Rs. 208 for baling is not suffi-
~ gient ; at least Rs. 800 should be added to the ¢stimate for these items, and it is more
than probable that it will not be found practifable to lay solid foundaticns 9 feet
b'e!bw{ the deep bed of the river.

(Signed) H{ R. MEAD, Lieut.-Col,, R.E.,
Superintending Engineer, VI Circle.

No. 891-D.

PR B Bl A e
- Referred back to the Superintending Engineer, VI Circle, for favor of information
whether it was intended to submit these papersito the Chief Engineer, and if so under
haborder. |
i 2. ent Order, No. 3211 W., of 61#1 December 1882, applies only to Local

__ (By order)

’2 C. BOWEN, Major, R.E.,
‘ Deputy Chicf Engineer, P.W.D.
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EDUCATIONAL.

Tssued

Recd.

G.0., 26th May 1884, No. 283.

Petitions—Exzemptions.

Recording letter from the Government of India
concurring with this Government that petitions
addressed to the former against the decisions of
the Loeal Government in regard to exemptions,
&c., may be withheld ; and directing B. anga
Row:to be informed that his petition has been
withheld.
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