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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

MILITARY DEPARTMENT.

dth October 1883, No. 5396.

Defences—Forts,
Read the following paper :—

No. 89. From Colonel G. CHESNEY, Secretary to the Government of India,
Military Department, to the Secretary to the Government af Bombay, Mili-
tary Department ; dated Simla, 17th September 1883, No. 887-M.W.

Defences—Forts.

The Resolution of the Government of Bombay on the subject of the defences
of that presidency, forwarded with your letter, No. 1828, dated 3rd April 1882,
has been carefully considered by the Government of India in connection with the
general question of the inland defénces of India; and I am now to communicate
the following remarks on the subject for the information of His Excellency the
Governor in Council.

9. All fortified places in India will apparently fall under one or other of the
following classes :—

1.—Those on the seaboard to guard harbours against an enemy attacking
by sea. There is no question of these in the present case. The
reports of the Defence Committee on these have been referred to
Her Majesty’s Government, and they need not be dealt with on this
occasion.

I1.—Forts protecting magazines or arsenals upon which the safety of an
army would depend, and which it would be necessary to hold in
gsome force, so that in case of the main army taking the field these
points would be secured against any enemy likely to come against
them. Allahabad, Mhow, Ferozepore, and Rawalpindi may be
instanced as places which come under this class.

III.—Important strategic points which it might be necessary to hold in
force in the case of extensive military operations. Allahabad, for
instance, besides being the seat of an arsenal, also falls under this
class. In this class may also be placed works which, although
on a small scale, are designed o guard important bridges; as, for
example, the bridge at Attock, the bridge at Allahabad, the bridge
at Sukkur, &ec. :

IV.—Places of refuge distinetly kept up for that purpose, and for that
purpose only. These are not forts which are held from any strategic
value, or which are of importance in themselves ; but they are places
into which a small body of persons throwing themselves on a sudden
emergency might hold out until the arrival of succour. It may be
assumed -that these places would have a very small garrison, and
that they would not be liable to a regular siege. They would be,
in fact, simply what they are termed—places of refuge.

g, It will probably conduce to a satisfactory decision being arrived at in
each particular case if this classification be kept in view. According as each
existing or proposed fortified place falls under one or other of these heads, the
sort of defensive work suitable for it will be readily determined.

4. No question can arise as to the necessity of protecting arsenals and maga-
gzines. Except those situated at the presidency towns, every arsenal or magazine
should be made secure by adequate defences, where such are not already provided,
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;vy'here the concentration could most conveniently take

efuge should not be heavily armed, nor need they be of

© to withstand a regular siege. They should be conve-

- access to those for' whose protection they are intended,

room for a certain amount of provisions, &c., and a suffi-

‘should be free from phe neighbourhood of buildings or any-

@ cover to an enemy. If a place of refuge contains dwelling

icient to shelter those who will take refuge there, this will be
rwise sufficient space must be reserved for tents.

g now to the immediate subjeet of this correspondence, the forts
s.residenoy; If it be considered in the case of each of these to

efence that fort should be deemed to belong, then it will be much
with the proposals than if the matter is considered merely from a
.view. The first point to ascertain in each case is for what pur-

n question is likely to be required ; the scheme may then be adapted

if the whole of these forts be taken up and dealt with together, the

mes very complicated, while there appears no particular convenience in

em as parts of one scheme. The decision which may be come to on

ace as Asirgarh, for example, would be formed on grounds independent

1086 which might govern the decision with regard to Mhow or Ahmedabad.

Government of India will therefore address the Government of Bombay

ely regarding each of the forts which has been the subject of previous
mdence, in continuation of this letter.

_ No. 887-M.W.
Copy forwarded for information to the Secretary to the Government of
Military Department.
* * #

(By Order.)

- Snma, (Signed)  J. E. BROADBENT,
h September 1883. Asst. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

O=rpER THEREON, 5th October 1883, No. 5396.

- Communicated for the information of His Excellency the Commander-in-Chief
épd the Inspector-General of Ordnance.

(True Extract.)
(Signed) .  E. L. HANKIN, Colonel,

Secretary to Government,

To the Quartermaster-General.
- ,, . Inspector-General of Ordnance.
- Public Works Department.
Political Department. ;
Adjutant-General, for information.

. Exd. A, F. Goodall.




Department, dated 21st September 1868, No. 2,436.

owing Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 28th August 1868,
: | No. 6,180 :— :

foll mng letter from the Acting Collector of the Madras District, to the
cting Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Sydapet, 5th May 1868,
. 130,

1. I have the honor to forward

: copies* of correspondence between the

ollector, the Superintending Engineer, and the Inspector General of Jails,

egardingthe removal of certain stones from the forts at Chingleput and Carun-
ly, and to request the Board’s instructions in the matter.

 The facts are briefly as follow : —

"‘ To be returned.

- 2. In digging the foundation for a gallows in Chingleput fort, the convicts
~came upon a store of cut-stone which they removed. The Executive Engineer
 being in need of such stone, applied to the Superintendent of the Jail for it, offering
to pay the cost of excavation; the Superintendent of the Jail refused to let him
‘have it unless he purchased it at auction; subsequently, the Superintending Engi-
r lai the matter before the Collector, and asked his permission to take stone
from both Chingleput and Carunguly forts ; the Collector replied that there was
objection to the Executive Engineer taking stone from the walls of the Chingle-
put and Carunguly forts for Government purposes. There is no doubt, I believe,
hat forts no longer kept up as Military works are in the Collector’s charge, and no

stones, buildings, &c., can be removed from them without his sanction.

4 3. The stones excavated by the prisoners should, I imagine, properly speak-
ing, have been held at the Collector’s®disposal for public purposes, subject to the
~cost of excavation. The Jail Superintendent had not, I conclude, any right to sell
them, and credit the proceeds to the Jail.

4. Although the Collector is the proper eustodian of the Government property
in the fort, it appears to me doubtful how far he is justified in allowing the whole-
‘sale demolition of old fort walls without special authority for so doing.

e I have not sufficient knowledge of the district to be able to judge if the
fort at Chingleput is in any way worthy of preservation, whether as an antiquity
or for any other cause.

6. I am also unable to state if any objection exists to the removal of stones
from Cgrunguly fort for public purposes ; I believe, however, that the walls of the
lattor have been merely used in public works, without little remains of the fort now.

From the _Execﬁti‘vé Engineer, 4th Range, Madras District, to the Superintending Engineer, 4th
Division, dated Camp at Theeroovancovil, Madurantakum Talook, 22nd January 1868,
No. 361.

1. 1 have the honor to lay the following circumstances before you, and request your early
instructions.

9. The Superintendent of the Jail at Chingleput dug out of the ruined part of the Chingleput
_ fort several cut-stones of sizes, I required most of them for the Sub-Jail buildings lately sanction-




the MaJr 28 Governmeﬁf, Public Works Dpeartment,
. 2nd October 1868.
o =4 o e
eer, 4th Division, to the Inspector General of Jails, dated Madras,
- 18th March 1868, No. 5,659.
i As requested, I have the honor toreturn
2 «;”_I . & Gollastor oflhd apistriot. the enelosure of your letter, No. 1,935, dated 4th
ARl e March 1868.

Pﬂnying'copy of a letter from tl{e‘Collector of the Madras District, you will
e is evidently of opinion that the permission to remove the stones of the

3

1 _r'eg??%ith him.

et

Collector df‘ Madras, to the Superintending Eﬂéineer, 4th Division, dated on Circuit at
o : Trivellur, 6th March 1868, No. 66.

Vid your office letter, No. 5,315, dated 22nd February 1868.
~ Th Collector has no objection to the stones at the old forts of Chingleput and Carunguly being
?9#’1’7 Government for their work at the Palar bridge.

s

., #

- 1. The foregoing letter, together with the correspondence forwarded by Mr.
'ldrnhill,rwill be submitted for the orders of Government.

It appears to the Board that all abandoned forts, from which Military forces
employés are withdrawn, should be considered to be under the care of the Collec-

as tge;@general custodian of all Government, property not in the charge of any

cular department. From his position, and the establishment under his control

in every town and village, he is the only person who can effectively take care of

ublic property so placed.

3. The Board are clearly of epinion that no fort ought to be demolished, or

ts material appropriated, without the special sanetion of Government. From the

_ correspondence forwarded by the Acting Collector, the Board do not learn that any
‘sanction was ever granted for demolishing the forts of Chingleput and Carunguly.

4. When the Government decide on the demolition of a fort, the proper

~ course would be that the Collector should arrange for this being done by the Public

Works Department, either gradually, as oceasion arises for the use of the materials,
or rapidly, on account of sanitary considerations, according to circumstances.

" 5. The materials should be held as available first for Government purposes,

d then for Local Fund and Municipal works, the department obtaining the

materials, paying merely the cost of extracting them, whether this be done by free

or conviet labor. Any surplus beyond the requirements of these departments

might be sold to the best advantage by the Collector; and the proceeds applied, with
e sanction of Government, to some purpose of local utility.

he Board recommend that, should the Government approve of the views

in previous paragraphs, they be communicated to the departments

£ Board request the sanction of Government for pulling down the forts
- at Carunguly and Chingleput.. The former is a small enclosure of earth, faced
- with stone, standing in the middle of an extensive paddy flat.

R e interior space has ‘been levelled and is held on puttah and cultivated
with dry crop, and there cagi_pe no possible objection to allowing the cut-stone to
be used in the extension of irrigation works which is being carried on in the

neighbourhood.

AL




ﬂnd October 1868

her gradually, as occasion arises for the use of the materials,

terials should be held as available, first for Government purposes, and

sal Fund and Municipal works, the department obtaining the materials,

v the cost of extracting them, whether this be done by free or convict

; surplus beyond the requirements of these departments might be sold

advantage by the Collector, and the proceeda applied, with the sanction
ent to some purpose of local utility.”’

3 2& Qovemment concur in the opinion expressed by the Board, and direct
hat the course which the Board recommend be observed by all Collectors of dis-
cts, and by the Officers of the Publié Works Department.
, vj; Before passing final orders for the demolition of the forts at Chingleput
] Camnguly, these papers will be referred to the Military Department, with a
_ view to the opinion of the Commander-in-Chief being obtained.

(True Extract.)
(Signed) R. A. DALYELL,

Acting Secretary to Government.

R

" No.25. ' Orper THEREON, 2nd October 1868, No. 3,094.

ESTABLISHMENT, No. 6. ; Comr.numcated to -the Sup?rmtend-
: ing Engineers for information and
e guidance.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) CHARLES A. ORR, Colonel, R. E,,
Secretary to Government.

To the Superintending Engineers.
To Captain R. B. Kennedy.
To the Controller of Public Works Accounts.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

Buildings and Roads.

: < Military Works.
0. 25.
. the following paper : —

: G.0., dated 16th December 1882, Mis. No. 4336, Revenue.
Read—th

e following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 2nd December
1882, No. 2982 :—

Read—the following letter from N. A. ROUPELL, Esq., Acting Collector of Anan-

tapur to the Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated 14th November
1882, No. 320 :—

The Head Assistant Collector, Anantapur, reports that the Fort walls of Govinda-
puram, in the Madakasfra Taluk, are in such a ruined and dangerous condition as to
- necessitate their early demolition and removal.

2. Adverting to G.0., dated 2nd October 1868, No. 3094, P.W., on Board’s
Proceedings, dated 28th August 1868, No. 6180, I have the honor to request the

Board will be pleased to obtain the special sanction of Government for pulling down
the Fort walls in question.

.

Submitted to Government for orders. It is suggested that the opinions of the
Military Department and of the Archeeological Surveyor might with advantage be
obtained. No information is available in the Board’s Office as to the nature or history
of the old Fort referred to.

o . i a4 (i, R (A true Copy and Extract.)

(Signed) R.SEWELL,
Acting Sub-Secretary.

Order—dated 16th December 1882, Mis. No. 4336, Revenue.
o Transferred to the Public Works Department for disposal.

(Signed) P. P. HUTCHINS,
Ag. Secretary to Government,
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BLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

Buildings and Roads.
~ Military Worksf

foﬂo#i;;g,papers —
J. BURGESS, Esq., LL.p., Archaological Surveyor, to the Under Secretary

0 Government, Public Works Department, dated Rédmesvaram, 17th January
83, No. 6. .

have the honor to acknowledge receipt of G.0. of 6th January, No. 20 W.,
ing the proposed demolition and removal of the fort walls of Govindapuram,
Anantapur Distriet.
not aware of the character of these walls, nor have I any information with
 the history of the fort. Perhaps the Head Assistant Collector could obtain
ion on the spot.
a pity to raze old forts for no other reason than that parts of the
in a dangerous condition. The gate-ways could be propped or repaired at
than they can be removed ; and those portions of the wall only which
‘immediate danger of falling where they would be likely to injure life might be
down, without touching other parts and incurring eéxpense to eradicate the
teresting military works of a past age and style of warfare, and which
e a history that is interesting to the people and will become more so as
T educated. The science of Hindu fortification has yet to be studied.

0., dated st February 1883, No, 658, Military.

the following letter from the Quartermaster-General, dated 30th J anuary 1888,
A No. 823 :—

In returning the Reference Order from Government, No. 349, dated 18th instant,
the honor, by order, to state that there is no military objection to the demoli-
d removal of the fort walls of Govindapuram.

. February 1883, No. 658, Military.

_ tothe Public Works Department, in reply to Proceedings of
0 W., dated 6th January 1883.

- (True Extract.)

(Signed) = E. L. HANKIN, Colonel,
Ag. Secretary to Goyernment.
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22xp June 1885, No. 761, REVENUE.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

READ——the following Proceedings of the Board of Row enue, dated 8th January 1885,
Mis. No. 123 :—

Read—the following letter from J. B. PENNINGTON, Esq. Acting Collector of

Tanjore, to the Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Gaudhaual\otd
4th December 1884, No. 6883 :—

I have the honor to report that at Tirukkattupalli, a place 13 miles to the west
of Tanjore, there is an old fort built by the amcient Rajahs of Tanjore, which is now
in ruins. In 1883, the District Surgeon visited this town and 1vlmltvd that the fort
walls and the mound within it, on w thh the sweepings of the town are deposited, should
be removed on sanitary glounds to allow of free circulation of air.

2. The town is situated at the junction of three roads and is a place of rising impor-
tance, with 471 houses and 3,257 inhabitants. There is a Sub-Registrar’s office, a
Police station, and a Local Fund Dispensary. A weekly fair is held in the village
where people gather in large numbers from the neighbouring villages.  The sanita-
tion of the town is said to be very unsatisfactory. The District \[edlml and Sanitary
officer and the Local Hospital Assistant consider the demolition of the fort walls and
the mound absolutely necessary for the sanitation of the town, and I propose therefore
that they may be ordered to be destroyed. The fort was, as already stated, built by
the ancient Rajahs of Tanjore, and is now the property of Government by virtue of
G.0., No. 705, dated 5th December 1859, Political Department. The mound is also
mtuated on Government Poramboke land and covers gulis in Paimash No. 688.
The fort walls are measured in Pammsh Nos. (642, 651, 652, 731 and 732, and comprise
an area of 2 mahs, 69 gulis and 32 cents ( Acres 0 guh\ 35 cents 57 7), of which 68 gulis
and 37 cents (Acres 0 gulis 9 and cents 5) have ‘1hoady been assessed at Rs. 1-1-5.
Portions of the ramparts to the east and west, comprising an area of 34 gulis and 48
cents, form the boundary walls of a tethple situated in the south-west corner of the

fort, which are well kept up and may therefore be retained.

3. The demolition of the fort walls and the mound above referred to is estimated

‘fo cost about Rs. 2,300, of which it is expected that a sum of Rs. 1,000 may be

‘recovered by the sale of the debris and the vacant ground. The Deput\ Collector
however proposes that instead of undertaking to demolish the walls and the mound
at public cost, the ground on which the walls “and the mound are built together with
‘the materials thereon may be sold to the inhabitants of the place for a certain fixed
price, which he estimates at Rs. 2 per guli subject to land assessment as usual. This
-seems to be a convenient arrangement, “and I aceordingly submit it for the favorable
‘consideration and orders of the Board.

4. A statement showing the area of the fort, &e., and a sketch showing the site
of the walls and the mound are enclosed for the Board’s information. ¢




1868, No. 2436, the Coli
the condition that the purch
aable time to be fixed by

st it

3

will be authorised to give effect
shall remove the walls and the

(Signed)  W. WILSON,

To the Board of Revenue, with three enclosures returned.
the Public Works Department.

Ag. Secretary to Government.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 8th January 1885,
TR Mis. No. 123 :=—

Ifead—the following letter from J. B. PENNINGTON, Esq. Acting Collector of

Tanjore, to the Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Gandharvakéta,
4th December 1884, No. 6883 :— :

I have the honor to report that at Tirukkattupalli, a place 13 miles to the west
of Tanjore, there is an old fort built by the ancient Rajahs of Tanjore, which is now
in ruins. In 1883, the District Surgeon visifed this town and reported that the fort
walls and the mound within it, on which the sweepings of the town are deposited, should
be removed on sanitary grounds to allow of free circulation of air.

2. The town is situated at the junction of three roads and is a place of rising impor-
tance, with 471 houses and 3,257 inhabitants. There is a Sub-Registrar’s office, a
Police station, and a Local Fund Dispensary. A weekly fair is held in the village
wwhere people gather in large numbers from the neighbouring villages. The sanita-
tion of the town is said to be very unsatisfactory. The District Medical and Sanitary
officer and the Local Hospital Assistant consider the demolition of the fort walls and
the mound absolutely necessary for the sanitafion of the town, and I propose therefore
that they may be ordered to be destroyed. The fort was, as already stated, built by
the ancient Rajahs of Tanjore, and is now the property of Government by virtue of
G.0., No. 705, dated 65th December 1859, Political Department. The mound is also
situated on Government Poramboke land and covers 55Z gulis in Paimash No. 688.
The fort walls are measured in Paimash Nos. 642, 651, 652, 731 and 732, and comprise
an area of 2 mahs, 69 gulis and 32 cents (Acres 0 gulis 35 cents 57), of which 68 gulis
and 37 cents (Acres 0 gulis 9 and cents /) have already been assessed at Rs. 1-1-5.
Portions of the ramparts to the east and west, comprising an area of 34 gulis and 48
cents, form the boundary walls of a temple situated in the south-west corner of the
fort, which are well kept up and may therefore be retained.

' 3. The demolition of the fort walls and the mound above referred to is estimated
to cost about Rs. 2,300, of which it is ex?vected that a sum of Rs. 1,000 may be
recovered by the sale of the debris and the yacant ground. The Deputy Collector
‘however proposes that instead of undertaking to demolish the walls and the mound
~ at public cost, the ground on which the walls and the mound are built together with
the materials thereon may be sold to the inhgbitants of the place for a certain fixed
price, which he estimates at Rs. 2 per guli subject to land assessment as usual. This
seems to be a convenient arrangement, and I aceordingly submit it for the favorable
~ consideration and orders of the Board.

. 4. A statement showing the area of thd fort, &c., and a sketch showing the site

T ‘of the walls and the mound are enclosed for the Board’s information.

)

:
1
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1868, No. 2436, the Collector will be authorised to give effect
condition that the purchas shall remove the walls and the

nable time to be fixed by
(True Ex

{Signed) W. WILSON,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

the Board of Revenue, with three enclosures returned.
he Public Works Department.




99xp Juwe 1885, No. 761, REVENUE.

_ GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

a
Reap—the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 8th January 1885,
f Mis. No. 123 :—

Read—the following letter from J. B. PENNINGTON, Esq. Acting Collector of

Tanjore, to the Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Gandharvakéta,
4th December 1884, No. 6883 :—

I have the honor to report that at Tirukkattupalli, a place 13 miles to the west
of Tanjore, there is an old fort built by the ancient Rajahs of Tanjore, which is now
in ruins. In 1883, the District Surgeon visited this town and reported that the fort
walls and the mound within it, on which the sweepings of the town are deposited, should

be removed on sanitary grounds to allow of free eirculation of air.

9. The town is situated at the junction of three roads and is a place of rising impor-
tance, with 471 houses and 3,257 inhabitants. There is a Sub-Registrar’s office, a
_ Police station, and a Local Fund Dispensary. A weekly fair is held in ‘the village

where people gather in large numbers from the meighbouring villages. The sanita-
%ion of the town is said to be very unsatisfactory. The District Medical and Sanitary
officer and the Local Hospital Assistant consider the demolition of the fort walls and
the mound absolutely necessary for the sanitation of the town, and I propose therefore
that they may be ordered to be destroyed. The fort was, as already stated, built by
" the ancient Rajahs of Tanjore, and is now the property of Government by virtue of
G.0., No. 705, dated 5th December 1859, Politieal Department. The mound is also
situated on Government Poramboke land and covers 55% gulis in Paimash No. 688.
The fort walls are measured in Paimash Nos. 642, 651, 652, 731 and 732, and comprise
an area of 2 mahs, 69 gulis and 32 cents (Acres|0 gulis 35 cents 57), of which 68 gulis
and 37 cents (Acres 0 gulis 9 and cents 5) have already been assessed at Rs. 1-1-5.
Portions of the ramparts to the east and west, comprising an area of 34 gulis and 48
cents, form the boundary walls of a temple situated in the south-west corner of the
fort, which are well kept up and may therefore be retained.

3. The demolition of the fort walls and thLe mound above referred to is estimated
to cost about Rs. 2,300, of which it is expgeted that a sum of Rs. 1,000 may be
‘recovered by the sale of the debris and the vhcant ground. The Deputy Collector
however proposes that instead of undertaking to demolish the walls and the mound
at public cost, the ground on which the walls and the mound are built together with
the materials thereon may be sold to the inhabitants of the place for a certain fixed
price, which he estimates at Rs. 2 per guli subject to land assessment as usual. This
seems to be a convenient arrangement, and I apeordingly submit it for the favorable
consideration and orders of the Board.

4. A statement showing the area of the fort, &c., and a sketch showing the site
of the walls and the mound are enclosed for the Board’s information.

{




1868, No. 2436, the Coll will be authorised to give effect
 condition that the purc s shall remove the walls and the

reasonable time to be fixed by hiui.

Wil

Ag. Secretary to Gover: ment.

-3 Bmd of Revenue, with three enclosures retu'rned
 Pablic Works Department.
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