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g Public Works offices and the Amir Mahal, it «is impossible to say whether the addi-
~ tional assessment on account of additional accommodation is correot or not, for the
added portion, when alterations are effecttd in an existing building, can never enhance
the value of the building by the amount expended. In order to arriVve at the correct
enhanced value we must know what parts of the building were removed, how much was
expended in converting existing parts to new uses, and a variety of questions connected

with repairs extremely complicated, .
2. It appears that the principle the municipality adopt is simply to add to a
- former assessment an additional assessment based on the amount expended on the

particular building during the year,

~ 3. This seems to me to be wrong, and T would venture to suggest that the valua-
tion on which assessment is made should be the cubical contents of the buildings at a
fair valuation per foot.

- 4. T have so valued the two buildings in question, and find they should be assessed
respectively at 2,394 rupees and 1,389 rupees per annum. As I before stated 1 do not
know _.ﬂmt the actual sums claimed amoypt to.

A ; : No. 1253-C.
Transferred to the Financial department,
2. Special attention is invited to the (o

and the referred papers returned.
nsulting Architect’s remarks.

(By order.)
CHEPAUK, (Signed)

23rd July 1885 C. BOWEN, Major, R.E,,
a0r .

Under Secy. to Govt., P.W.D.

S ————
.

Onven—dated 10th August 1885, No. 378 M., Financial.

- Recorded, the information fuljniahed in the first of the letters above read being
no longer necessary as the Provincial Service budget, for which it was intended, has
already been passed by the vernment and the Government of India,

2. With reference to the Consulting Architect’s remarks, to which attention is
~ invited by the Public Works department, it is observed that the municipal assessment
- on buildings is based on the annual rent at whieh such buildings might reasonably be

6 not on the amount spent on the
contents. Should this assessment
he of arge of the buildings to see that all
e . hared}l:::nlt (vide section 190 of the Act). -

. There appears ve been ve : i matter b
P arier e bty Ty great delay in the disposal c.ﬂ th§ i y

. (True Extract.) i :

g E. F. WEBSTER,
- Chaef Secretary.

i

"o the President of the Municipal Commission, :

S Publia Works diphetat,. o, Medins
 Revenue department.
,  Accountant-General.
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6.0, 10th August 1885, No. 378 M.

L TR

)

AUGUST.

Government Buildings.

t Madm
Recording letter from the President,
Mnnmpu.htgr, furnishing information

assessment on —, and passing orders on the
:ilr?na.rka of the Comnltmg Architect on the modo #

of nssessment.

o

ReAD—the following papers :— ok
From the President of the Municipal A m su:.
1884, R. No. 1259.

Asstracr.—Forwards a budget ethmnte for W on GM e

from Ist January 1885 to 31st March

i £ ok
- i : —_— -

From Colonel H. L. PRENDERGAST R.
V Circle, to the Chief Engmm,
14th July 1885, No. 1576,

One endorsement, No. 2062 )
~y letter, No, 1259, .
» budget estimate.

Da.
Do.
Do.
Do.

Do. Stam
_is correct. But, as the work on the last b
“should be admltted onlv on the un

on which the building is brought into use,

2. The assessment as claimed by the m
Hospital, Rs 201-4-10, and on the Pohee'
be Rs. 192-14-6 andRs 19
Rs. 2,140,

3. The assessment on the l‘nbho ks o
reported on, as these b‘uﬂdings are in eitﬁt ,d

Referred to the Consulting Amhlw
mummpal wsessment on the Publm ;

¥

¥

- CHEPAUK,
16k July 1885

From R.F. GBIB»HOLM,E:Q,
~ to the Chief En, ‘
1885, N 0. 692

it
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mw"fhﬂﬁm"‘d the Amfr Mahal, it is impossible to say whether the addi-
tional assessment on account of additional accommodation is correct or not, for the E: S T » |
a tion, when alterations are effected in an existing building, can never enhance’ R e G
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~ the value of the bmldmgg%;he amount expended. In order to arrive at the correct
mhaneﬁm we must know what parts of the building were removed, how much was -
" expended in converting existing parts to new uses, and a variety of questions connected
-~ with repairs extremely complicated.
2. Tt appears that the principle the municipality adopt is simply to add to a
"~ former assessment an additional assessment based on the amount expended on the
~ particular building during the year.
8, This seems to me to be wrong, and T would venture to suggest that the valua-
. tion on which assessment is made should be the cubical contents of the buildings at a
-+ fair valnation per foot. {148
4. 1 have so valued the two buildings in question, and find they should be assessed
yespectively at 2,304 rupees and 1,389 rupees per annum.  As I before stated 1 do not
" know what the actual sums claimed amount to.

¥

T FLa i ~ No. 1253-C.

i mgferred to th.e Fmanoml department, and the referred papers returned.
A Special attention is invited to the Consulting Architect’s remarks.
£ R S e ! (By order.)

b ;-?‘ 'lCnl?uJK, A (Signed) C. BOWEN, Major, R.E.,
3 -ﬁ.’;rd July 1885 Under Secy. tJo Govt., P.W.D.

)

~ Ouvua—dated 10th August 1885, No. 378 M., Financial.
‘Recorded, the information furnished in the first of the letters above read being

1o longer necessary as the Provincial Service budget, for which it was intended, has S 2 G i S

already been p::rﬁ by the Government and the Government of India. U R R L oo Ieﬂ'-b i
2. With reference to the Consulting Architect’s remarks, to which attention TRER . . o e
invited by the Public Works department, it is observed that t-hz’ municipal assessment TR i P : ‘:'I”'v:_f_,

on buildings is based on the annual rent at which such buildings might reasonably be

: bxpec}edt?_let (section 123 of Act I of 1884) and not on tlngs amo;smt gpent on the
- buildings, nor their value calculated on the cubic contents. Should this assessment
~ appear excessive, it is the duty of the officers in charge of the buildings to see that all

~ legal measures are taken t:a reduce it (vide section 190 of the Act). B

3. There appears to have been v t delay 1 i tter b
i Bepratiauiog Maginee:, ery great delay in the disposal of the AL y

T
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- - (True Extract.) .
b : E. F. WEBSTER,
y . Chigf Secretary.

1o the President of the Munici ) &

iy ,'1‘9# 0 T Worka doparta pt.womm
~,,  Revenue department. i
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b
GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS
FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT
| Reap—the following papers :— ‘
] From the President of the Munieipal Commxsslon, Madg%da ted 12 _
- 1884, R. No. 1269. ;
- Asstract.—Forwards a budget estimate for assessment on Govemmmt buﬂdiny- r
B from lst January 1885 to 31st March 1886. ' R
= ‘ u . .“ “;k_ M
P Froti ‘Colonel: H.” L. PRENDERGAST, R.E., Su erintendi
: E 3 ' V Circle, to the Chief Engmem,PabhaWorka d"
Jssued . E 3 : 14th July 1885, No. 1576. e
' , ; , One endorsement, No, 2062 D. 2052,Indahﬂ 19&5
Reed. Enel. N ] ‘ » letter, No. 1959. v Gt the ho
, b » budget estimate. E u:leorft ?a:’;
e S Y  Aaditions to the Modil gouege, SRt
- = = ' 3 D W s
GO., 10th August 1885, No. 378 M. E 3 S : A th - Presidency Mit;l’shﬁte’a Com't,
T e s - e e T g e 3 ' “ 1 V DO. Sma.ll Gam Conrtt
z 2 ¥ T : %o. | gemtentlary,
A N/ Ve, ) i 0. rdnance uarﬁuzs,mi
A Zo 36 7 art <~ e [//f A58 - Do. Stam andﬁtqtionery oﬁ
%/ 7 ! B | is correct. But, as the work on the last building is nc
: Td N 3 should be admitted only on the understar that
o o g  on which the building is brought into use. ;
b e lgihin | gL S 2. The asgessme!:)t as ;lanned by the municipa 4
P50y AUGURY =5 , : . ! Hospital, Rs 201-4-10, and on the Police tannah, Rs. 22-14.
I 6 NI | ’U (Ta & {— R be Rs. 192-14-6 and Rs. 19-8 -4, the aotnal oos’f of ﬂm_
¢ " Rs. 2,140. ,
S 3. The assessment on the Public Works ¢
‘ = reported on, as these buﬂdmgsatemchargedthq
. | No. 1210-(}3.
- 1 Referred to the Oonsultmg Arclnteot iﬁt :
‘ o 3 ' municipal assessment on the Pnblle Works
P A - Mol R
T CHEPAUK
b R (U F 1688, e
Government Buildings, . :
FromB F. CHISHOLM ,
Reeording letter from the President, Madras na to the Chief EW:
Munigipality, furnishing information regardmg = e 1885 No. 522 A,
the assessment on —, and passing orders on the Jr ST Lt
zmarka oiﬁze Consulting Architect on the mode s : 1 have the honor to I'Qmm
assessI ot O

dated the 16th mstant, and v state th




R e T

it 0

O R N o A A N e e AP A A s e A
PPN S o, ey . ‘

2 10ta Aveust 1885, No. 378 M., FinaNcrar, ‘

1'
e e e e

’Mm-vm.—_-,m

Public Works offices and the Amfr Mabhal, it is impossible to say whether the addi.
“tional assessment on account of additional accommodation is correct or not, for the
added portion, when alterations are effected in an existing building, can neyer ’enhance
the value of the building by the amount expended. In order to arrive at the correct
enhanced value we must know what parts of the building were removed, how much was

expended in converting existing parts to new uses, and a variety of questions connected
with repairs extremely complicated.

2. It appears that the principle the municipality adopt is simply to add to a

. . former assessment an additional assessment based on the amount expended on the
particular building during the year. :

3. This seems to me to be wrong, and I would venture to suggest that the valua-

_ tion on which assessment is made should be the cubical contents of the buildings at a
oy fair valuation per foot.

4. I have so valued the two buildings in question, and find they should be assessed

respectively at 2,394 rupees and 1,389 rupees per annum. As I before stated I do not et 4
know what the actual sums claimed amount to. >

No. 1253-C. .
Transferred to the Finanecial department, and the referred papers returned.
2. Special attention is invited to the Consulting Architect’s remarks.

(By order.)

CHEPAUK, (Signed) C. BOWEN, Major, R.I.,
23rd July 1885. Under Secy. to Govt., P.W.D,

e Ay
£

i 1

Oroer—dated 10th August 1885, No. 378 M., Financial.

A  Recorded, the information furnished in the first of the letters above read being il
no longer necessary as the Provincial Service budget, for which it was intended, has
already been passed by the Government and the Government of India.

2. With reference to the Consulting Architect’s remarks, to which attention is
invited by the Public Works department, it is observed that the municipal assessment
on buildings is hased on the annual rent at which such buildings might reasonably be
expected to let (section 123 of Act I of 1884) and not on the amount spent on the N
buildings, nor their value calculated on the ‘cubic contents. Should this assessment i
appear excessive, it is the duty of the officers in charge of the buildings to see that all et
legal measures are taken to reduce it (vide section 190 of the Act). e

3. There appears to have been very great delay in the disposal of the matter by &8 1
the Superintending Engineer. s

LAk

¢ e
4072 Lol i -\vﬂ- i

(True Extract.)

. Chif Secre tary.
To the President of the Municipal Commission, Madras,
s  Public Works department. .
»  Revenue department.
»  Accountant-General. :

.

Exd. J, Wright,
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