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o N i S 2
T N T T e P

or oF Ivpia FoR GuaravTEED Rair.

N

-

. Government of India that owing to

local anthorities to certain contractors T

es on the Rajputana-Malwa Railway,

ity and historic interest comprising

orest, have been opened up,.and very

thereby causing an irreparable loss.

c Works Department Code (Chapters 111, 74

* the care and preservation of buildings of archi-

but it should be in future distinctly understood

ancient ruins of all kinds, and mounds kuown or

1d that in all cases of doubt no steps whatever, should

n for their preservation, without the previous inspection .

chéeological Department. :

the Governor General in Council trusts that in the

will be taken to prevent the destruction of any ruin

e that officers of the Government in all Departments

- the preceding instruetions, referring freely for inform-
Archeological Department. His Exeellency confidently

ion of the Local Governments and Adniinistrations in

‘ s that the attention of officers charged with the con-

ys and other large works may be specially directed to the

: ereising the utmost care in enforcing observance of these in-
by their eontractors and subordinates.

¥ AR , ' I have the honor to be,

SIR,

Your most obedient Servant,

§E Y . . A. B. SAMPSON,
R ‘ Under Secretary. 5
- Documents accompanying. A : ;
i Nil. "




i
i

e

' PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.
. GENERAL.

Circular No. 4 Public Works.

Dated Simla, September 8, 1336.
Received,

Impressing on local authorities the absolute
necessity for preventing the destruction of any
ancient ruin, &e., of interest,

s e S S .
umla.—No, 454 P. W, D.—16-9-86.—1,621.
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G.0., 21st July 1885, No. 1707.

Archzological Survey.

Passing orders with reference to the future
arrangements for conducting the — of this presi-
dency, and requesting the Government of India
to continue the allotment made in 1882-83 and
obtain the Secretary of State’s sanction to the
employment of Dr.” Hultzsch in the — on 300
rupees a-month,
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General,
Account.
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m from _:\ " r H. H. COLE, R.E., 8imla, to the Secretar
- Public Works Department, dated 28th June 1883

STy e Vil
' my 111 of ninth instant, please say whether my proposals are
can then be allotted,

y to Government,

*3

m from Colonel R, H. SANKEY, R.E,, Secretary to the Goy
to Major H. H. COLE, R.

ernment of Madras.

E., Simla, dated 29th June 1883, No. 184 &

ject to docal inquiry now being made, result of
eanwhile funds offered may be allotted.

From F. E. BLACK, Esq., Assistant Engineer, to the Deputy Chief Engineer, Publi
- Works Department, dated Seven Pagodas

y Sadras, 30th June 1883, No. 92.
- I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your memorandum, No. 1205 ( of
- 26th June 1883, and in reply would suggest that the cost of establishment b
~ as follows :— :

e charged

RS.
Hampi ... 3,500
Amargvati ... SR E = 2,100
Seven Pagodas ... = 1,400

Total ... 7.000

6.0, dated 30th June 1883, Mis. No. 1276, Public.

Rmd-—-the following Proceedings of the Madras Government, Public Works Depart-
: 5 1) ment, dated 26th June 1883, No. 1206 (.

Axsrucr.—lnquiﬁng

{¢ whether any decision has been arrived at with regard to t}
- of the Amarévati Marbles.

1e disposal

Order—dated 30th June 1883, Mis. No. 1276, Public.

The Public Works Department will be furnished with copy of G.0

> s 12th June
- 1883, No. 1151, Public, ) une

\ (Signed) C. G. MASTER,
Chief Secret:xry,
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4. The number of stone sculptures at
Amarévati are as follows : —

gess’s selection on the river-bank .. 75

8
43
195

246

Total ... 421

—

in situ, ie., on the circular area covered by the tope and railings, there are
doubtedly in their original places, and from these the position of the railing

1d, which must ll&:!:feen in the centre, can be clearly traced.
entrance neavest to the village of Amardvati is the shed in which are
ok TR the stones deposited in 1877 by Mr. Bewell (see
% Togn of tho Ruing. panoramie skm and references in red). His
extended from K to I, along the circumference, the remainder of which was exea-
. Horsfall in 1880. Passing round to the west, the stone terrace at the parts
remaining, although a good deal damaped. At B a portion of the outer railing
i iti F r round there is another piece of railing in position (D), and
ern entrance (F) may be traced by the pieces of railing and masonry which still
Eamngmnndmtheust alarge slab (G) is erect, and further on is a portion of the
ng H. Besides _these stones, which indicate purt of the ourline of the original structure,
: ‘fraammts and masonry slabs in position to complete the demarcation

o tope itself.

the 246 stones recorded as being now at the fope,a small Proportion go to make up

Biiae at ths Siia those that remain fixed in position. A good

o gL e S0 many lie scattered round and about the railings,
"E greater number are in the centre of the circle, to which position they were removed for

il eannot believe that the shattered eonditifmbof the mhasonry and its carvings can be
A L i attributed to the nafives of Amarévati, who are
Srigiaal Genwo of the Buin of the Tope. mostly Hindus. It is true that the grandfather
removed brick and stone from the central mound to
0 if, but he would have been
sculptures or smashing
y The demolition of the mound as well as the ruin of the surrounding
and entrances had been effected before we first knew of the tope through Colonel
ein 1816 ; I believe that the real destroyers were the Muhammadans, who, under the
ast Alamgir, conquered the district and established themselves in the forts of Kondapilli
ad Kondavid in the neighbourhood. .
Such destruction as Alamgir was wont to deal on all temples of the hated idol-worshippers
d have left the sculptures scattered round the tope. The subsequent demolition of the
Zemindar would have covered them up with layers of earth and debris, to
excayation of the tank in the centre (or more probably digging for treasure)
ve contributed. I am assured by Mr. Horsfall that the excavation of 1880 overturned
their original places ; that the seulptures laid bare were not injured by the Process
0 ; and that the central mound had previously disappeared, and no relic or stones
L on its site.

8. Bome mischief has, no doubt, been perpetrated byt naItives usi(rilg the lime-stone for burn-
T R A I ing into ime, and some wilful chipping of
Mu{?"h‘“mr‘m' Qotody. scglptures has occeurred, but / b@[iepep})b.atb the
€ YUin was caused, as stated, by the Muhammadans. Looking to the comparatively good condi-
the unbroken sculptures, which are over 1,500 years old, there is nothing unusual in the
te to cause special deterioration to any of the masonry earvings which Government may seek
n h"e}a’pot. The question of local custod, is easily disposed of by the provision of a
‘ wally an tron gate, and a native custodian to keep the key. The place is now easily acces-
to any idle boy who wishes to pass away his time in hammering off carved surfaces, but it

surprising to me how little evidence there is of damage of this kind.
9. Dr. Burgess’s intentions were to have removed the 175 stones—now taken half a mile
: ‘Remioval of Ntones to Madeas, away to the' river-bank—and to have deposited
RS S S them at ‘the Madras Museum. T do not know
they could be plaoed at the Madras Mnseum, which is already far too overcrowded, unless
were displayed in the open grounds. Here, however, they would be subject to the more destruc-
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of the Kistna District, to the Chief Secretary to
patam, 3rd March 1883, No. 575.
: Department, No. 395, of the 20th February
g when the marbles now packed at Amarivati may be
to state that these marbles were not despatched during
8 inspection and the issue of specific instructions regardi
‘80 order, g mts can be made for their removal

m received a sufficient supply of water,

; No. 524,
: the _, ological Surveyor of Southern India for an expression of his
with Captain Cole’s letter referred fo him by endorsement, No. 451, of 27th

(Signed) C. G. MASTER,
Chief Secretary,

e

BURGEBB, Archmological Surveyor, Western and Southern India, to the Chief
 Becretary to Gover:ﬁent, dated Gujarat, 9th March 1883, No. 24.

the honor fo acknowledge receipt of your No. 451 of 27th ultimo, with Major Cole’s
dated 11th May and 24th November, relative to the Amarévati Tope, and requesting

ore adverting to the main purport of the papers, T may notice two points :— Firsz,
nomplgmmd his theory that ¢ the real destroyers” of the Apm&révati Stupa

immadans that it may be as well to observe that all the evidence is against him,

| Mackenzie first unearthed the many slabs marked on his plan (which Major

-3 eproduced in the papers under consideration), the human figures were nowhere defaced
 way Muhammadans universally treat such imagery, nor is there a particle of evidence to

v that the rails had not been covered over by debris centuries before the birth of the Icono-
Alamgir.” Again, of the stones excavated and left on the spot by Colonel Mackenzie, we know

a the testimony of his own drawings and of Sir Walter Elliot that all had disappeared betwean
1819 and 1848. We find others built into Hindu temples and wells that were constructed
between the time of the destruction of the Central Stupa by the ‘old Hindu Zemindar in the
latter half of last century and that of the first visit of Colonel Mackenzie, All this and other
evidence that I need not here adduce goes to show that Major Cole is quite mistaken in his belief

" that  the prime ruin ” was caused by the Muhammadans.

- 3. Secondly, in paragraph 14 (page 4) of his report, Major Cole tries to make out that I
“advocate different policies in Ilgomlm and in Madras Presidency with respect to the preservation
of remains in situ. Nothing could be more inaccurate; the best reply to such a charge will be
found in my correspondence with the Madras Government with reference to the Govindapuram
~ Fort and the Udayagiri temple.
4. Astothe main question, I remark that Major Cole (in paragraph 12 of his memorandum
of 24th November) grants that any attempt at restoration of any portion of the Amaravat;
Tope is impracticable, and, though (in paragraph 11) he speaks of “ the conservation of the struc-
; e ” he admits that there is no structure to conserve. On his own showing, therefore, the
. remains do not come within the scope of his duties any more than the stupas at Soparé or at
Bhérhut, or any of the remains excavated by General Cunningham, or even my present excava-
tions here. Such remains are entirely archweological in eharacter, and are best left to the disposal
of the Government and the Superintendent of the Archsological Survey of the Presidency to
h they belong, If General Cunningham may arrange what is to be done at Bhérhut or else-
~ where without referenoe to Major Cole, it may be left also to the Madras Government and myself
toa @ what is best to be done at Amarévati. This view I believe would be fully supported
' by the Government of India. But if Major Cole is allowed to interfere in this instance, it may
iy Aierwardﬂ be used as a precedent for his interference with General Cunningham’s work as weil
- @s mine, and, considering the personal animus he has already manifested, this might lead to
- further difficulties.

- 5. On the simple ground alone of the remains being purely archmological in character,
Government need have no difficulty in deciding to earry out the operations begun last year
~ under my recommendation, Of their propriety I'believe every one at all acquainted with the
__ cireumstances—such as the Collector, Mr. J. Horsfall ; the Sub-Collector, Mr. G. Mackenzie ;
- the Engineer, Mr. Grant; the former First Assistant Callector, Mr. R. Sewell—will agree
without hesitation with me. And, if scientific opinion is required, the Government might ask

- General Cunningham’s. L A X
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this treatment is continued, all the rare beauty of the

 lost by their becoming weather-worn like a// the rest pre-

ﬂm. very earnestly entreat Government to take some

‘heir value is incalculable. They are not only beautiful

workmanship, but they constitute almost the only known record

w )y we can learn the manners, customs, costumes, and religious
t8 of this country in the early centuries A.D.

ted to the Government of India his desire that the marbles should

Burgess desires to have them removed to the safe custody of the

respectfully request that Government will hasten to apply to the

r definite instructions as to the disposal of the marbles, and have their

the sculptures safely housed before the next monsoon sweeps over them.

General A. CUNNINGHAM, R.E, cs.1., eI E., Director-General, Archaological
%o the Chief Secretary to Government, dated Simla, 36th May 1883, No. 24.

to your letter, No. 642, dated 22nd March 1883, with its enclosures, asking for
about fotlllle disposal of the sculptures taken from the Amardvati Stupa, I have the
a8 follows :— : :
‘80 little now remaining on the side of the Amardvati Stupa that I do not
< worth while to attempt any kind of restoration, I am a strong advocate
‘the conservation of all ancient buildings that actually exist, and also for the resto-
ation of such as can be restored. When I suggested in 1853 that the gateways of the Sanchi
ght, with advantage, be removed to the British Museum, my sole object was their
on, as I was but too well aware of the danger to which they were exposed if left much
peted. But since Major Cole obtained his present appointment, I have been a staunch
the complete restoration of the Sanchi Stupa,
As so many of the sculptured stones have already been removed from Amardvati, I agree
Dr. Bm’:‘n thinking that the best thing that can now be done is to place them under
‘cover in the M Museum. There they will be both safe and accessible. There also a certain
- pumber of the pillars might be set up with their rail-bars and copings complete, sufficient to
- show what the building actually was in its original state.
_ The sculptures now lying at Amardvati might be collected together, as suggested by Major
Cole, in the centre of the cirele of ruins, under a suitable shed, and placed under the charge of
a chokidar. Photographs should be taken of all the finer and more interesting specimens both at
Amardvati and at s. If casts are to be taken, they could be, as Dr. Burgess remarks, much
more cheaply made at Madras than at Amarévati.

Order—dated 12th June 1883, No. 1151, Public.

The Government approve of the proposals contained in paragraph 9 of the Archaological
Burveyor’s letter of 9th March last. The Collector of the Kistna and the Superintendent, Govern-
ment Central Museum, will be guided accordingly.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) C. G. MASTER,
Chief Secretary.

» ‘Endorsement—dated 12th June 1883, No. 1152, Public.
opy to the Government of Indis, Home Department, with reference to letter hence,
No. 1001, Miscellaneous, dated 17th May 1883. ‘

(Signed) C. G. MASTER,
Chief Secretary.

OrpEr—dated 20th July 1883, No. 2006 W., Public Works.

‘In G.O., No. 1741 W., dated 21st June 1883, an estimate, amounting to Rs.
18,990, for restorative work at the Hampi ruins was sanctioned, the question of
‘appropriation of funds and distribution of allotments being deferred for further con-
sideration.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

Buildings and Roads.
Civil Works.

o following letter from Colonel W. H. BURTON, R.E., Officiating Superin-
 tending Engineer, V Circle, to the Chief Engineer, Public Works Depart-
ment, dated Chepak, 3rd June 1885, No. 866 :—

th reference to paragraph 4 of G.0., No. 1047 W, dated 5th May 1885, I
e honor to report that the work at the Seven Pagodas can be undertakeu by the
ve Engineer, Chingleput, with his present staff of subordinates.

spEr—dated 10th June 1885, No. 1352 W., Public Works.
* Communicated to the Public Department.

- 2, If the work is to be executed by the Public Works Department, a grant to
the extent of the estimate, viz., Rs. 2,228, should be provided.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) J. SHAW-STEWART, Colonel, R.E.,
Secretary to Govt., P.W.D.

) TEWPnbhe Department. 1 L
Superintendin, ineer, ircle.
Exami Puglic %rks Accounts.

L1% ARER d. _Et"EQ&&ndel.
P e Gugios
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DEPARTMENT.

, LL.D., C.LE., Arehaeélﬁgiealﬁurveyor of Southern India,
ry to Government, dated 22, Seton Place, Edinburgh, 8th

2 8

in the first place to call attention to the accompanying
estion, written by me four years ago and submitted to the
Her Majesty’s Secretary of State. The general review
erenc India including Madras, and the only additional

ling special attention is the following.
er Northern India, Bombay, and the Northern Dekhan, the Hindn
{ ‘a few modern exceptions,all in the Sanscrit or ancient Pali
in s, on the contrary, the mass of the old inscriptions are found to
or other of the Dravidian languages. Thus, in the Tamil districts, they are
'Old Tamil, with occasionally a preamble or small portion in the Sanscrit
an Old Tamil or Grantham alphabet. In the Telugu and Malayalam
case is similar, though in the Canarese country there is a larger propor-
These latter, it is to be hoped, Mr. Fleet will take up at an early

Whenlwrote on lst January, it appezired that it might be possible for

ment to secure the service of some young European scholar for a limited period
or three years, who, with the aid of a few pandits, might be employed to
r and translate the inscriptions which would be collected by the field staff of
ey. It is clear that no one, not well acquainted with at least some of the
languages as well as Sanscrit, could be of any real service in the work of
on, Tamil, Telugu, and Malayalam are scarcely at all studied in England ;
quiry among leading German scholars, I find that the case is similar among
informed that, while Sanseritists could readily be secured, it would
ble to find any one prepared to undertake the work of editing criti-

ns in these Dravidian languages.
alternative then seems to lie in emgaging the best pandits in each
] training them as far as practicable in more accurate modes of transla-
10d style so common in our courts and public offices. They would
ions they could, and whenever an inscription seemed to deserve
and accurate version, the pandit’s one should be submitted
» most competent to revise it. Among all the members of the different
f the GOVerﬁmenﬁsernee, there are surely some men so well versed in the
of the country as to be able to give oceasional aid of this sort: the mere
uch 4vork was sometimes submitted to them might prove a stimulus to some
more accurate knowledge of the language than is common. Surely the

bt e 45 P
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1884, No. 1914, read in G.0., 19th June 1884, No. 1338).
| is requested to explain the circumstances under which this
hether there are funds available to meet the expenditure

nt-General is also requested to state whether any portion of the

 debited to Madras. Tt was originally arranged that half of

yuld be debited to Bombay and half to Madras ; this arrange-
ver to have been carried out.

tant-General is lastly requested to furnish a statement showing
~on the A‘mhwologwal department since it commenced operations in

(Signed)  E. F. WEBSTER,
Chief Secretary.

om H. F. CLOGSTOUN, Esq., Accountant-General, to the Chief Secretary to

R ; i 3! sl Government, dated Fort St. George, 22nd June 1885, No. 1572.
| & : ! In reply to your official memorandum, No, 1006, dated the 26th May, I have the
¢ to furnish a statement showing the expenditure on the Archwological depart-
since it commenced operations in this presidency. The statement isin two parts,
the first showing the expenditure in connection with archwological operations super-
vised by Dr. Burgess or by Mr Sewell, and the second the expenditure on operations
~ eonnected with that branch of the department which is presided over by Captain Cole.
_ The expenditure shown in statement No. 1 is budgeted for by this Government, and
 is incorporated in the books of this office under the head of Minor departments, Archeeo-
_ logical department. The expenditure shown in statement No. 2 is provided for by
the Government of India, and is not shown on the books of this office.

9. Tt will be seen from statement No. 1 that no portion of the pay of Dr. Burgess
* has been debited in the accounts of this presidency since the year 1882-83, the total
- amount debited on that account during the whole period of the operations up to date
~ being only Rs. 2,662-12-9. Dr. Burgess has probably preferred, as a rule, to draw
s ‘his salary in Bombay rather than in Madras, and the practice of dividing the salary
: § , . drawn between the two presidencies was discontinued in April 1883 at the suggestion
' ; ‘of the Accountant-General, Bombay, who pointed out that, as archaological expendi-
tore was Imperial, both in Bombay and Madras, the division of the salary was opposed
‘to rule and was unnecessary.

3. Although, however, as just stated, the expenditure of the Archsological

epartment is Imperial, no special grant on account of the expenditure of the depart-

Vi - ‘ment has been made by the Government of India for any later year than 1882-83.

sy For the succeeding year, the provision made in the estimates has been that proposed

' by this office, the figures being based on an assumed continuance of expenditure at

‘the same rate as that of a series of months prior to the date of framing the estimate.

The provision made for 1884-85 in the original estimate, viz., Rs. 5,000, was raised

o ‘ h tite revised estimate to Rs. 10,000, but Iregret that the provision for 1885-86
' ‘ '- * should have been based on what was clearly insufficient data.

furids are available to meet the further expenditure on account of an addi-

nal officer proposed by Dr. Burgess from the original grant for the year, which in

ny case will be considerably exceeded ; but if the Government of India is unable or

_unwilling to make an additional grant, it would doubtless consent to the entertain-

‘ment of the officer proposed, if this Grovernment consented to defray his salary from
‘Provincial funds. - ‘

i
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a account of archmological works and debited to the
~account of India.”

Amount.
RS.

hmological Engineer for the preserva-

ancient monuments & 2l 4

the Civil department in the accounts of the
Total, 1882-83 .. 5,000

4,000

1,000

‘ mtlsgg the Collector of Bellary in May and
» uly L 1 the above account . . a5 s
~ Debits to the Civil de ent in the accounts of
the Examiner of Public Works Aeccounts for
expenditure between May and October 1883 . . 5,650
Fu:lgz debits in the Examiner’s accounts
adjusted by the Civil department in March
1854 4 ¥ e = 5 5. 4446 15 1

1,000
A |

: 11,097 5 6
Deduct amount re-paid into the Bellary treasury 2 B
out of the payments of the previous year .. 2,123 9 10

Net,1883-84 .. 897311 8

in resolution of the Government of India, Home department, dated
6th June 1885, Nos. 2-87-103, recorded in G.0., dated 24th June 1889,
No. 1441, Public.

:annn——dated 21st July 1885, No. 1707, Public.

' The disposal of the application from Dr. Burgess for additional assistance to that
now at his disposal for the archeeological survey of the Madras presidency has been
delayed, pending the receipt of the report from the Aeccountant-General on the
financial position of the Archmological department. His Excellency the Governor in
Council, in view of that report, considers that the opportunity should be taken to draw
the attention of the Government of India to the inadequacy of the present Imperial
~ allotment for the conduct of the survey as well as to the proposals involving additional
expenditure now made by Dr. Burgess.
' 9. The Government notice that Dr. Burgess has not been in the habit of submit-

~ ting an annual budget, and that the Government of India has made no special grant on
account of the expenditure of the department since 1882-83. The Accountant-
General has in subsequent years made in his estimates a small provision, which
however, has always been largely exceeded.

. 3. When Dr. Burgess first took up the Madr?is sur}wlreyk'), a de;.ailed estimate was

® : : prepared on the basis of an expenditure of
h%zﬁ%?’ Gsovemmant of India, 21st January Rg " 95 000 per annum, and the Govern-

R L ment of India consented to that grant for
1882-83, on condition that the distribution of the allotment between the establishment
and other charges should be left to Dr. Burgess. His Excelleney the Governor-General
in Council, in the despatch to the Secretary of State, dated 29th June 1882, No. 167,
stated that it was intended that the Imperial grants to the Madras and Bombay
Governments should cover the additional cost involved in the proposals which were
then made. The specific allotment, which it was evidently intended should continue
to be made for the work in the presidency, has not, however, it appears, been made,
~ and in consequence no funds are available to meet the extra expenditure involved in
the proposals now put forward by Dr. Burgess.
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