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The distribution of the numbers according to districts is noted below :—

Anantapur. Madura.
Bellary. Nellore.

. Chingleput. North Axrcot.
Cuddapah. Salem. R
Ganjam. South Arcot.

v Godé4vari. South Canara.,
Kistna. Tanjore.
Kurnool. Trichinopoly,

4. With the exception of the Tanjore temple, which is a unique Specimen of
early Chola work, none of the large South Indian temples in use for worship have
been included in the present list. The reason for this is obvious. Government has
no control ever them ; they have usually abundance of funds ; and are kept in asstate
of repair by their own authorities. There séems no reason, therefore, why they should
find a place in a list (11‘ buildings &f which Government is to undertake the respon-
sibility of upkeep. Examples of the Dravidian style to. which' they belong are, how-
ever, found among the deserted temples recommended for conservation at Viin.yan-nmr

« 5. I would request the orders of Government as to whether the Tanjore Palace
should be included. Though occupied by the family of the late Raja, it is said o be

o " » 3 \ . ) ‘ 3 "9 are « 1 5 : . s

kept in ordér by Government. Some parts of it are ancient, but a great portion ig
modern.
; 6. As to groups of remains entered under one item, the Seven Pagodas (No. 28)
is the only instance in which a large number has been so. treated. These monuments
must always find a foremost place in any conservation proposals, If numbered
separately, th.ey_ would occupy a great proportion of the hundred examples to be
selected. Nothing would be gained by so entering them s the most of the conser-
vation necessary, has already been carried out. All that is at present required is the
periodical inspection suggested. . 3

7. I have appended a few note tl ‘eservati f pre-histori

5 : PI T] C 'W notes on the preser vation of pre-historic monuments and
ancl_cnt monnds. 1ese remains are of special Interest, but their great number makes
measures of conservation difficult, if not impossible. The principal matter is to ensure
at they be hot meddled wi thes ATy IR : '
’%mt{ hhp)t be nﬁt1 me d?}kdf with. }In these nf)to,rf, I have.remarked on the numerous
- o n 9 oaatnr i nto 9 * S= v T
-:il](;'Iu'biqni]r(l)l:;ois‘:(l)l()fl:;oi;,’Tél HA(?tl of;s‘mnl districts of the Presidency. Now that a
railway is i couse 2 struction through thvfc very tracts, there ig a probability
of much destruction being caused by contractors in search of building material Any
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scruples some of these men have in disturbing ancient remains is,. in many cases, over-
come by the advantages derived from finding bricks and otlu\,l‘ materi: l"‘ '.‘;,1 f
'1 A t,h G 4 th f : 4 ale 1lh1((1() or
removal. § the Government of India has passed Resolutions * on this subject
I would suggest th: | the
~ suggest that any danger of the
* ~O L. \ . =] =
G.0., No. 59 W., dated 7th January 1888. kind would be obviated if these orders
were communicated to. the: Engineers in
N charge of the works.

8. If the list meets with the approv
to prefix a few notes on the principles or
India should be carried out,

¢ @ TR o %a
al of Government, T would request permission
1 which the conservation of ancient remains in

Resp—also the following paper.:—
’ G.0., dated 30th Margh 1891, No. 254 B., Public,
Read—the following paper :—

From A. REA, Esq., M.R.A.8.,, Archeeologic
Madras, to the Chief Secretary to*
puram, 12th March 1891, No, 425.

al Surveyor to the Government of
. y
Government, dated Gangaikondachola-

' I have the .hono.ur to request th.ut the Siva temple at this place might be included
in the conservation list submitted with my letter, No. 71, of the 18th February 1891,

2. It was not entered in that list, as I had not then seen the temple. It-appears
in the previous conservation list (pages 70-71)
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3. The temple is a_most important structure both historically and architecturally.
It is similar in design and date to the great temple at Tanjore, and is nearly as large.
Both have peculiarities not found in any other known temple, notably a lofty stone
tower over the shrine. It has a number of archaic carvings, and ancient inserip-
tions of historical and paleeographieal interest.

4, Although it is stated in the superseded conservation list that the walls and
towers were to be kept *free 0f vegetation, all the buildings, other than the shrines
itself, are overrun with plants. An ancient entrance gopura is in such a dangerous
state that it cammot be used. Whenever rain falls, it brings down great masses of
masonry. The temple -authorities propose to pull it down. It*would be a pity if
this had to be done, as the structure is a most unique one. Although it would be a
matter of difficulty, in its present state, to repair the upper portion, there is no doubt
that, if funds were granted, themost of the lower part of the building might be saved ;
and, perhaps, with ‘eare,” the upper portion also.

Order—dated 30th March 1891, No. 254 B., Publie. '

The proposal of the Archeeological Surveyor is approved and he will be requested
to forward the necessary particulars regarding the temple in the form adopted for the
List of Monuments selected for conservation.

(True Extract.) Ui
(Signed) J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.

To the Archmological Surveyor.

Reap—also the following paper : — ‘ :
From the Archwmological Surveyor to Government, dated 15th April 1891,
E No. 186. ;

Apsrract.— Forwarding particulars regarding the temple at Gangaikondacholapuram.

Orper—dated 13th*May 1891, No. 878, Publie.

With the first of his letters read above, Mr. Rea forwards, as directed in paragraph
10 et seq. of, G.0., No. 17, Public, dated 9th January last, the revised list of ancient
monuments selected for conservation in this Presidency, and in his letter, No. 186,
dated 15th April, he submits particulars regarding another item which it has been
decided shall be included in the list.

2. In paragraph 11 of the order quoted above, it was stated that a maximum
total of 100 items in all classes would be allowed, and it was further directed that
each entry should rest on personal observation. In paragraph 12, Mr. Rea was
informed that there would be no objection to his drawing up a provisional list of
monuments already ispected, and that a final standard could then be prepared by the
process of elimination. 2

3. The list, as at present constituted, contains 108 items, and the' Archaological
Surveyor considers that there are doubtlesg many other monuments in partg of the
Presidency, yet unvisited by the Survey,.wluch would be worthy of conservation, but
no decision touching these can be arrived at «ill they have been inspected. In
paragraph 2 of his letter, he enumerates the mongmentrs the mplus19n of which in
the present list does not rest on personal observation. These, eight in number, are
stated to have been vouched for by authorities as noteworthy examples, or drawings -
or photographs have been seen by the Arcﬁzzeologlcal Surveyor himself. Ip paragraph
4 of his letter, Mr, Rea points out that, with the egceptlon of the Te}njore temple,
none of the large South Indian temples at present in use for worship have been
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The distribution of the numbers according to districts is noted below :—
: Anantapur. Madura.
Bellary. ‘ Nellore.
. Chingleput.” North Arcot.
Cuddapah. Salem. .
Ganjam. South Arcot.
" Godévari. South Canara.
. Kistna. Tanjore.
Kurnool. Trichinopoly.

4. With the exception of the Tanjore temple, which is a unique specimen of
early Chola work, none of the large South Indian temples in use for worship have
been included in the present list. The reason for this is obvious. Government has
no control ever them ; they have usually abundance of funds ; and are kept in asstate
of repair by their own authorities. There séems no reason, therefore, why they should
find a place in a list of buildings 6f which Government is to undertake the respon-
sibility of upkeep. Examples of the Dravidian style to. which® they belong are, how-
ever, found among the deserted temples recommended for conservation at Vijayanagar.

« 5. I would request the orders of Government as to whether the Tanjore Palace
should be included. Thqugh occupied by the family of the late Rijé, it is said to be
kept in ordér by Government. Some parts of it are ancient, but a gréat portion is
modern. ‘

6. As to groups of remains entered under one item, the Seven Pagodas (No 28)

~ is the only instance in which a large number has been so. treated. These mouun;ents
must always find a foremost place in any conservation proposals. If numbered
separately, they would occupy a great proportion of the hundred examples to be
selected. Nothing would be gained by so entering them 4s the most of the conser-
vation necessary, has already been carried out. All that is at present reqﬁired is ti]e
periodical inspection suggested. . :

7. I have appended a few notes on the preservation of pre-historic monuments and
ancient mounds. These remains are of special interest, but their great number makes
measures of conservation difficult, if not impossitle. The principal matter is to ensure
that they be hot meddled with. In these notes, I have.remarked on the numerous
Buddhist mourds in the four north-eastern districts of the Presidency. Now that a
railway is in course of construction through these very tracts, there is a probability
of much destruction being caused by contractors in search of building material. An
scruples some of these men have in disturbing ancient remains is in many case.s oversf
come by the advantages derived from fimding bricks and other materials rea’dy for
removal. As the Government of India has passed Resolutions * on this subject,

I would suggest that any danger of
* G.0., No. 59 W., dated 7th January 1888. kind Woulcfbbe obviated yif thezgr (?lt'dtcl;:
were communicated to. the Engineers in
charge of the wors.
pproval of Government, T would request permission
pleson which the conservation of ancient remains in

8. If the list mee.ts with the a
to prefix a few notes on the princi
India should be carried out.
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Reap—also the following paper.:—
(.0., dated 30th March 1891, No. 254 B., Public.
Read—the following paper :—

From A. REA, Esq., m.r.As, Archeeological Surveyor to the Government of

Madras, to the Chief Secretary to* ate ancai
-pu.ram,’l‘Zth March 1891 No.zl’250, overnment, dated Gangaikondachola-

I have the honour to réquest that the Siva

temple at this place might be included

in the conservation list submitted with my letter, No. 71, of the 18th February 1891,

_ 2. It was not enterefl in 'that list, as I had not then seen the temple. It-appears
in the previous conservation list (pages 70-71),
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3. The temple is a_most important structure both historically and architecturally.
It is similar in design and date to the great temple gt Tanjore, and is nearly as large.
Both have peculiarities not found in any other known temple, notably & lofty stone
tower over the shrine. It has a number of archaic carvings, and ancient inserip-
tions of historical and paleographical interest.

4. Although it is stated in the superseded conservation list that the walls and
towers were to be kept free of vegetation, all the buildings, other than the shrine=
itself, are overrun with plants. An ancient entrance gopura is in such a dangerous
state that it camnot be used. Whenever rain falls, it brings down great masses of
masonry. The temple -authorities propose to pull it down. It*would be a pity if
this had to be done, as the structure is a most unique one. Although it would be a
matter of difficulty, in its present state, to repair the upper portion, there is no doubt
that, if funds were granted, the*most of the lower part of the building might be saved ;
and, perhaps, with ‘eare,” the upper portion also. z -

Order—dated 30th March 1891, No. 254 B., Public. *

The proposal of the Archeological Surveyor is approved and he will be requested
to forward the necessary particulars regarding the temple in the form adopted for the
List of Monuments selected for conservation.

(True Extract.) % v

(Signed) ' . J. F. PRICE,.
Chief Secretary.
To the Archwmological Surveyor. : i

- .
—

Reap—also the following paper : — . * 5 i "

From the Archwological Surveyor to Government, dated 15th April 1891,

. No. 186. ,
Assrract.—Forwarding particulars regarding the temple at Gangaikondacholapuram.

———

Orper—dated 13th*May 1891, No. 878, Publie.

With the first of his letters read above, Mr. Rea forwards, as directed in paragraph
10 ef seq. of, G.0., No. 17, Public, dated 9th January last, the revised list of ancient
monuments selected for conservation in this Presidency, and in his letter, No. 186,
dated 15th April, he submits particulars regarding another item which it has been
decided shall be included in the list. ;

2. In paragraph 11 of the order quoted above, it was stated that a maximum
total of 100 items in all classes would be allowed, and it was further directed that
each entry should rest on personal observation. In paragraph 12, Mr. Rea was
informed that there would be no objection to his drawing up a provisional list of

»

monuments already inspected, and that a final standard could then be prepared bythe :

process of elimination. ‘ ot

3. The list, as at present constituted, contains 108 items, and the’ Archmological
Surveyor considers that there are doubtless many other monuments in parts of the
Presidency, yet unvisited by the Survey, ‘which would be worthy of conservation, but
no decigion touching these can be arrived at 4ill they have been inspected. In
paragraph 2 of his letter, he enumerates the monuments the inclusion of which in
the present list does not rest on personal observation. These, eight in number, are

stated to have been vouched for by authorities as noteworthy 'e_zam;f:‘léﬁ, or drawings -

or photographs have been scen by the Arclwological Surveyor himself. In paragraph
4 of his letter, Mr. Rea points out that, with the exeeption of the Tanjore temple,
none of the large South Indian temples at present 1n use for worship have been

-
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included in the list, as, being usually in possession of abundan :
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in repair by the authorities in charge of them and Government ca;l;l(g.shg}éiﬁallf k:‘}[:t
upkeep as 1t has no control over them. Examples of the Dravidian s'tyle toa eh" ﬁ
they belong are, moreover, found among the deserted temples at Vijayyanagar e:te:'zd

in the list. In paragraph 6 of his letter, the Archwological Surveyor states that in

only one instance—the Seven Pagodas, No. 28—have groups i

_as one item. The reasons assigned f-(’)r_ this are tha;t? if gur(;xfblggg n;: l;iz?eimte}c‘le;d
items in question would occupy a great proportion of the hundred exa})m lesyt’ ‘be
selected and nothing would be gained by so’entering them, as most of thep conﬁg :
tion necessary has alréady been carried out and all that is at present required ‘isriﬁ-
periodical inspection suggested. : i

- 4, His Excellency the Governor in Council directs that the list submitted b
Mr. Rea be accepted as a provisional one, and, with reference to paragraph 8 of his ﬁrs};;
letter, he will be requested to forward, atan early date, direct tothe Superintendent
of the Government Press, such notes as he may wish to prefix to the lists, submitting
a copy at the same "time for the approval of Government. The list, when printed,
will be communicated to the Revenue and Public Works Departments for distribution
to Divisional officers, and, in view to form an estimate of probable requirements, these
Departments will be requested to report the number of copies likely to be needed.

5. With reference fo paragraph 5 of his first letter, the Archseological Surveyor

will be informed that Government is of opinion that there is no mnecessity for the

" inclusion of the Tanjore Palace in the revised list as an annual grant is already made
for its upkeep. .The Collector of Tanjore will, however, be requested to take such

measures as are practicable for the conservation of the more ancient portions of this
building. - '

g. In paragraph 7 of his letter of the 18th February, and in the Appendix to the
list which accompanied that letter, the Archeological Surveyor deals with the subject
of pre-historic monuments and ancient mounds. AsS regards the first of these, he is of
gpinion that it would be hopeless, with so large a number scattered over the Presidency,
to attempt anything in the way of conservation, all that is required being for Collgetors
to make it widely known that Government wishes these relics to be untouched. This
he is of opinion, will be sufficient to induce villagers and others not to interfere Wit};

: them. In regard to the ancient mounds,
* 3.0., No. 462, Public, dated 29th May 1889. he alludes to the action * taken in regard
fo those in the Kistna district and suggests
that similar orders should be issued by the Collectors of the other northern districts
of Ganjam, V izagapatam and Goddvari. His Excellency the Governor in Council
approves of these suggestions, and the attention of all.Collectors, and especially of those
of the three districts specifically mentioned, will be drawn to them in view to the
necessary action being taken. In order, moreover, to avoid any damage being done
to the Buddhist mounds in the north-eastern districts of the Presidency during the
construction of the East Coast Railway, the Public Works Department (Railway
Branch) will also be requested to draw attention to the Government of India Circular
quoted by Mr. Rea in paragraph 7 of his first letter., His Excellency the Governor
in Council trusts, however, with regard to these ancient mounds, that steps will be
taken to gradually investigate them at the rate of, say, two or three per annum.

(True Extract.)

; J. F. PRICE,
’ " Chief Secretary.
To the Archeological Surveyor. _
,, the Revenue Department.
,, the Public Works Department.
,, other Departments of-Secretariat.
,, the Superintendent, Government Press.

Exd. P. L. Pereira.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC DEPARTMENT.

Reap—again the following paper :—
G.0., dated 9th January 1891, No. 17, Public.

Apstracr.—Passing orders regarding the lines on which conservation of ancient monuments
in the Madras Presidency should proceed.

Reap—also the.following paper :(—

From A. REA, Esq., M.R.A.8.,, Archwmological Surveyor to the Government of
Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated Tanjore, 18th February
1891, No. 71. .

With reference to paragraph 10 ef seg. of G.0O., No. 17, Public, dated 9th
January 1891, I have the honour to forward the list of monuments therein ordered to
be prepared.

9. There are doubtless many other monuments in the parts of the Presidency as
yet unvisited by the Survey, which would be worthy of conservation ; but, till such
have been inspected, and in the absence of reliable information concerning them, it is

* impossible to decide which are valuable and which not. Government has therefore

ordered that each entry in the present list must rest on personal observation. With a
very few exceptions, only such have been included. The exceptions are :—

No. 1. Jangada b e .. Asbka rock inseription.
» 3. Jaggayyapéla .. .k Buddhist tope.
» 59, Madabidr - - .. Jain basti.
,, 76, 8ri Sailarn ia . Large temple.
» 17. Kondapalle ve . Fort. &
» 85, Krishnagiri oy o hy
y 86, Gingee : ;. ;o P o
,, 102, Gurramkonda .. %i .. ‘Mahal.

These have either been vouched for by authorities as noteworthy examples or ,
drawings or photographs have been seen by myself.

3. The monuments now selected are typical specimens of the architectural periods
to which they belong. As the number is limited, I have thought it best, for facility
of reference, to classify them according*to their architecture and date. -

The arrangement adopted is as follows :—

I. Buddhist remains, 250 B.C. to 500 A.D.

TI. Pallava caves and structures, 500 A.D. to 700 A.D.
IIT. Chéla and Pindiyan temples, 11th century ef seg.
IV. Chalukyan temples, 12th to 14th century.

V. Jaina temples, 14th century ef seq.

VI. Later Dravidian temples, 15th century ef seg.
VII. Military architecture. .
VIII. Examples of Civil architecture.

IX. Chrietian remains.

ArPpPENDIX.

1. Pre-historic monuments.
9, Mounds covering remains of ancient buildings.

This arrangement has also the advantage of readily showing in which districts
the different styles of architecture are found. Thus the Buddhist only appears in
the north ; the Chilukyan in certain parts of Bellary ; the Chéla principally in the
south aud partly in the north ; and so with the others.
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The distribution of the numbers according to districts is noted below :—

Anantapur. | Madura.
Bellary. | Nellore.
Chingleput. ; North Arcot.
Cuddapah. \ Salem.
Ganjam. \’ South Arcot.
Godévari. i South Canara.
Kistna. ‘ Tanjore.
Kurnool. \ Trichinopoly.

4. With the exception of the Tanjore tem ich is . : '
early _Chﬁla quk, none of the large Sogth Indiler)llech:ﬁ;{)g; 11:1 auslémf%;lowsolzflc {lne}?. (?f
been included in the present list. The reason for this is obvious Goverxfr?*p t ‘111?9
no cc_)nt.rol over _them; they hgye usually abundance of funds ; ﬂn.d. i o illl(;l : ‘:‘:
of repair by .then' own aunho{‘ltIOS. There seems no reason th,ere’fm'e wll I)the ls al:i
ﬁ_ngl a place in a list of buildings of which Government i; o and e;‘t'xkéy A ]'y shou
sibility of upkeep. Examples of the Dravidian style to which they b‘elonnl(’ .reslpon-
ever, found among the deserted temples recommended for conservat‘znn at Vr;]:;i’n;g:;-

yanagar.

5. T would request the orders ‘of Government as t ‘ .
. r 3 o whether the " Deldo
iho?‘lfl be &ndgdeg' I‘houg’t; OCCSUpled by the family of the late {{‘ij:’i ﬁ? Té‘ (;I:teldl ?(}dl()g
ept in order overnment. 5 gL I : -
mopdern. y ome parts of it are ancient, but a great portion is

6. As to groups of remains entered under one i e 3
is the only instance in'which a large number ha\s:1 (la)ézflms’otllliaizzlon gﬁg‘odus (No. 28)
must always find a foremost place in any conservation HioHonsls (JS(ianmlur{)lOI'ltS
separately, Yt.hey_ would occupy a great proportion of the huudréd ex rlmm g
sele_cted. Nothing would be gained by so entering them as the most y ; lht{) es to be
vation necessary, has already been carried out. All that is at prese to‘ S
periodical inspection suggested. at present required is the

7. T have appended a few notes on the preservation of pre-histori -
ancient mounds. These remains are of speI::ial interg;’oglﬁl‘ihl:iitozg ':nli)nugl:}nts f{{nd
measures of conservation difficult, if not impossible. The prineip 5 Yo umber makes
that they be not meddled with. In these notes, I have I‘emaiked (;11‘118 to ensure
Buddhist mounds in the four north-eastern districts of the Presideu(é; %I'i‘:vmt%rotus

: . ( atl 8

railway is in course of construction through these very tracts, there is a P"Obability-

of much destruction being causegl by. contractors in search of building material
scruples some of these men haye in disturbing ancient remains is, in 1 e
. _ nt remains is, in many cases, over-
e b{ ﬂi: aglvargages derived from finding bricks and other materi);ls re't,d f(l;r
removal. As the Government of India has passed Resolutions * on this ;ub}}oct
¥ i) |

I would suggest

s Id suggest that any danger of the

o would be obviated if these orders
ere communicated to the Engineers in

' charge of the works
8. Tf the list meets with the approval of Gover .
Vi n faod
to prefix a few notes on the principles on which the cr:nesz&vzlxt‘i:zul(g ;ch;ilgzt i‘):rﬁz;?xzuig

India should be carried out.

* 1.0., No. 59 W., dated 7th January 1888,

Reap—also the following paper :—
G.0., dated 30th March 1891, No. 254 B., Public
Read—the following paper :—

From A. REA, Esq., M.R.A8., Archeeological Sury
Madras, to the Chiet Secretary to %Overnlggzg Ol;httzdth((; Government of
puram, 12th March 1891, No. 125, » dated Gangaikondachola-

1 have the honour to request that the Siva t : .
in the conservation list submitted with my letter,e rquq())l'e'ialt’ t(})ltl' su[lxtl‘airgtrgnlg}sgrze i?rc}lg})e 1(.1
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9. Tt was not entered in that list, as I had n
in the previous conservation list ( pnge,s 70-71), ot then seen the temple. It appears
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3. The temple is a most important structure both historically and architeafurally.
It is similar in design and date to the great temple at Tanjore, and is nearly as large.
Both have peculiarities not found in any other known temple, notably a lofty stonc
tower over the shrine. It has a pumber of archaic carvings, and ancient 1nscrip-

tions of historical and palmographical interest.

4. Although it is stated in the supers ded conservation list that the walls and- i
towers were to be kept free of vegetation, all the buildings, other than the shrine
itself, are overrun with plants. An ancient entrance gopura is in such a dangerous
state that it cannot be used. Whenever rain falls, it brings down great masses of
masonry. The temple authorities propose to pull it down. It would be a pity if
this had to be done, as the structure is a most unique one. Although it would be a
matter of difficulty, in its present state, to repair the upper portion, there is no doubt
that, if funds were granted, the most of the lower part of the building might be saved ;

and, perhaps, with care, the upper portion also.

Order—dated 30th March 1891, No.,2€';4 1., Publie.

The proposal of the Archwological Surveyor is approved and he will be requested
to forward the necessary particulars regarding the temple in the form adopted for the
List of Monuments selected for conservation. : *

(True Extract.)
(Signed) J. . PRICE,
Chief Secretary.
To the Archaological Surveyor.

Reap—also the following paper:—
From the Archeological Surveyor fo Government, dated 15th April 1891,
No. 186.
Asstract.— Forwarding particulars regarding the temple at Gangaikondacholapuram.

. OrpEr—dated 13th May 1891, No. 378, Public!

With the first of his letters read above, Mr. Rea forwards, as directed in paragraph
10 et seq. of G.0., No. 17, Public, dated 9th January last, the revised list of ancient
monuments selected for conservation in this Presidency, and in his letter, No. 186,
dated 15th April, he submits particulars regarding another item which it has been
decided shall be included in the list.

9. In paragraph 11 of the order quoted above, it was stated that a maximum
total of 100 items in all classes would be allowed, and it was further directed that
each entry should rest on personal observation. In paragraph 12, Mr. Rea was
informed that there would be no objection to his drawing up a provisional list of
monuments already inspected, and that a final standard could then be prepared by the

process of elimination. ,

3. The list, as at present constituted, contains 108 items, and the Archeological
Surveyor considers that there are doubtless many other monuments in parts of the
Presidency, yet unvisited by the Survey, ‘which would be worthy of conservation, but
no decision touching these can be arrived at till they have been inspected. In
paragraph 2 of his letter, he enumerates the monuments the inclusion of which in
the present list does not rest on personal ol-)servatmn. These, eight in number, are
stated to have been vouched for by authorities as noteworthy examples, or drawings
or photographs have been seen by the Archewological Surveyor himself. In paragraph
4 of his letter, Mr. Rea points out that, with the exception of the Tanjore temple,
nono of the large South [ndian temples at present 1o use for worship have -been
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included in the list; as, being usually in possession of abundance of funds, they are kept
in repair by the authorities in charge of them and Government cannot ’unde}xr'take ﬂge
upkeep as it has no control over them. Examples of the Dravidian style to which
they belong are, moreover, found among the deserted temples at Vijayyanagar entered
in the list. In paragraph 6 of his letter, the Archeeological Surveyor states that in
.only one instance—the Seven Pagodas, No. 28—have groups of remains been entered
as one item. The reasons assigned for this are that, if numbered separately, the
items in question would occupy a great proportion of the hundred examples to be
selected and nothing would be gained by so entering them, as most of the conserva-
tion necessary has already been carried out and all that is at present required is the
periodical inspection suggested.

4. His Excellency the Governor in Council direets that the list submitted by
M. Rea be accepted as a provisional one, and, with reference to paragraph 8 of his first
letter, he will be requested to forward, at an early date, direct to the Superintendent
of the Government Press, such notes as he may wish to prefix to the lists, submitting
a copy at the same time for the approval of Government. The list, when printed,
will be communicated to the Revenue and Public Works Departments fpr distribution
to Divisional officers, and, in view to form an estimate of probable requirements, these
Departments will be requested to report the number of copies likely to be needed.

5. With reference fo paragraph 5 of his first letter, the Archaological Surveyor
will be informed that Government is of opinion that there is no necessity for the
inclusion of the Tanjore Palace in the revised list as an annual grant is already made
for its upkeep. The Collector of Tanjore will, however, be requested to take such
measures as are practicable for the conservation of the more ancient portions of this
building.

6. In paragraph 7 of his letter of the 18th February, and in the Appendix to the
list which accompanied that letter, the Archzeological Surveyor deals with the subject

.of pre-historic monuments and ancient mounds. As regards the first of these, he is of
opinion that it would be hopeless, with so large a number scattered over the Presidency,
to attempt anything in the way of conservation, all that is required being for Collectors
#o make it widely known that Government wishes these relies to be untouched. This,
he is of opinion, will be sufficient to induce villagers and others not to* interfere with
them. In regard to the ancient mounds,
* 3.0., No. 462, Public, dated 20th May 1889. he alludes to the action * taken in regard
: to those in the Kistna district and suggests

that similar orders should be issued by the Collectors of the other northern districts |

of Ganjam, Vizagapatam and Goddvari. His Excellency the Governor in Council
approves of these sgggestlong, and the attention of all Collectors, and especially of those
of the three districts specifically mentioned, will be drawn to them in view to the
necessary action being taken. In order, moreover, to avoid any damage being done
to the Buddhist mounds in the north-eastern districts of the Presidency during the
construction of the East Coast Railway, the Public Works Department (Railway
Branch) will also be requested to draw attention to the Government of India Circular
quoted by Mr. Rea in paragraph 7 of his first letter. His Excellency the Governor
in Council trusts, however, with regard to these ancient mounds, that steps will be
taken to gradually investigate them at the rate of, say, two or three per annum. :

(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE,

Chief Secretary.
To the Archeseological Surveyor. wef Necretary

,» the Revenue Department.

. ,, the Public Works Department.
,, other Departments of Secretariat. _ '
,» the Superintendent, Government Press,

Exd. P. L. Pereira.
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