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H ik In connection with ‘the proposal to construct
, Tt Af?r the three Iospital Assistants attached to the
: }‘ .
' ;Lfa.pd the onsqlting Archit.ect. in paragraph 3
= Of G.0. No. 528 Public, daoted 26th June 1895 thet tho aregof
' _ fgﬁte should befecqnomised as far as possible.
25'3;5: ;
: LI Trecuested
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tham. The President Huﬁicipal Commiséion replied that o
treat 33 feet wide to be bproperly laid out by the
~owner of the land, would be recuired. As this would not';
leave sufficient space for the cuarters., the President

was recuested to state whether & narrower lane would not

‘suffice. No reply & has as yet been received to this

-

reference but the Consulting Arc hltput states in his

letter dated 8th June 1896 that the dunicipality idsist

oun a road twenty feet wide.

3. The Govermment does not appear approve of

"the Consulting Architect’s suggestlou to mu e use of
the site of the late Women and Children’s Hospital for
b:s;des being too distant from the enersl

ﬁis required for other burposes. {oreover the necessity
. for housing the whole e;tablishment of 138 or 147 sub-~
ordinstes enumerated in parwgrgph 4 of the Consulting
Architect’s letter is a matter which has jet to be
“sanction®d. No cormunication on the subject from the
Surgeon-General has been received by Govermment.
4, The objections of the Consulting Architec
to_the site in question do not Seem Lo be insuperable,
The clearing awgy of the earth or.the laying of deep
foundations are matters of expense which may be -well
woith incurring in order to utilize a site which offers
great advantages for particular purposes, It
that a great deal of Space is wasted by having roadways
nine feep wide in four places where they are obviously
not needed, With reference to paragraph 6 of the Consulte

ing Architects letter it is not apparent how the munici-

pality or the neighbours can object to Government’s

building what it pleases if a tweaty fect roadway is




comp ete scheme called for in the couclud.ng portion ofs«

4ath of< oadway to the north of the proposed buildings
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(True Extract)

for Chief Secretary.
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