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2/28C Callod India Office,
: - ndon, 3rd March 1898,
e London, 3rd March 1898
$oi7 of S-S | |
/ /ﬂ A /J;J e a Public Works,
/482, A= b No. 1.
i 7/ N PAPERg,
7 /»J B @ T <AL :
J, 0. I 3
J ief ;;;7 =l Depertmeny Date. | To His Excellency The Right Honourable The Governor
Iz | B in Council, Fort St. George.
SI2 e dy 22 '7- o/ ,‘ 2wy
,(7J’_\ I have received your Excellency’s Public
4 Works Letter, No 32/3527 W., dated 16th De.
?” i 7’_!’“ b ool Y cember 1897, bringing to my notxce the failure
4. ——'z, yo- 4 e 44 3.4 i of the tower of the Connemara Free Library at
2 J._..__\ : Al 4 Madras, and inviting my attention to the neglect
J" % & CL od Ak of Odlonel Pennycuick, R.E., C.8.1., when Ghief
/ —/——f/ M“"""? ? Engineer to your Government to notice the defects
LS ? / f—2 57 \1 ;1/ in the design of the structure.
& 2 / & 7’ %as 2. Colonel Pemlyculck’s explanations on this
A £ subject are contained in the letter* copy of L Lr
8/}'4/7.2&‘ 27? y , which is herewith forwarded for your Excellency’s .
® Dated 9th February 189, information. .
b : $ I have the honour to be, /
N Sir,

Your most obedient humble Servant,

6cwgc e h._o'L('(&
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LENCLOSURE.
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1 2l
} é.% President, Cooper’s Hill College, to India Office.
3 wi"l Cooper’s Hill,
@ Sir, 9th February, 1898.
3 o With reference to Sir Horace Walpole's letter of the 1st instant.
i ?‘[ P. W., No. 42, T have the honour to state that I did not consider, and
i ¢ do not now consider, that there was any defect in the design of the
g u tower in question as submitted to me by Mr. Irwin,
{ 2. To the best of my recollection the *“ Note ”” submitted to me, with
: the design and estimate, in accordance with the usual practice by the
{ technical branch of my Office, did not allude to the question of the
g pressure on the piers, but I worked this out for my own satisfaction.

No record would, of course, be found of the calculations as they did nor
form part of the official papers, and were probably torn up or thrown
aside when done with. '

3. It is, of course, impossible for me to give correct figures from
memory after the lapse of more than seven years, and I am cerfainly
not prepared to accept those given by the Committee, and quoted in
paragraph 19 of the Chief Engineer’s Note of the 17th November last.
My recollection is that the pressure worked out to an amount (I think
it was about 10 or 11 tons per square foot) whieh, though above what
was ordinarily allowed, and above what I should care to allow in a
structure designed by myself, was not dangerously excessive for work of
the class contemplated. It did not exceed that which was known to oceur
in existing structures, and did not appear to justify me in returning for
revision a design prepared by a specialist of Mr. Trwin’s standing and

o e "'"EC"L""&"""“‘“"““‘\ T P

: experience,
: iy X 4. This view I still hold, and it is evidently shared by the present
: g Chief Engineer, an. officer whom I know well, and for whose opinion T
M have the highest respect. He states his opinion (paragraph 21 of
his Note) that ““if the tower had been built as originally designed

“4 . . . ,and with as good workmanship as is now being shown
“ by the same contractor on another building, it would probably have
*“ never been necessary to demolish it.”

5. This view I fully share. It is abundantly clear that the true
cause of failure was not any defect in the original design (the addition
made in 1893 only added very slightly to the original weight), but the
inferior nature of the material and workmanship employed, and the
large addition made to the weight, of which no information was even

: given to the Secretariat (vide paragraph 11 (2) of the Chief Engineer’s
f Note), the former being, of course, by far the most important element.

6. I think it right to add that I never concealed my dislike of this
tower both on :esthetic grounds and financial ones, the latter because I
considered its construction an unjustifiable waste of money which might
have been more usefully employed in other ways, but I did not think
it necessary to make any official record of my views, because on the
former ground T had no claim to special authority, and, as regards the
financial question, the matter was practically taken out of the hands of
the Chief Engineer. (8ee paragraph 2 of the Chief Engineer’s Note
of the 17th November 1897.) This, of course, has nothing ta do with the
engineering aspect of the question.

6152, A2
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