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a I have therefore no other alternatiye .but tg, fall at your feet for justice, and

e ‘T humbly trust your honour will spare me the trouble of establishing my claims

B Iy Iegal” Cougt, the most vexatious to all concerned.

.7 Tam now put to very heavy loss by the nonsettlement of my accounts for the
* " last 9 months and T must therefore solicit your early decision in the matter.

1 beg to submit my explanahiq%sqﬁatim for, each of the disputed items in
the Comparative:statement. . * P A N R BaamAe
G '2% tSulded Bricks. The original estimafe on which
» " ¢he'contrdot*was entered to, provided for common brick work at
Rs. 19 per 100 c. ft. Subsequently orders were given to use table
moulded bricks promising ' to pay the difference in rates, but the
excess rate proposed by the late Sub-Divisional Officer is only one
rupee! I objected to accept this increase, whereupon the Sub-
Divisional Officer was dirdeted to look into my accounts ‘and report
the actual rate at which work was turned out. He found after a
y spot that the actual cost was Rs. 22-8-0

-

week’s examination on the:
per 100 . ft; ‘and this ws . reported to the Executive and Superin-
tending Engineers. At this time the walls were raised only 6 ft.
high. Itis needless for me

to say that the cost of superstructure
exceeding 20 ft. will cons .

rably exceed this amount.
For the Cutcherry work at vﬂ.nd‘ivanam in the South Arcot Division

which is only about 20 miles from my work, the rate allimod: ik
 table moulded bricks is Rs

96. The bricks used in Tindivanam is
-~ only 2}” thick, while the-éﬁ'ioks used by me is 3” thick.

I sent my explanation in p (2) and data for the rates in my letter
dated 21st February 1895 (Exhibit A) and in reply I was informed

by the Executive Enginee';i: in his No. ‘—%BE dated 13th March 1895

(Exhibit B) « His requesf.?; for increase in rates: will be considered
only when he completes t.hgg work within the allotted time and in a
satisfactory manner”. % :

I have accordingly reported th at I would complete the work within the
fixed time, viz, 31st March 1895, except excavating the well; and

the rates may be increased according as I asked on 21st February

1895. For this the Execxi;ive Engineer gave order No. l_%‘_i_f_’, dated

99nd March 1895 (Exhibit C).

The rates I demanded for these items are the rates allowed fou Tindivanam
Cutcherry in South Arcot District and Chendragiri Cutcherry in
this division. P e ‘

I may also mention that wheﬁ I asked for Tirupati Sub-Magistrate’s
Cutcherry work at Rs. 25 for 100 . ft. of table moulded bricks, the
Executive Engineer recommended me as the rate 'b&iﬁg within the
data. My rate Rs. 25 was due as the town Tirupati is close to
forests and the wood for burning bricks can be had comparatively
cheap. ;

4 and 5 Cutstone work. The rate allowed for this work in the
Talug Cutcherry at Chendragiri is Rs. 1—8--0 per c. ft. at this
placestonescanbehadwithinﬂufbﬁg;.»» 3

& The rate I claimed in para (1) n

‘*'Th; sfones brdnghf ‘frém A i
" : rof, o dis-
ben;:id(:f 26 miles a rate of Rs. Arr0=9 wm;
The estimate rate of Re. 0—12—0 Do,

',7 e o il 3 ‘,F'

Therefore cartage. is Re. 0-—4—9

6 Cuddapa Slabs. The constru
b the personal supervision of t
paid the rate allowed i

; the officers and evet
ingly up to date
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4

divisional officer at Arni, his Head Quarters, Vide Exhibit E.

For 21 windows one additional bar 6 ft. 3 inches was fixed. Their length
comes to (21 % 6’-3") lineal feet 1311. The weight of one lineal foot
being 3-34ibs. The total weight of the additional bars inserted

is=131% x 3-34=438371bs.

11. Filling in basement. The estimate provides for filling in with

sand but the late Sub-divisional officer ordered to use gravel instead,
vide para 7 of my petltion, Exhibit H.

12. Cement plastering. I asked Rs. 8 per 100 sq ft. in para 3 of
my petition, Exhibit A, also Vide Exhibits B and C.

14. Plastering 3 coats ordinary Chunam. The estimate allows
only 2 coats at Rs. 2—8—0 but I was ordered to do 3 coats at
Rs. 3—12—0 and was paid accordingly up to date. But in the final
bills the Sub-divisional officer who was himself paying at Rs. 3-12-0
§ now allows only Rs: 2—8—0. In his inspection notes 81st August
k 1894 the Executive Engineer observes as follows :—

« Some of the rooms are plastered with shell lime which is estxmated to
cost Rs. 5 about—the estimate only allowing for ordinary plaster 3
coats Rs. 3—12—0", vide Exhibit L and also the 2 final bills.

1 also beg a reference to para 9 of my petition, Exhibit H. Against which
the Executive Engineer remarks that “orders to this office have
I think already been paised” that is Rs. 3—12—0.

15. Plastering with shell lime. This was also done under the
verbal orders of the labe Sub-divisional officer. The shell lime was
brought from Madras and the sand used for this plaster was brought
from Tiruvattoor 6 miles north of Madras. My actual cost including
cartage trainage for lime and sand comes to Rs. 5-0-0 and no

;, ' ~ margin is left for my profits. Yet the Sub-divisional officer allowed

me only Rs. 4—4—0.

B g 4
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vide Exhibit L.

under the personal supervision of the present Sub-divisional office
and I was paid the estimate rate Rs. 3—0—0 upto date. It wa
“approved by all the officers without any objection. But the Sut
divisional officer now bqnsiders for reasons best known to him it
~ equitable to reduce it to one Rupee ! ;

e e e

17 Pointing with tar and aﬁph&l% In para 4 of my pemwﬁ

Exhibit A, 1 asked Rs. 3—0—0 which exclades value of tar ?
profit. 'This is only sufficiént for labour alone. So I clalmed f'ﬁ
actual rate Rs. 3—8—0. Vide also Exhibits B and C.

18. Colouring for bricks throughout tar poin
ordered by the late Sub-divisional officer and Ow

carried out under the supervision of the present S
In his notes the Executive Engineer remu-hu}, vide Ex ,ﬁ”
whole of the brickwork which was very cre&usb been
bright red and what is ever worse the  cutstons W
places been painted. This was ] e oo done by
Pillai. He should be callP “on for an @

AL 1

1 submit this was done under the personal supervision of the late Sub- ©

The Executive Engineer also estimates the rate for this at Rs. 5-0-0, ‘

16. Painting 3 coats of zinc white paint. This work was done

61 miles

Y
re
; 5 _
9 19 Earth work for levelling snd slg . gompound, The

amount provided in the estimate for th . Rs. 200, which
was not sufficient for removmg t%le high ground which obstructed
the view of the Cutcherry ami 1t cost me mﬂw' "nv _Rs_. 300.. ButI

estimate only provides Rs
of 61 mllea) and now an ad

dmg to the %ﬁ&ate I .sholv
had to bring teakwood logs ¢
U. K mark teakw’oeé : to'

Therefore fdr
for 44
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1 am sure, my honoured sir, that this petition will be a source of vexation to

R T

24. Scaffolding. The original estimate provided a lump sum of Rs. 150 : :
which is itself insufficient and will not cover my cost. But I only G Beion, R I,—--not Talons, i w.hole. fan.nly et o g mo_ment in
asked this amount, vide Exhibit A, para 5 and also Exhibits B and C. oy Su expgcted gram'tude. S i i e Ty work ey s g
large one, a slight reduction in any of the above rates will bring upon me sure and 8
25. Teakwood Record racks. 4 Record racks of the same measure- utter destruction. It is not necessary for me to state that, though my work was !

ment were supplied Departmentally from Gudiyatam and the rest 26
were made by me. ‘L'he racks made by me are not inferior either
in quality or workmanship. My actual cost is about Rs. 80—0—0 for
each rack; (Vide Exhibit A, para 6) and some profit must be allowed
to me, or I would be glad to receive the rate paid for the 4 racks
departmentally made inclusive of trainage, cartage, and fixing

completed in March, as the accounts are not yet closed, and as I have not yet
received my proper due, what amount of loss should I incur and what horrible sum
of interest I owe to my creditors! A word more and I have done. The Chendragiri
work and mine were begun at the same time. But, though I have completed
mine nearly a period of 10 months ago, though Chendragiri work is incomplete up

to date in spite of those rates being very high and in work being smaller than ,

mine. I am now left only to mourn over my present fate. What more can 1 say, e 1
than to rest safe by approaching your honour’s feet for justice and right-doing i 2
while intolerable cruelty of the Sub-Divisional officer itseli serves as steps to the ‘

etiquette of your sublimity.

charges also, vide Exhibits B and C.

26. Ceiling planks. I was told that the estimate provides Rs. 14 per
square. The planks were supplied departmentally and deducting
the cost I should be paid the balance. The Executive Engineer di?l
not consent to this. Whereupon I asked labour and serew nailg at
Rs. 5 per 100 s. ft. and furnished data for the same. Vide Exhibit
A, para 9 and also Exhibits B and C.

L Begging for an early settlement. : 5
1 remain,

/%-' Most Honoured Sir,
: “//i/; 7t

Your most obedient servant,

%+ QContragtor, D. P. W.
7 Chittoor, 2
ot North Arcot Dimsion. W i

27. Wood oiling 9 Coats. The cost of scaf folding itself cost me more ’
than Rs. 100, and unless I am paid at Rs. 2 it will not cover my
actual cost.

28. Kilns for burning table bricks. My data furnished in my
petition, Exhibit A para 2 did not include cost of kilns. In South
Arcot District for Tindivanam Cutcherry work the cortractor was
paid Rs. 26 per 100 c. ft- of table moulded bricks work, also cost of
kilns. I already gave measurements of these 2 kilns with the peti-

tion, vide Exhibit H.

29. A deduction of Rs. @0. The cost of wooden gate is Rs. 20-0-0 ! #
out of which Rs. 10-0-0 was deducted on plea of bad work. It was
made under the personal supervision of the present Sub-divisional
officer.

30. Fine imposed on 3 Qccasions Rs. 150. I was fined twice
for slow work. On the first occasion my representing to the
Executive Engineer he promised to cancel the fine. Again when
T was fined the second time, I appealed and the Executive Engineer - i iy M
wrote to say “the question of remitting the fine will be considered i , il
when it is seen what progress the contractor makes on the work,” : e bR e sl

-~

Exhibit P, No, 5 dated 3rd December 1894.

I finished the work within the contract time and the fines should there-
fore be remitted. On account of finishing this work within the
time I worked for 8 months both day and night and had to incur
additional cost.

31. Flooring asphalte. For this work the estimate supplies in different i
ways (i €., Rs. 14—17—21) for 100 s. ft. of 2 inch thick asphalte . : i
well rubbed. It was accordingly paid. Rs. 21 will not cover even my
For this work I brought bricklayers from Madras.
ate’s Cutcherry I askad at Rs. 21 per 100 s. ft.
The Executive Engineer recommended me
I asked the payment according

actual cost.

For Tirupati Sub-Magistr
of £ inch thick asphalte.
as the rate being within the data.
to the data in my petition H.

Chittoor :—Printed by M. Ramanujacharyulu at the Victoria Jubilee Press.
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Wis Excellency the Govtfndr i Conncil,
Fort Saint George,
MADRAS.

The humble petition of Shaik Hussain
Sahib - Contractor Chittoor (North Arcot
Division.)

To

MosT RESPECTFULLY SHEWTH :—

1. That he undertook the Contracty of Wandiwash Talug Cutchery in July
1891 under the orders of the Executive Engiveer (North Arcot Division) and after
finishing the work within the specified time (in March 1895) and handed over the
charge of the same. LT ? .

2. That the donstruction of she "Laluq Cutcherry being a big one he was
ordered by the officers in charge of the work from time to time to use better and™
durable materials than those prescribed in the specification (and the orders of i+
deviations are common in all the cases of this naturegtiyroug'hgﬂg,w:’t,he'presidé‘ncf)’. e

3. That part payments during the construction of the above work was made
'fo him from time to time and that a revised estimate was not made by the Officer
m charge until the final bill was made, though the estimate was not inaccordance

with the work done. e , ek TR

4. That subsequently when the amonnt that 'rghoul'd properly be givento
him highly exgeeded the estimate amount, he - began to lower the rates a good
deal which subjected him to a very heavy loss. e

5. That as the result of this unexpeq&.‘géleg%:he-bmm, a petition to
Superintending Engineer through the Executive Engineer on 26th January 18
(Exhibit I) for which no reply was received éowalgg&fg;gd ‘of 3 months.

6. That as a further action he had to send a petition to the Chief En nee
on 27th March 1896 to the effect that he was given a reply saying that hie thin]
: that the settlement proposed by the Superintending Engineer is equitable and that
.+ Do further concessions will be allowed. Ootacamund 18th May 1896. (Exhibit II).

, 7. That this reply of the Chief Engineer is made without proper enquiry into
the matter since the present final bill was not at all prepared inaccordance to the
proposal made by the Superintending Engineer. e o o

8. That it will be seen clearly from the memorandum enclosed herewith that
he is put to a heavy loss as he was not properly_ pt}ig for the work turned out.

9. That though he completed his work more than years and a half ag
the sum was not paid to him and what horrible sum of interest he must o
creditors. AT s

10. That he prays most humbly and respectfully t.hatip prope
be held in the matter and that he should be justly co ipensated for
sustained. : F S G S
That Your Excellency in Council will be graciously pleased to pass favour.
able orders after a careful perusal of the records connected with the Petitioner’s
hard case is the earnest and humble prayer of. i

o=

Your Excellency’s most obedient and humble petitioner Ry
/957 | 3 3""5; ftee e

- Contractor D. P w. dhittoor.

N

CrirTo0E :—Printed by M. Ramanujachariar at the Victoria Jubilee Pregs
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