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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.
3 - JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT.
Reap—again the following paper :—
v 22 2did y

G.0., No. 1260, Judicial, dated 12th August 1898.

Reap—also the following papers :—

With reference to G.0., No. 22
Distriet Court at Coimbatore o
walls and foundations. A gre
almost complete renewal.

Note by the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department.

21 W., dated 31st August 1898, T inspeeted the
n 156th October 1898, and carefully examined the roof,
at deal of the roof timber has decayed, and it requires

: o l. The walls and foundations are sound, except that the
o ‘mortar in the walls of lower story

3 mortar in the walls of tory is not asigood 'as it ought to be. The building is,
g Y ‘however, in my opinion, capable of carrying an upper story, and that being the case I

;’X . " 4? r}eonmdgr ittobea m ot; mo;eyl,) which is urgently needed elsewhere, to construct
| N R ”Mr _ °W building for the District Judge and District Munsif, I, therefore
25 2 ‘recommend that gﬂ imates be prep 8 b Wi

\ ,s\z‘w £9 ! eaom! ‘houusé’\

. (Signed) W.

e ¥ Rpetrbis PO s wen

3! ST
S08 Aq A LY I NO- 4784'0.
Forwarded to the Judicial Department with

ost 1 ared for putting an upper story upon the existing
uthnfg‘ a cdgg}gte renewal of the existing roof, and of the plaster on

B. pEWINTON,
Chief Engineer.

reference to the proceedings in that
department, No. 1260, dated 12th August 1898. ‘

MADRas, :
3rd No\t)mber 1898.

SRS

(Signed) - A. 8.

No. 2510.

With reference to its endorsement, No.'4784-C, dated 8rd
Public Works Department is requested to be 8o good as to state

RUSSELL,

Under Secretary to Goveth.

November 1898, the

what, roughly, would
be the cost of the proposed repairs, and what the cost of the new buildine-. -’

L

s (Signed)
16¢% November 1898.

ding.

G. STOKES,
Chief Secretary.
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From A. H. GARRETT, Esq., Superintending Engineer, IV Circle, to the Chief.
I o .

Engineer Public Works Department, dated Coimbatore, 9th March 1899,
y |
No. 134-W.

: . 5444-C, dated 5th December 1898, have the honour tg
., In replyhf: gho(:l :;nslzI ?)f the pro’posed improvements to the existing building would
1nforrgtytc;u1{sa 38,000, whilst the cost of a new combined court would be Rs. 81,000.
amou . )

9. The value of the existing building is about Rs. 12,000 and that of the site
about Rs. 1,500.

i : istri t should
t-house were built for the District Judge only, the cos
ta's.l Ifnfi)tn Zv;c(:gtlirRs.o 50,000, and a few thopsapd rupees spent on his present
2?1‘1rtmw{>uld make it suitable for the use of the District Munsif.

4. T respectfully beg to adhere to the opinion I have already expressed regarding
the da.;lger of putting an upper story on the present building.

No. 1512-C.

Forwarded to the Judicial Department with reference to Government Order in
that d:par'tment, No. 2510, dated 16th November 1893.
(Signed)  A. W. SMART, Colonel, RE.,

18th March 1899 Ag. Seeretary to Government.
3 M .

i ' ; No. 970, Judicial,
hief Secretary to the Government of Madras, N. ’ ]
Lette;ai;%mg:f iplfil 1899, toy the Honourable the Chief Justice of the High
Court of Judicature.

invi 1 ‘ dence ending with G.O.,
irected to invite attention to the correspon b
N 1122(1)11 Jdli:l‘(iagial, dated 12th August 1898, on the subject of t.h: ﬁ)nstl:l}m;toxb ggm a_
ne(;' comb,ined court-house for the District Judge and the District Muns

batore.

i ildi d has sug-
i ineer has recently inspected the present building an 1

(21. tTh(gcgr};:;me;tgltl;mt it is ca.pablz of standing an upper stor)lv), :}I:(};hzhf)tisvtv;itcl:
g 1 ; dditions and alterations it may be made to accommodate bo et
o g tI: District Munsif. But from the previous correspondence on et . ]11 'y
T e vis rent that the professional opinion as to the safety of the pxl'fseq ut g
!t s Bipl‘))a n unanimous and it would therefore seem safer tq accept t t_e;nvww .
ing has Eio :v.;ll not bear an upper story, rather than run the risk of wasting m?t hey
i e 'blig ndangering life. ~ There are therefore two other altel_'natlves},) n:.,Rel er
oy sty ect a n%w combined court-house, the cost of which wid be abou uptee;

AP we rél to construct a new court-house for the District Judge alone at a 9(:; 0

81,0001,{ 01‘5(0 %00 leaving the District Munsif in possession of the present b;ul mg(i
8'b(mtf :1.19 ol’fect,ions to the adoption of the latter course which has been put .orward
.011(131 ot the na;arat and copyists’ establishments of the two courts are now joint an
s 1d be convenient to keep them together. The Government is not aware if
i w(tminconvenience or extra expense would be involved if tl'ley were separated.
Bor greg ciding therefore whether to spend Rs. §1,000 for a combined court-house or
Before 080 for a court-house for the District Judge, His Excellency in Cqugcxl will
= if the Honourable the Judges will favour Gove;nment V\_nth their opinion as to
o h ee ration of the courts would cause such inconvenience or extra expense
v:hfsh'?x;ttif; stlf: acceptance by Government of the more costly proposal to build a
a
new c]ombined court-house.
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| From A. L. HANNAY, E e T e o D e oA A 0 ; |
} g 8q., Registrar of : e
Chief Betretary. to Gou. o oorar of the High Court : "
1033, Y to Government, dated Madras, 19t Juj L2007, to the | i
’ y 1899, Dis. No - ‘oswa100( | 2 0 f uasim e st {1 4 4
With reference to 3 - t Gl g
your letter No. 970 BRETARLIE RS -
Ih.e construction of_a new combined court_ﬁoflilate(} 6th April 1899, on the subj l P > v 1o
. ll‘zlat1 }\z[unsif at Coimbatore, I am directed to sf(:)r or the District Judge iid th]ect of owaouy |2 |4 S it » e B
& stat;?ﬁatiig (with its_enclosures), from the ‘i')ard a copy of letter No 348edD18- i ] A ol L iie v iy
| e Honourable the Judo'es a 1strict JUdge of C ated e, cococecceo le TRt =
| combined court-house is not necessz?r aec(?p t the view of the Distncg 1131 atore, and 8F32 : S o b
xglay be constructed for the District J ugoeilotherefore recommend that g udge that 4 :fi 8 g i £ (- B Ay Eids o U dedansl’ &
J e used by the District Munsif. be and that the existip b oonrt-house R E . Bk b2 0 ol B i SaBinga v
i 2. T am ¢t g uﬂdmg may < 8l tas T ooeses o gﬁﬂ_g 4 S2R8% @
| apart o3t i s{ﬁte also that as the two oo ¢ AP R E = g
s g onourapie the Jud es ac . u!: - “'ill be onl l é = : o :-mcoaovv- - ‘ e oo =)
lﬁﬁiﬂ t(;‘ tl&ifzpara’ce.the nazarat aIglgd eos;li)stt:’h:sglsltr lﬁt Judge’s vieywa tqhi%rtf}:e()f a mile ) .é pe SRS S SN R 5 : e 5
Uk ot the copyist und process work wi ‘Siments ; but WD wih ot : : e L | i : £ ElE |58 "s'3= |' @
%11%3 Couli;c (};onsiders that those r]:s;}bllligsmconttnbﬁlted t’)y thec?;]iilt(:?gn%{ that the '3 o= ."oE‘ £ fg it = 3 A & 2
uilding which will be occupi suments shoulq w pparing Y. unsif, the A g 3 RN g i 08 ko o B
upled by the District Munsif, ¢ located in the elds’ting 1 'g ! i ,5_; g::F -:g S :
% T | 24|83 CRCLEE K 5 3
- f g | S | £ oktE hEY - - -
, 'l s Rla g, 53537 S 18 3
Excrosurgs, tg g 213 |5 y ETTEER E:? g & % = 3
From G. T. M‘\CKSNZ[E, Bsq., Distriet Judge, Coi 5 § % ‘é # 2 Eé “EE; "é £ E g e o
ourt, Madras ¢, Coimbator ; : % 1% p 88.5°C e £ =%
T : » dated 12th Jyupe 1899 N:’ 3t0 the Registrar, High a2 £ 2 %gg faL o =% g 8=
b have the honour to reply to your lott 3 53900 948, 2 -é a A fid<a E s | = g 22
. enclosing a copy of letter No. 970, dated 6t} ZI' 1;10- 1034, dated 20th April 189 Tl 2 o - w029 F ba b 5S4
4 ot . ° s R 5 P S - e
. 2. The present state of the question £ & Pril 1899, from the Chief Sgareta 9, 2 | % z \ ® ol P Zz | :
f}olloyvs. The Distriet Judge and Distiot Mnew court-houses at Coimbat TY: i ?g deuini ot S ETEET 0000 1P g E 24 B
Cut in June 1898 the Public Works Departm:ntslf occupied court-houses on(:)r:,a lstas g 'é gof) fe 2 oo eeesote %. 2 4 o 2R I :
ourt-house as unsafe, and the District Judqq hn condemned the roof of the Dfssl €, g2 S § 82 22358 l: l A 3 o R ; AL L
rentidh bungalodw w(fihlée the District Munsif ?em:isﬂ tl_lerﬁfore for one year Occupieﬁc: ,g Bl s Vi .-§ £ S
ment has now decided that it i $1n hi : QAT S AR guifl g
decide whether this is to %tfelg l:oﬁ(::f}i?ﬁi tfo build 5 newscg:;-i%ﬁtéhgzze" Gt‘)ivem- k= § = ;3’.:0: . gl g ] :
:;mrt-}tmuse f;)xi] both the District Judge :;dt he i?t ‘?tlt';iclf{Judge along ok ;u:!(?tlr‘lb?;:s g g g Pppo Wng gighie =) g I R 2
parate court-houses will involve the separat; et Munsif, Governme . g p |84 g OSBY o % pild =
: t £ o =233 2
: establishments and what would be the eosI; ;? :lggh ‘;ﬁpthe BPOGGSS-SerViug anclll CZ;I;Sing g 2 % %5 A ‘EE§ f 5 ROl st snoy
| 3. I have delayed : ¢ aration. < a wg MUERE ° Rl U2 2odis » 1116k "4
i : > delayed my reply in order t S X EECAS g | 2 Bt
; gres;x.ng ;n °P¥;1gn. The Coimb};tore Bar Agsggstit:: éolcla;ll bar an ‘;Pportunity P g Z £ £ 28 g R g 3%’;
' ombined court-house wi g animous o ? g EgnRF a 352
: bl will tend to the convenience of the profeyss?(f,;,)p ::llsnotfhattha g Al < e - § BES%
1 . e g b % -
| 4. There is a very suitable site i i A 5 G
‘ o i e 1mmediately s : il of % e
| i i iy o s o St (8 e s g e o
. e 18 80 sho at I see no difficulty in the b RISy utes walk. The dic. - e b le| 3 occccesm|= ) g2
{ no reason why the : Y 1n the bar practising in both @ dis- < @ & Rl et 5 e lBo Bl 9 s
: process-service and i ; courts & [ E8 EERERLE R R £ el oy 2243 e
f the past twelve months the District C?)urt(;3 (;P)(’lln;gl establishments be SeParate[&d I 1gee k 2 | 44 H 8213 é EE & i 28282 &
! S eted b & dist nd the District Munsif’s ¢ 5 o | . S 1728 .\ Fma s TG 2
| ol B4 stance of more than half a mile and ourt have hee i QRO o s D e 17 ol itoe: £ :
| inconvenience. It is suggested that in sending reco a(;] fthere has been little, if gy -y f 22§ . Jor sl 3 AT o 4 gt svia :
b there 1:i dange;-[ that the records may be tampe%-ed wli‘ts rg?llt olne bmll.dilng to the othey " £2 § p ;", : :é g Eég " T e E
| suggestion. My own opinion, therefore, is that ¢ see little force in th; gg% & Al sk t BRI Suiditd =
; sary and that there is no need to divide th a combined court-house is not % b S - oy A 28% Wiy 5
i e 5 . neces- f 2Es & HE &= e S
% A; ;W c(t);ﬁrt'houie may be built for the J Sggze:izgr‘;:e%iﬁoflogy]“ §Stablishmen:; ggg E E% r n:';:é ggg E 3% 23
| and for the combined process-serving and : : ation for his records . 24 hs S°SE2 =° 5.5
' M E sy buounh 458 pressnt build{i;ngs. copyist establishments and the Districi ’ ég EE 3 =§ s Eg §§§§§
g =
| 5. If the High Court differ . é . o TS B AN ODDD gw g D
s e o :tefr::;a::tl: ;;zlve:snd 18 of opinion that buildip gg % |e == 8 Z | = 2
ments, the cost of separating the establishments will l;ze’v";lrngl itati:ad copyist establish- SR LIRS F S :
statements annexed, 3 4 as 18 shown in the Fe—— B PoRoe uemyaUd | — |-wton Smog m;%m“.“‘mll
i -j8 JUOMSI[qUIEe BEWOOX]T -ge[qeyse §siddoy eajuan
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No. 1262, Jupiciar, 11lta Avcust 1899,

OrpEr—No. 1262, Judicial, dated 11th August 1899.

The High Court’s recommendations contained in the last of the letters read

i above
are accepted, and the Public Works Department will be €
further oxdexzs necessary in the matter. ; . requested to issue the

(True Extract.)

for Chief Becretary.

To the Public Works Department.
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