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NO. 90 A-'—‘G-

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA,
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.
ACCOUNT,

General,

To -

THE GOVERNMENTS OF MADRAS. AND BouBAy, BENGAL, THE NORTH-WESTERN
PROVINCES AND OUDH, AND THE Punjas.

THE CHIEF COMMISSIONERS OF THE CENTRAL PROVINCES, BuRMa, Assam,
AND COORG.

THE RESIDENT AT HYDERABAD.

THE AGENTS TO THE GOVERNOR GENERAL FOR CENTRAL INDIA AND RaJ-}
PUTANA,

Stmla, 6th April 1892,
IR,

In Revenue and Agricultural Department circular letter No. 12 (Ar-
chzology), dated 24th August 1891, the Government of India drew attention
to the preparation.of lists of ancient remains and buildings of archaological
interest. It appears, however, that in the statements of expenditure from 1887-88
to 1891-92 on the preservation of buildings of historical and architectural
interest, submitted in accordance with orders issued in Public Works Depart-
ment letter No. 85 A.—G., dated 5th June 1891, many buildings are entered
which are devoid of archaological interest, and could not, therefore, be brought
into the lists required by the August circular,

2. As the Government of India is desirous that the expenditure incurred
throughout India on archaological remains should be carefully ascertained and
distinguished from expenditure on any other class of buildings, I am to request
that the Public Works Department lists may be subjected to examination and
divided into two sections, the first of which, viz., the archzological section,
should contain only those buildings which either have been or can appropriately
be included in the third or final list referred to in the August circular,

3. Itis believed that nearly all of the buildings, &c., which are excluded
from the archzological section will be found to come under the head of tombs or
monuments of Europeans, which are dealt with by the Government of India in
the Home Department. There are some, however, which can hardly be classed
as such, as for instance, the ““ Residency at Lucknow,” which is of historical
but not strictly archzological interest. The Government of India is content to
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leave it to the decision of the Local Government whether such buildings
these should be allowed to appear in the archzological list.

4. On the other hand, the Public Works Department lists do not appear to
include all archzological buildings on which expenditure is incurred. An ancient
palace, for instance, of which a portion is used as an office, has been omitted
from the list, because the repairs come -under a separate head of repairs to
public offices, although the expenditure on them has been to a considerable
extent directed to the preservation of the ancient building. Such omissions
should be rectified. It will also be desirable that expenditure by public bodies
or other departments on archzological remains should be separately exhibited.

rmation now called for is required for the Secretary of State,

2 desire to know to what extent archaological remains are
at the return of expenditure

should be submitted at an

5. As the info

who has expressed
kept in repair at the public expense, i is desirable th

on or connected with archzological buildings, &c.,
early date. The Government of India does not require any return of expendi-

ture on other buildings.

I have the honour to be,
SIR,

Your most obedient Servant,

J. G. FORBES, Colonel, R.E.,
Sccretary fo the Government of India,

G. C. Press, Sml—-N;T;P-\\T‘I»), A.G,~8-4-92.—534.

! I W R e N Tl s -
’. LA . : ‘ ) e aeprad ¢ -
|
1{ PusLioc Worxs Dnmnmxn?? &
‘ Co
; o

| . PROCEEDINGS OF THE MADRAS GOVERNMENT

Rrap the following

i // o(éé;% ;444,«» %%M ] W

%,;ﬁ:&/&a(/ /

i

]

o ctiingar Tk Dol ven |

A 5 R %Zsrﬂu//f/fz

T Ry Ty

|
i
[ I
|
|
!
I

‘ ,. et %W y A’E
' o S G

j
3
|

i
)
i
i
I

it

Ay g L L il
Wﬁw i e tan _pr ps g l
i 5 e 5D il L i DD

% s Mf i e T i &é;eq&‘
s

P % O o =




ﬁ'

| . g : o as -
A /5‘2/5‘ > ) > /4/./?/?7/
/DWM//” A /M’/”'_/_Zf:f’” o;-/ oZVQMWw/Z

/MVV =2 Lot P

D BT
gt v Lo g BT e

Ry a0 A gy we Sy TE IR N

b
i i s A2
MQ%WW‘ 4 ’*

A |

‘ e . '/‘/M,WC:// ez M'&/d_j% |
‘ e l ‘ _ , l .



»,’4
S

1892.&%;97/?

Public TWorks Bepartment,

No. /4 &4 V.
Dated /3’%c Aas 7 >

. 4,
Despatched /. "f?/ ? 2
Received 2

A 16

Pl oo PN
AU
oY Y
': .t,.
e Aa
14 . I [1 vy il 2
.
v’]
PG
SGBIECT,

%p“ ’{b;_". “,V(Lu;m
e
Y | ¢
s fraien (o Alacoly:

W‘t [[ix/o Lz’

T -

J

e

18187/ 2 &0 o>

i Za W
Prnder. ”"E’Q’W 79" (
He it wnll Lo for |
Wd & 4 2 ’:
Aete ‘éM Z -

/Zaé‘j‘;’“’/‘/ . _ , ‘
5 ",KZLA:%@W» {

4 ebuli wilialloovocy B

»/LLW'W see el 2.
- /M@ . <A,

- 2T

| 2ol fpo Fasr R T

' o e i e e P A e e e e
 AUSUNUUUVUNPPEE e o SN

e e e o e o i i e e

25tH Mavy 1892, No. 35G, PusbLic.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

PUBLIC DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—
G.0., dated 13th May 1892, No, 1484 W.; Public Works.
Read—the following papers :—

From Colonel J. G. FORBES, R.E., Secretary to the Government of India,
Public Works Department (Account—General), to the Secretary to the
Government of Madras, dated Simla, 6th April 1892, No. 90 A.—G.

In Revenue and Agricultural Department circular letter, No. 12 (Archzology),
dated 24th August 1891,.the Govern.me.nt of India drew attention to the preparation
of lists of amcient remains and butldmgs’of archaological interest. It appears,
however, that in the statements of expendltur'e from 1887-88 to 1891-92 on the
preservation of buildings pf h1stoylcal and architectural interest, submitted in accord-
ance with orders 1ssueq in Public Works Dfspartment letter, No, 85 A.—G., dated
5th June 1891, many buildings are entered which are devoid of archeeological interest,
and could not, therefore, be brought into the lists required by the August circular.

2. As the Government 9f Iudia.is desirous that the expenditure incurred
throughout India on archamological remains should be carefully ascertained and distin-
guished from expenditure on any other class of buildings, I am to request that the
Public Works Department lists may be subjected to examination and divided into two
sections, the first of which, viz., the archwological section, should contain only those
buildings which either have been, or can appropriately be, included in the third or
final list referred to in the August circular. :

3. It is believed that nearly all of the buildings, &c., which are excluded from the
archeological section will be found to come under the head of tombs or monuments of
Europeans, which are dealt with by the Government of India in the Home Department,
There are some, however, which can hardly be classed as such, as, for instance, the
«¢ Residency at Lucknow,” which is of historical but not strictly archseological interest.
The Government of India is content to leave it to the decision of the Local Govern-
ment whether such buildings as these should be allowed to appear in the archeeological
list.

4. On the other hand, the Public Works Department lists do not appear to include
all archzological buildings on which expenditure is incurred. An ancient palace,
for instance, of which a portion is used as an office, has been omitted from the list
because the repairs come under a separate head of repairs to public offices, althougk’l
the expenditure on them has been to a considerable extent directed to the preservation
of the ancient building. ~Such omissions should be rectified. It will also be desirable
that expenditure by public bodies or other departments on archeeological remains
should be separately exhibited.

5. As the information now called for is required for the Se
has expressed a desire to l_(now to what extent archeological remains are kept in repair
at the public expense, it is desirable that the return of expenditure on or connectcd
with archeological buildings, &c., should be submitted at an early date,” The
Government of India does not require any return of expenditure on other buildings.
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2 25t Mavx 1892, No. 356, PusLic.

G.0., dated/_8th April 1892, No, 452, Public. *

Order—dated 13th May 1892, No, 1484 W., Public Works.

A copy of the list furnished to the Government of India in compliance with its
letter, No. 85 A.—G., dated 5th June 1891, will be forwarded to the Public Depart-
ment in view to its examination and division by the Superintendent, Archeeological
Survey, in the manner indicated in paragraph 2 of the letter above recorded.

2. With reference to paragraph 4, it is observed that the list submitted by the
Superintending Eugineer, VI Circle, with his endorsement, No. 652 1.C., dated 7th
July 1891, made no mention of Tirumal Naick’s Palace, Madura. The Superintending
Engineer will now report whether any expenditure was incurred on the building from
1887-88 to 1891-92 on restoration work, as distinguished from additions and improve-
ments carried out to fit the interior for use as public offices.

3. Information with respect to expenditure by public bodies or other departments
on archeeological remains will be collected in the Public Department.

4. The quernment of India will be requested to state whether an annual state-
ment prepared in the manner now indicated will be required in future.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  J. PENNYCUICK, Colonel, R.E.,
Secretary to Govt., I’.W.D.
To the Public Department, with copy of list.

Orper—dated 25th May 1892, No, 356, Public.

The list will be forwarded to the Superintendent, Archeeological Survey, for carly
scrutiny, report and return.

2. Departments of the Secretariat will be requested to state whether there has been
any expenditure on archseological remaing, and the Local and Municipal Department
will supply similar information in regard to public bodies,

(True Extract.)

Chief Sceretary.

To the Superintendent, Arch@ological Suivey, with list.

,, Departments of the Secretariat,

Exd. A. Raitt.
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G.0., 25th May 1892, No. 356,

MAY.

Archaology.

Directing that the statement of the actual
expenditure from 1887-88 to 1890-91 and the
estimated expenditure during 1891-92 on the
preservation of buildings of historical and archi-
tectural interest be forwarded to the Superinten-
dent, Archwological Survey, for early scrutiny
report and return. '
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