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Procee(lmg.s qf tlze xlladras Government, Revenue Department,
1st April 1868,

No. 11. = Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 25th
, ; March 1868.

» Read the followmtr letter from the Collector of Madura, to the Secretary to the

~ Board of Revenue, dated Camp at Allalur, 28th F ebruary 1868, No. 9 :—

1. I bave the honor to submit herewith, for the Board’s sanction, revised esti-
mates with comparative statements, for the Munjalaur bridge Rupees 7,390, and for
the Venkatadricottah bridge Rupees 6,700, the amounts of the original estunates :
having been Rupees 4,400 and Rupees 3,850.

2. I also beg to send the letter from the Supermtendmg Engineer, under date

the 15th November last, No. 1,601, explaining, in detail, the cause of the revised
estimates exceeding the onfrmal

3. It will be observed that the allotments of funds in the current year’s local
Budget are Rupees 1,991 for the Venkatadricottah bridge, and Rupees 1,500 for the
Munjalaur bridge, and the additional sum required for the two is Rupees 5,840.

4. The Superintending Engineer says, that he will be able to spend this year
only Rupees 2,000 out of the Budget allotment Rupees 5,060 for the Pallapati
bridge. 1 therefore beg the Board’s sanction for taking a sum of Rupees 2,780
from ¢ the Reserve Fund,” to meet the above requirements of Rupees 5,840.

1. The revised estimates, amounting in the aggregate to Rupeces 14,080,
received with the foregoing letter, for
* Ropees 7,300 the Munjalaur* and Venkatadricottaht
Lamaaen bridges, will be submitted for the sanc-

Total 14,090 tion of Government, '

e The orlmnal estimates for these works amounted to Rapee'
: . Rupees 3 850 resp
Dated 51;1; Hx‘amh -1865, No. 454. sanotxoned by Go
e L Wﬂl Qc"_"b"”,mﬁ"" ,f:?‘ i Orders margma]ly noted. £
| : : 3. The additional sum required
for the completmn of the two bridges is Rupees 5,840, which the Collector proposes
_two sources, 7. e., Rupees 3,060 from the allotment for the Palla-
vhich appears as Item No. 6 in the current year’s revised District
nd ‘udget and Rupees 2,780 from the Reserve. The Board authorize
the proposed transfer 1 in anticipation of the sanction of Government to the esti-
mates now submitted, as the current official year is so near its close. The Accountant

. (}eneral is requested to place the sum of Rupees 2,780 at the disposal of the
~ Public Works Department. ; ; :

4, The Board cannot but notice the very loose and imperfect manner in which

 the original cstimates for the bridges in question have been prepared in the Super~

intending Engineer’s Office, and Captaln Prendergast does not say who is imme-
diately respons;.ble for such ‘serious omissions in those estimates as those pointed
out by him in his letter to the Collector, which forms the enclosure to the letter
under acknowledvment o




No. 2,172. :
‘Procrepinas or tae Boarp ov Revaxve, dated 25th March 1868.

Read the following letter from the Honourable D. ARBUTHNOTT, Collector of Madura, to the
Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Camp at Melur, 28th January 1868, No. 9:—

1 Lhave the honour to submit, herewith, for the Board’s sanction, revised estimates with com-
parative statements for the Munjalaur bridge (Rupees 7,390), and for the Venkatadricottah bridge
(Rupees 6,700), the amounts of the original estimates having been Rupees 4,400 and Rupees 3, 850,

2. T also beg to send the letter from the Superintending Engineer under date the 15th Novem-
ber last, No. 1,601, explaining in detail the cause of the revised estimates exceeding the original-

8. . It will be observed that the allotments of funds, in the current year's local Budget, are

B,up.e.es 1,991 for the Venkatadricottah bridge, and Rupees 1,500 for the Munjalaur bridge, and the
additional sum required for the two is Rupees 5,840.

4. The Superintending !Engineer says that he will be able to spend this year only Rupees 2,000
out of the Budget allotment (Rupees 5,060) for the Pallapati bridge. I, therefore, beg the Board's

= tmné?r t:ﬁ‘.limg a sum of Rupees 2,1§9 from *“the Regerve Wiund' to mast the shove seguizement [
‘of Rupeés 5,840. | Bact IR T Lo AT e, : : 23507 .
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, . Excrosvzs No. 1.
From Captain H. L. PRENDERGAST, R.E., Officiating Superintending Engineer, Eighth Division,
: to the Collgcto;' of Madura, dated 15th November 1867, No. 1,601. et

1. T have the honour to forward for your countersignature, and transmission to the'_'-iﬁﬁird of
e - Revenue for sanction, revised estimates. with comparative state-
3 Comparative Statements. ments for the Munjalaur bridge (Rupees 7,390), and for the Ven-
~ katadricottah bridge (Rupees 6,700); the amounts of the original

~ cstimates having been Rupees 4,400, and Rupees 3,850.
2. Munjalaur Bridge.—The original estimate of Rupees 4

Wi

i : AR 1l estimate of hupee ,400 hu’ﬁﬁp&md in the Superin- A
i 3 tending Engineer's office, and sanctioned in March 1865. The cause of the revised estimate exceed-

i ing the original, is principally in the plan having been defective: no allowance was made for founda-

! tions to wing-walls; and insufficient _thiékness ‘was given for 'mﬂﬁork and parapets; hence the excess

& . in brick in chunam. ‘ -~ ; ey

1 No provision was made for a flooring between the piers; the river comes down very rapidly
f from the adjacent hills; and it appears highly necessary to have a flooring of rough stone in chunam -
j " with retaining walls. i ,

' The rate allowed for plastering was insufficient. :

The allowance for centerings was quite inadequate: from the sudden occurrence of freshes in
¢ g the river, whenever there is even a short fall of rain on the hills, rough centerings are of no use;
Pt good substantial ones are required to obviate danger to the arches. These, however, will be
~ ayailable for other bridges.




ent to the estlmatesn w submitted, as the current
‘thasumofn 2"780 :

i&ut notice ﬂm very loose m&'mperfect manner in 1
ve been prepared in the Supermtendmg Engmeera

%e& :ibi say. who &ls‘xmmadmsely responsxble for such serious omis- o
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