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Read the fy wing :—
No. 474, From Captain H. BAILEY ing Distriet Engineer, Malabar, to '
Oolonel G. W. WALKER, R.E. retary to Government, Public Works
Department, dated Calicut, 9th e 1873, No. 59.

Wit reference to Government Ords 1,252, of the 2nd ultimo, I have the
honour ‘to submit the following explan and trust that it will be sufficiently
satisfactory to enable Government to e: fe me from the charges of neglect
of duty and carclessness "made by Cap Wood in his letter, No. 22, of 22nd
February 1873.

9. In September 1871, I submifter ¥ sanction, a plan and estimate for
reconstructing the Muchitta Bridge at ‘e (% site, aset of the current having
washed down one of the abutments durii ¢ previous monsoon.

8 The Superintending Engineer h 12 (as he informed me personally) dis-
approved of the square wing walls prope: by me, forwarded a revised plan and
estimate for sanction. 1

4. These were sent to me for execu 1, and are forwarded herewith. :

5. Had I noticed that the projectior the wing walls as shown on the pla.xi
was not sufficient to support an ombank: 3t with slopes of one to one, I would
have referred the matter to the Superintc ing Engineer, but as only their length
is marked on it I did not notice it at the ne. ‘ |

6. When at the bridge site in Fei ary 1872, 1 pointed out to Overscer _
Mahoney where the new channel for the r 'ah was to be cut and bow the bridge b
was to be built; and when sending him th copy of the plan (forwarded herewith)
to carry out, made on it a rough sketch of 1e site to refresh his memory.

7. 1In April 1872, I inspected the wa < for the first time after its commence-
ment, and found that one abutment and w. 3 walls had been built 7 feet high ; that
the excavation for the other was nearly ¢ npleted, and the new channel for the
qullah in progress; the work being carried oub agreeably to the plan and estimate. “
This was noted in my diary for that month.! %

8, My next visit was in August when I made the remark given in the first ;
l"paragraph of Captain Wood's letter under reply.

9.' In October I again inspected and measured the work and noted the
quantity of masonry short executed.

10. I would beg to point out" that paragraph 4 of Captain Wood’s letter '*
under reference 18 scarcely fair. Onthe margin of the copy of Overscer Mahoney's §
Jetter forwarded herewith, there is the remark in my own hand-writing ‘ copy of f
plan enclosed,” 1 h?lievcd that with thd Overseer’s letter and the copy of the
plan, Captain Wood would have no difficulty in seeing why the Overseer could
not make the ombankment its full height.

11. When further explanation was ealled for, I gave all I considered could d
possibly be required. 5 !

12, Believing that it was one of the rules of the department that earthen
embankments should have a slope of one ito one at least, I did not think it neces-

gary to poiné 0 at that as the height of thie embankment was 173 feet, and’ the
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