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G.0., No. 3097 W., 2

Taluk Office at Tirukkoyilur

Approving the recommendation of the Chief Engineer to build a wall in con-
tinuation of the existing hedge round the —, and stating that, in the matter of enclosures

to be provided for public buildings, local circumstances must determine the material
 to be used in each case. :




:
:
b
]

~mortar wall, 41" thick, with 9”

R ¢ oot T, L NI
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

Buildings ang Roads.
Civil Works,

Reav—the following papers:—

“3_:‘) From C. A. SMITH, Esq., Executive Fp

Superintending Engineer, Vv Circle, gineer, South Arapt Division, to the

dated 20th May 1898, No. 373 8.1,

I have the honour to po;
. . pomnt out that the gite ;
likely that either a muq wall or g mm-driedebs;gi liil ?n‘lrle(iy ST sl ponocae s ot

2. I, however, submit data for—

(1) Mud;
(2) Sun-dried bricks in mad -

urnt stone in mugd -
and would strongly recommengd the adoption of Nli) ,(3)

3. T have also to brin i
A % D g to your notice that

in the original estimate, a length of 49 fee: i’sogit; ;iei;ela(;ltl;gotzzgxf)iizlnglyfeet provlildet:
an excellen

prickly- it i .
gbHcely-pear fence, and, as it is some distance from the cutcherry, it may, I think. b
) ay, 1Nk, be

allowed to remain This 421 fe as well ag
¥ e W . -4 et i
1 feet i ) ;“y | e Fos S ! 11 the remalnder' of the southem boundary,

palli saplings, which_With 4 little a

L would. recomn th : . soon form a very o hedg d
the compound.mem‘ Ulat, with a view to économy, no wall he provid‘edoi')(?x('i th‘i?;i r;;’r:’:)f

—

No. 388 W

Submitted to the (hins 1. o0 :
G.0., No. 3575 W dag}gczf‘rl?ng‘"ee", Public Works Department, with reference to
B 2% ‘.]De“emt{ef 1597.  An alternative design for a brick in
Pllasters, is estimated for in the last column of statement.

15th J (Bigned) - A. W. SMART, Colonel, R.E.,
une 1898, Offg. Superintendiug’Engineer, V Circle,

——

Note by the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, dated 25th July 1898,
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Orper—No. 2097 W., dated 2nd December 1898.

With his letter, No. 264 M., dated 2nd September 1897, the Superintending
Engineer, V Circle, submitted an estimate of Rs. 2,140 for constructing a masonry
compound wall round the Taluk office at Tirukkdyildr, in the South Arcot district, and
this estimate was forwarded by the Collector to the Board of Revenue for the sanction
of Government. The Board called upon the Collector to state whether a mud wall
with tiled coping, which would be much cheaper, could not be substituted. The Col-
lector reported that the erection of mud walls would prove less economical in the
long run, as they would have to be repaired almost every year, and recommended that
a wire fence at an estimated cost of Rs. 300 might be provided, and that the Koraka-
palli hedge which existed in some parts only be also completed. He also remarked
that mud for erecting walls would have to be carted to the spot from a distance of a
mile. The Board thereupon recommended the construetion of a plain wire fence at a
cost of Rs.300. The Government, however, observed—uide Proceedings, No. 6355-
Rev., dated 9th December 1897, that wire fencing was generally stolen, that the
replacing of stolen wire would cost more than the repair of a mud wall, that the repairs
to such a wall would afford excellent employment for the convicts in the sub-jail, and
that a wall of sun-dried bricks or mud as originally suggested by the Board would
therefore answer the purpose best. The Superintending Engineer was accordingly
directed in G.0., No. 36756 W., dated 22nd December 1897, to submit an estimate
for a wall of sun-dried bricks or mud with tiled coping,

2. The Executive Engineer, South Arcot Division, submits data for the follow-
ing deseriptions of wall and recommends the construction of a wall of burnt stone in

mud :—

RS.
Mud wall with tiled coping 53Z
Wall of sun-dried bricks with tiled coping ... % Pty
Wall of burnt stone in mud Fos vy 1,042

He states that the site is a very exposed one and that it is not likely that either a
mud wall or a wall of sun-dried bricks in mud will prove satisfactory. He also remarks
that, for a portion of the compound measuring 742 feet which 18 well protected by
prickly-pear and Korakapalli saplings, no wall need be provided. As a further
reason for recommending the burnt stone wall, the Executive Engmeer states that an
estimate for this description of wall for the adjoining Sub-Magistrate’s office has been
sanctioned and that it is desirable to adopt the same design for both, as there will be
a eontinuous wall round the two buildings. The Superintending Engineer submits
another alternative design for a brick in mortar estimated to cost Rs. 490,

3. The Chief Engineer in his note quoted above recommends that, as it will be
incongruous and unsightly to have walls of different descriptions adjacent to each
other, the advice of the Executive Engineer be followed, ¢iz., to leave as it is the
existing length of 742 feet already protected by prickly-pear and Korakapalli saplings
and to build a burnt stone wall for the remaining 480 feet at an approximate cost of
Rs. 400. This recommendation is approved,

4. The Chief Engineer also re-opens the question of the relative merits of wire

./ fences, mud walls and walls of sun-dried bricks and compares the cost of eight kinds of

enclosures. e argues that wire fencing is very economical, that walls of sun-dried
bricks or mud walls are perishable and not necessarily economical even as compared
with walls built of stone or brick in mortar, since the cost of repairs to these walls
would soon make up for the difference in prime cost, and that if the use of wire fencing
is to be abandoned, brick er stone walls must generally be substituted with the
inevitable result of a large increase in the total cost of buildings without any correspond-
ing advantage. Ile also states that wire fences, supplemented by a hedge—the wire
fence affording protection for the hedge to grow—are-smtable in cases thz‘e _the cost
of other materials is considerable, and where the unimportance of the building does
not warrant outlay on an enclosure wall, and that if wire fences are properly secured
and cared for, they are not casily stolen. He suggests therefore that there should be
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no hard and fast rule in regard to the kind

nd of enclosure to he provided for publie |
buildings, and that each casg should be decided op 1ts own merits, Joca] circumstances, |
and local prices of materials being the proper factops to determine what class of wall {
or other protection is both economical
5. His Excellency the

it is inadvisable to lay down any hard and fagst
to be provided for public buildings,
to be used in each cage.

Chief Engineer that
he kind of enclosure
termine the material

St rule in regard t t
Circumstanceg must de

(True Extract,)

:) PR R
Under Secretary to Government,
To the Superintending Engineer, v Circle.
» Other Superintending Dgineers, |
» the Consultip i ) :
ley the Superintendent of
'» the Revenye Department.
.

Exd. Md. Pahilwaiy,
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