


HOME (MISCELLANEOUS) DEPARTMENT.

G.0. No. 349, 4th April 1917
Divisions
Directing that the Devakottai division of the Ramnad distriet be constituted an Indian

Civil Service charge and that in lieu thereof the Kumbakdnam division of the l'anjore district
be transferred to the Provincial Civil Service.

Reav—the following papers :—
I -
G.0. No. 1657, Public, dated 23rd December 1914. ~

AsmsTRACT.—Agreeing with the suggestion of the Board of Revenue that no _change need be
made in the existing arrangements for the officering of divisional charges in the Ramnad
district-

11

Official Memorandum No. 780-C/16-1, Revenue, dated 29th March 19186.

It has been suggested to Government that, in the interests of general adminis-
tration, the Devakottai division of the Ramnad district stiould be placed in charge of
an of’ﬁcel of the Indian Civil Service. In its Reference No.1653-Gt. /14-2, dated
13th November 1914, disposed of in G.0. No. 1657, Public, dated 23rd December
1914,°the Board of Revenue discussed the suggestinn to move the Indian Ciyvil
Service officer at Ramnad from that place to Devakottai. The Government agree
with the Board in considering that, under present conditions, Ramunad should continue -
to be in charge of an officer of the Tndian Civil Service but desire to be favour ed with
the opinion of the Board whether it would be feasible and desirable to convert the
Sattur division into a deputy collector’s charge, thus relieving an Indian Civil Service
officer for employment at Devakottai. The Board of Revenue is lequested to report.
on this point in consultation with the Collector of Ramnad.

J. P. Beprorbp,
Acting Secretary to Government.
To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue).

III

Reference from the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue), No. 673-Gt./16-2,
dated 18th July 1916,

The Hon’ble Mr. R. B. Crree, I.C.S.,

Commissioner of Land Revenue.

The Hon’ble Mr. N. 8. BroniE, .I.C.S.,

Commissioner of Salt, Abkari and Separate Revenue.

The Hon’ble Mr. Lr. E. Buckirry, I.C.S.,

Commissioner of Revenue Settlement, Survey, Land Records and Agriculture.

The Hon’ble Mr. H. F. W. GirnLuax, 1.C.S.,

Commissioner of Land Revenue and Forests.

Read—the following paper:— 5

Letter—from A. R. Lorrus—'Torrenmam, Esq.; m.a , 1.0. S Collector of Ramnad
at Madura.

To—the Seeretary to the Commissioners of Land Revenue.

Dated—the 10th June 1916.

No.—R. Dis. 120/ Rev.

In reply to Board’s Reference No. 673-Gt./16-1, dated 7th April 1916, I have :
the honour to state that in my letter R. Dis. N 277 Revenue, dated 30th September

£




2 ' 3

1914, I have already strongly urged the desirability of appointing an officer of the
Indian Civil Service to Devakottai. I venture to adhere to the opinions there
expressed. : =

2. In commenting on my letter the Board opined that the people of the Deva-
kottai division are not troublesome. Mr. Huggins, who knows that part of the
country well, noted against this an expuession of dissent, and added that the Chetties
“agre quite capable of fomenting riots as I know from personal experience.”

3. I must respectfully endorse Mr. Huggins’ view. I may remind the Board

that there are turbulent Muhammadan elements in the division, as the Nambutalai

riots showed, and that the only class in the district that have hitherto been brought
under the Criminal Tribes Act—the Valayars—Ilive in the Devakottai division.
4. The fact that the division marches with Pudukkdottai State to some extent
facilitates the commission of certain sorts of erime, and in no part of the district, or
~ perhaps of the Presidency, could the criminal find prey so plentiful, so attractive and
8o easy as in the Chettinad.
5. I would venture to repeat that mere honesty is not-sufficient, as the Board
considers, to enable an officer to administer with success a division that 1s in some
“respects unique ; in addition we need an independence and an immunity from the
very suspicion of amenability to influence that a deputy collector, however
incorruptible, by no means invariably enjoys. :
6. But while T am thus strongly in favour of the posting of a Civilian to Deva-
kottai, which will be all the more necessary if Arantangi is to be added to the
division (a step that I am inclined to consider impracticable) I should see with

relictance the Sivakasi division transferred to a Provincial officer. In Sivakasi the

Revenue work is of course heavier than in any other division in the district, and at
Jeast balances the heavier inecome-tax work at Devakaottai.

7. Sivakasi is one of the few divisionsin the Presidency to whieh it has been
considered necessary to post a Special Police Force, and though there has been little
serious friction befween Shanars and other castes of recent years, Government
evidently consider that there are still potentialities of trouble and <I should hesitate

to dissent from that view. A :

8. So far as criminal work is concerned the Sivakasi and Devakottai divisions
are about equally heavy. The Sivakasi division contains the only two municipalities
in the district—Srivilliputtar and Virudupatti. They need firm and tactful handling
—especially the latter.

9. The wealthy Nadar rivals the wealthier Chetty in his love of and capacity for
intrigue, and Sivakasi like Devalkdttai needs an officer whose impartiality cannot be
impugned. Nowhere in the district 1s faction more rampant than in the Srivilli-
puttur and Sattur taluks, where murders have sometimes been committed in order to
implicate members of a rival party, :

10. On the whole, if it is impossible to give the district three Indian Civil
Service divisional officers, I consider that Sivakasi, though quite unsuited for a
deputy collector, is somewhat less so than Devakattai.

11. The Board has observed that the district *“ must expect to have one deputy
collector as a divisivnal officer’. I would respectfully urge that the problem should
not be treated as a purely mathematical one, or as though the Provincial Service
were an infliction of which every Collector should cheerfully take his share, but that
the needs of the various divisions should be considered and, if possible, provided for.
My view is that all three divisions as a matter of fact need Indian Civil Service
divisional officers. That there is considerable difficulty in finding an obviousiy
suitable charge for a Provincial officer in the district is sufficiently evident from the
present reference and'the previous correspondence on the subject. :

12. A bungalow for an Indian Civil Service divisional officer has lately been
completed at Sivakasi. : :

13. T enclose a statement giving statistics of correspondence and other work in
the two divisions. At present all the suits under the Hstates Land Act from
Devakattai are transferred to the Special Deputy Collector but none from Sivakasi.

Reference—No. 673-Gt./16-2, dated 18(h July 1916.
Submitted to Government with reference to their Memorandum No. 780-C/16-1,
dated 29th March 19186. . ;
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2. The Board considers that the Collector has given good reasons for l‘etainixng.
the Civilian divisional officer in the Sattur (now Sivakasi) division. In view of the
disturbances between Shanars and Maravars which have occurred in the past.and of
the ever present possibility of arecurrence of them, it seems to the Board undesirable .
to entrust the division to a deputy collector. If it is not possible to find a third
Indian Civil Service divisional officer for the Rammnad district, the Board is of
opinion that the existing arxangements may continue. ' : e

: ; H. R Pats,
* S Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department, with n statement. -

ENcLosurs.

ComPaRATIVE statement showing the business disposed of in Devakottai and Sivakasi
divisional offices during the last three years.

1913. 1914. 1915.
Received. J Disposed of. | Received. | Disposed of. | Received. | Disposed of.
Devakitiai division.
Magisterial—
Criminal eases = % = 84 74 100 89
Criminal appeals .. = o =383 80 91 . 87 lgg g g:
Miscellaneous cases . . 55 e 26 24 65 60 62 54
Correspon@ence papers i 2 1,738 1,732 1,905 1,892 2,080 © 2,052
Total, Magisterial .. 1,931 1,910 : 2,161 3 2,128 2,332 . 2,279
Revenue suits— =
Summary suits* .. .. - 2,632 1,751 2,10 ; : 10
Regulation suits . 5 5 41 ;7 '113 1,7%3 1.323 l’lgg
Execution of decrees .. . 943 864 1,239 865 1,096 1,007
Miscellaneous applications. . = 8,621 |- 3,009 4,042 3,743 2:868 2:127
Total, Revenue sunits .. o 1,287 5,751 7,404 Tk 6,368 5,370 4,249
Correspondence papers— . 3
Copy applications .. oo e 8,620 8,346 7,978 7,460 7,704 = 7,449
Income-tax— S : St :
Objection petitions .. T 0 199 160 ; :
Revision petitions .. .. .. 58 45 13!7) 1?3 1:3 : ];;
Total, Income-tax .. 257 206 | . 298 © 260 231 229
Stvakasi division,
Magisterial —
COriminal cases .. .. .. 99 99 104 104 1l 191
Criminal appeals .. o = 103 103 83 83 78- | 73
Miscellaneous cases . £ = 49 49 63 63 40 |- 40
Correspondence papers .. == 2,606 2,606 | 2,214 2,214 2,481 : = 2,481
Total, Magisterial .. 2,767 2,767 2,464 2,464 2,715
Revenue suite— : :
Summary suits o = R 352 286 455 263 447
Regulation suits .. oA g 3 3 . 6 & 6 N
Execution of decrees i o 146 109 63 61 3 74
Miscellaneous applications o &2 o Y 11
Total, Revenue snits .. 501 T 347 524 310 583
Co(rJrespondenoe papers—— e
opy applications, ete. = 5 11,45 e
0By epnly 58 11,165 ?0,634 10,394 | . 10178 |
Objection petitions .. .. .. ) 42 47 47 STl
Revision petitions .. o 7 16 16 96 | 26 18, A
'F'otal, Tncome-tax. .. 58 58 73 73 59

* Including the suits tmnsferrec{ to the ’Speoiﬂ Deputy Collector.

Number of
1918-1/)— 488085668, (i
Sattur 5 ../ 3 o o e VIBB vm%’m g
Davakottai o . 0ror ot el VIR
191)-15— 41055 70,172
Sattur .. .- i = s 5 Stk EipeigEe
Devalioftai 2.7 = 0 ot e e :13 Litate
1915-16-— T
Bivakasi .. o, Rl el

Devakottai , . o T, g : 429
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Official Memérandum No. 780-C/16-3, Revenue, dated 22nd August 1916.

With reference to the correspondence ending with Reference No. 673-Gt./16-2,
dated 18th July 1916, the Board of Revenue is requested to report whether it would
recommend that an Indian Civil Service Officer should for the future be in charge of
the Devakottai division of the Ramnad district instead of the Chandragiri division of
the Chittoor district. . :

J. P. BEDFoRD,
Acting Secretary to Government.

o the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue).

v

Reference from the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue) No. 673/16-4,
dated 3rd November 1916.

The Hon’ble Mr. R. B. Crree, I.C.S.,

Commissioner of Land Revenue.

The Hon’ble Mr. N. 8. Brop1g, I.C.S.,

Commissioner of Salt, Abkari and Separate Revenue.

The Hon’ble Mr. Li1.. E. Buckrzy, 1.C.S.,

Commitsioner of Revenue Settlement, Survey, Land Records and Agriculture.

The Hon’ble Mr. M. B. Covcrman, I.C.S.,

Commissioner of Land Revenue and Forests.

Read—the following papers :—

(1)
Memorandum—rfrom Government, Revenue Department.
’

Dated—the 22nd August 1916.
No.—780-C/16-3.

(i)
Reference—from the Board of Revenne (Liand Revenus).
Dated—the 4th September 1916.
No.—673-Gt./16-3. :

(1it)
Letter—from H. 1. Brampwoon, Esq., I.C.8., Collector of Chittoor.
To—the Secretary to the Commissioners of Liand Revenue.

Dated—the 5th October 1916.
No —3571-D. 6.

In reply to Board’s Reference No. 673-Gt./16-3, dated the 4th September
1916, asking for my remarks on the proposal of Government to convert Chandragiri
division into a Deputy Collector’s division, I have the honour to report as follows.

9. 1 do not know exactly the circumstances under which Chandragiri was made
an Indian Civil Service division at the re-arrangement of the districts under Sir
Williamn Meyer’s scheme in 1911. Apparently, it succeeded the old Ranipet division,
to which it corrééponds except for its reduction by the exc}usiou of ’Walajah tal_uk. _

Chandragiri division now. comprises (1) Chandragii taluk, (2) the Zamindari
divisions of Kalahasti, Puttur and Tiruttani. It seems to me to be in several ways
more important than the average Indian Civil Service division and there are in it
several features which seem to demand the superior powers gf work and econtrol
which are expected of an Indian Civil Service officer. I mention such of these as
oceur to me— E : g

(1) In Chandragiri taluk, there are three important forest ranges containing
valuable forests. The interests of the ryots in the neighbourhood of these forests can
be better watched by an officer of superior status. : .

(2) There is one municipality, Tirupati, which requires close control owing to
“the existence of factions and the powerful indirect influence of the Mahant.

»

B 1.
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. the case of Chandragiri than in the case of Devakottai, and that a deputy coﬁe‘ctor.

5

(8) There are three registered criminal tribes in the division, viz., the Jogis,
the Vanganur Malas and the Gollakuppam Donga Dasaris. An Indian Civil Service
officer will be of more use in helping to supervise them especially when they are
located in settlements, as the two latter are likely to he when funds are available.

(4) The two ancient zamindaris of Kalahasti and Karvetnagar have split up -
into numerous estates, some large and some small. There is constant friction between
the landholders and ryots in most of these estates. The numerous zamindars and
proprietors would also probably much prefer to have dealings with a sub-collector
than with a deputy collector. 7% ;

(5) Faction disputes leading to violence are rather common in the division, -
e.g., there have been three big cases under section 109 during the past two years.

(6) There is an immense amount of suits work in the division. Though a
Special Suits Deputy Collector has been working on and off for the last eighteen
months, the sub-collector still has a lot of suits work to do. He has three suits
clerks in addition to the usual full staff of a sub-collector’s office. :

(7) The mileage of roads and the extent of the division are both very large.
Only a very active and energetic man can get over the country as much as is desira-
ble as well as attending to the office work. HKyen now, villages off the main roads
are very rarely visited by the Divisional officer..

(8) The Taluk Board work is very heavy and the disposal of it is even under

_ the present regime hardly satisfactory. A non-official President capable of running
it satisfactorily would be hard to find owing to the extensive touring required.

3. The ordinary revenue work is a little lighter than that of Madanapalli and
is undoubtedly below the average of Indian Civil Service divisions. This is, of
course, due to the fact that there is only one Government taluk and that a light one.
The Magisterial work is slightly heavier than that of Madanapalli and 1s, I think,
heavier than that of most Indian Civil Service divisions. The numbers of original
and appeal cases were 144 and 73 and 114 and 70 in 1914 and 1915, respectively.
The average annual number of original cases for disposal by Joint Magistrates in the
four years 1911—1914 was 77.

4. The above considerations might be discounted as being more or less theoretical,
but, in this case, I have also had the advantage of seeing the division in charge of
deputy collectors for two periods of about seven and four months, since I have been
in the distriet. The officers in charge were experienced deputy collectors and had,
I believe, good reputations, but both of them were utterly unequal to the charge of
the division and left heavy arrears of work on their departure. On the other hand,
it must be admitted that one deputy collector who was in charge of the division for
about eighteen months about 1912 seems to have got through the work very well.
But [ have heard that he was an excepiionally quick and capable man. In my
opinion, an average sub-collector can just manage the division tolerably and only an
exceptional deputy collector can cope with the work. :
5. Among minor considerations pointing in the same direction, I may mention—
(1) that there is a sub-collector’s official residence recently completed ; - .
(2) that there is very good Shikar available in the division which would help
to reconcile many sub-collectors to the somewhat solitary life they have to lead buf
would be of no interest to most deputy collectors. > o :
6. For the above reasons, [ am strongly of opinion that the division should notbe
handed over to a deputy collector. 3

Reference—No. 873/16-4, daled 3rd November 1916.

“The letter from the Collector of Chittoor read above will be submitted to
Government with reference to their Memorandum No. 780-C/16-3, dated )
August 1916. - P

2. On a consideration of the relative needs of the two divisions, ‘t‘,he,,Boa;l‘dlt of
opinion that the need for a Divisional officer of the Indian Civil Service is greater in

il

should suffice for the Devakottai division as hitherto. 55 : ;
~ H. R. Pars,
Secreta

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department. P ; »:
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Official Memorandum No. 780-C/16-4, Revenue, dated 1st December 1916.

 With reference to the correspondence ending with Reference No. 673/16-4, dated
3rd November 1916, the Board of Revenue is requested to favour the Government
with its opinion as to whether there is any Indian Civil Service division which is less.
in need of an Indian Civil Service officer than Devakottai and, if so, whether a
deputy collector can be posted to that division and an Indian Civil Service officer
transferred to Devakottai. :

et A J. P. BeprorD,
Acting Secretary to Government.
To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue). .

VII :

Reference from the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue), No. 673-Gt./16-5,
dated 3rd February 1917.

The Hon’ble Sir Roeerr CLEGE, K.C.I.E., 1.C.8.,

Commissioner of Land Revenue.

The Hon’ble Mr. Lr. E. Buckrey; I1.C.S,,

Commissioner of Revenue Settlement, Survey, Land Records and Agriculture.

The Hon’ble Mr. C. G. ToprUNTER, I.C.S.,

Commissioner of Salt, Abkari and Separate Revenue.

The Hon’ble Mr. M. E. Covcnmax, 1.C.S,,

N Commissioner of Land Revenue and Forests.

The Board begs to reply to the Memorandum of Government No. 780-C/16-4,
Revenue, dated 1st December 1916. In the opinion of the majority of the Board, the
following divisions, viz., Kumbakonam, Ongole, Narasapur and Tindivanam, in that
order, are less in need of an officer of the Indian Civil Service than Devakottai; they
consider that the Indian Civil Service Officer in charge of any one of these divisions
might be set free to take charge of the Devakottai division. The acting third and
fourth Members are of opinion that if possible each district should have at least one
Tndian Civil Service.divisional officer and consider that Kumbakonam is the only division
which might with advantage surrender its ‘Indian Civil Service officer in favour of
Devakattai. : :

. 4 H R, PATE,

Secretary.
To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.

Order—No. 349, Home (Miscellaneous), dated 4th April 1917.

The Governor in Council directs that the Devakottalt division of the Ramnad
district be constituted a charge of the Indian Civil Service, and that in lieu thereof
the Kumbakonam division of the Tanjore distriet be transferred to the Provineial
QCivil Service. Hiffect will be given to this change as soon as practicable.

(True Bxtract)

E. A. Harvey,
Acting Secretary lo Government.

To the Collector of Ramnad. A
T 5 Tanjore.
;» Board of Revenue (Land Revenue).
,»  Revenue Department.
,, Home (Judicial) Department. »(Order only.)
,»  Publie Department.
,» Public Works Department.
., Local and Municipal Department.
J

Copy to the Accountant-General.
Editors’ Table
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¢ 'orf'Ramné.d sﬁould be the Indian Civil Se_rviee division. It was decided that so long

S i as the Collector’s headquarters were at
Ratagraph,2 ab page 11 of 6.0, 1518, 9th My . Madury thie Indian’ Civil Servicd ‘officer
R, ; ' _should stay at Ramnad and not at Deva-
~ kottai. An additional reason for this decision was that there was no suitable house

' accommodation for a Civilian at Devakottai-—paragraph 3 of Mr. Bryant’s letter at page-
3 of G.0. No. 1518, dated 9th May 1910. o

In G.O. No. 756, Public, dated 30th June 1914, Government decided to fix
Madura as the permanent headquarters of the Ramnad district and in that conneetion

~ the question of constituting the Devakottai division into an Indian Civil Service
Xopid S| v : charge by transferring the Indian Civil
¢ Bage 43 of Notes 'to G.0. 7750, Publio, 80th - go..¢i00" offiger at Ramnad to that division

e - was again considered. The Honourable
Member considered that the Chetti country was very much cut off, owing to the
distance from the railway and that income-tax work was very important in that
division and for these reasons a resident officer thoroughly independent of local
~influences was needed at the place. He was accordingly in favour of placing an
Indian Civil Service officer at Devakottai -(page 7 ofd N(Eceszgod(}.g. Misl.) No. ]1961%,

y dabsile Public, date rd December ;

e Sl G BB D R R e e

' _Ac(‘ﬂ’m,, ; first referred to the Collector and the
Board for opinion—rvide Official Memorandum No. 1917-C/14-1, dated 1st August
1914, at page 1 of current file in G.O. Mis. No. 1657, Public, dated 23rd December
1914. The Board’s reply is contained at pages 2-7 of current file in G.0. Mis.

No. 1657, dated 23rd December 1914. ;

The Collector * was strongly of opinion_btha?: botlﬁ Ramna;i alfddpev'glégtjclzll Sﬂhm}ld

: : e in charge of  Indian Civil Service

Pa2g§:d4bz;fnﬁgeﬁ)t lﬁle S officers and igf, however, that was impossi-

& M ot Dottonban presumably. ble he was In favour of retaiming the

A. G. Clarorw]—22-3-16. -~ Indian Civil Service officer at Ramnad.

Submitted yes. His reasons for placing the Devakottai

S.R.—24-3-16. ' division in charge of an Indian Civil

Pa]g)es 4—#5 oi gﬁ'renb flein G.0. 1657, Grd Hq 15 i5e offioal wore an Tollow: s
ecember %

(1) The Divisional Officer has to deal with the European lessees of Sivaganga
and an Indian Civil Service manager of the Court of Wards and when the lease of the
zamindari terminates in 1918 he will probably deal with an estate Colleetor—a civilian
of some seniority.

. (2) The division is inhabited by wealthy Nattukkottai Chetties who as a olass
are noted for their love of intrigue and its adininistration by a member of the Indian
Civil Service whose emoluments, position and traditions place him above suspicion will
be more efficient and inspire greater public confidence. ;

(3) It is generally supposed that a great deal of crime in the division is never
reported. The Chetti landholder is high handed and oppressive in his dealings
with his tenants. For these reasons a strong man is required for thé division.

; _(4) Devakottai is a heavy division and income-tax work is partioularly hLeavy.
The division will become heavier still when Arantangi is added to it.

The Board, however, was unable to agree with the Collector that the Devakottai
Paragraph 5 at page 5 of current file in G.0 di-Vl.SiOD Sh.ould be in charge of an Il?d?a"
1657, 23rd December 1914. " Civil Service officer. It was of opinion
B W R R t%uat RalfnnadI s(l{ouldoqonltnéue to l}% in
AgTapn. : ; 7 charge of an Indian Civil Service officer
§ g b0 14, and gthat the idea of transferring that
officer to Devakottai may be definitely abandoned-—paragraph 5 on page 5 of current
file in G.O. Mis. No. 1657, Public, dated 23rd Deecember 1914.  The counter
reasons adduced by the Board against the Collector’s proposal are as follow :—

(1) The Board considered that the reason adduced by the Collector that

: i . Sivaganga has a Civilian manager and

Pﬂlrzgl"{apg?sr(sd %ecP;%T)eg ‘;fQIC‘;:r Uit thatgaft%;r the lease of the za%nihdari-

4 lapses in 1918 the Divisional Officer will

probably have to deal with a Civilian Hstate Collector was not a sufficient reason for
entrusfing the charge of the division to an Indian Civil Service officer.

+ kottai has also been considered and abandoned— vide Mr. Davidson’s note, dated 24th

advantages in this, and T think the Collector might be consulted through the Board

-

. (2) The people in the division are not particularly troublesome. It is true
that Devakottal is the headquarters of the Nattukkottai Chetties but this caste is
intriguing and litigious rather than lawless and any honest man can manage them.

(3) The Board did not believe that crime was hushed up in Devakottai any
more than it is by the Maravar headmen in the Ramnad division. : )
(4) The Board considered that Ramnad district must expect to have one
Deputy Collector as Divisional Officer—the other two divisions Ramnad and Sattur

are both Civilian divisions—and that the most suitable division in the distriot for
such an officer is Devakottai. ;

The Government——the Hon'ble Sir Harold Stuart dissenting—aecepted “the
Paood 1130168 Notes 160 1657, 23rd Board’s recommendation and the question
Diceinbor 1914 was dropped. It is for orders whether

v the question should be reopened.

- 8.RR.—15-3-16.
V.P—16<3-16.

The question of moving the Indiah Civil Service officer from Sattur to Deva;

July 1914, as Revenue Secretary and the Honourable Member’s note, dated 25th July
1914, at pages 6-8 of Notes to G.0. No. 1857, Publie, dated 23rd December 1914.
 8.R.—17-3-16. ’

The position is this :—
There are three divisions in the Ramnad distriet, two of which, viz., Ramnad

and Sattur, are already Indian Civil Service charges. The third Devakoitai 18
the one division in charge of a Deputy Collector. The Collector and the Board are
very strongly of opinion that Ramnad should continue to be an Indian Civil Service

charge—rvide page 3 et seq. of current file in G.0. No. 1657, dated 23rd December
1914.

The Honourable Member is decidedly of opinion that there can be no question of

e : : converting Sattur into a Deputy Collector’s

That is not at all the meaning of what I charge—page 7 of Notes to the above
wrote at the place referred to. i

A G. Clraerew]—24-3-16, | Government Order. Both the Henourable

; Rk ; i+ Member and the Hon’ble Sir Harold

Stuart would prefer to convert Devakottai into an Indian Civil Service charge——

vide pages 7 and 11 of Notes to the above Government Order. Ifall the three
divisions are not to be Indian Civil Service charges, Ramnad can be converted into a
Deputy Collector’s charge only if and when the headquarters of the district are
moved to Ramnad. The Hon’ble Sir Harold Stuart was strongly in favour of the

move but he was outvoted—plense see pages 11 to 13 of Notes to G.O. No. 1657,
Revenue, dated 23rd December 1914, '

T.SR.—17-3-16.

The whole question has been recently threshed out. The notes give a history of
1n G.0. 1657, Publio, 23vd December 1914, * the discussions to whic}.J 1 can add nothing
a8 I do not know the district.

ACH. A.'Topp—18-3-16.

The question has been discussed more than once. As far as T can see, the
conclusions arrived at were : (1) that there were excellent reasons for having an Indian
Civil Service officer at Devakottai, (2) that there were even stronger reasons for
having Indian Civil Service officers at Ramnad and Sattur, (3) that to put an Indian

Civil Service officer in charge ‘ot all three divisions would mean an undue weakening
of the Indian Civil Service element elsewhere. N

A

J. P. Brovorp—20-3-16,

The point which has not been threshed out is whether the Indian Civil Sen']ee
officer at Sattur .might not be posted at Devakottai instead. I can see several

on this point.

349, H. (Mis.)—2

A3




| ~an Indian Deputy Collector there.

) ¥
h G v

b S ey * Draft to me.

~ e

S.R.—24-3-16. i R
T.S.R.—24-3-16. SRR
4 S A. H. A. Topp—27-3-16..

To the Honourable Member with draft. Would it be well to include the Inspector-
General of Police in the officers to be consulted (by the Board of Revenue or by
Government direet) ? The Sattur division was put in charge of an Indian Civil
Service officer, when I was Collector of Tinnevelly in 1899-1900 in connection with
the anti-shanar riots and the generally turbulent character of.the people of that
division, as evinced thereby. There are sgtill, I think, one or two companies of
Special Police in the division. ¢ e ; :

which appreliensions were expressed of rioting taking place about these tracts.
: J.P.B.—17-3-16.

It would certainly be necessary to cousult the Inspector-General of Police
through Judicial before any change was made. Perhaps we had better hear the
Board of Revenue first.

, . A. G. C[arDRW]—28-3-16.
: J.P B.——28-3-16.
e e Draft may issue. ;

: J.P B.—28-3-16.

[Official Memorandum to the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue), No. 780-C/16-1,
dated 29th March 1916 —11.] :

III

Reference from the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue) No. 673-G/16-2,
dated 18th July 1916.

Please see the Collector’s letter. In reply to the specific point raised in the
Government memorandum whether it would be feasible and desirable to convert
the Sattur (now Sivakasi) division into a Deputy Collector’s charge, thus relieving
an Indian Civil Service officer for employment at Devakottai, the Collector (Mr.
Tottenham) states that he would see with reluctance the Sattur (Sivakasi) division
transferred fo a Provincial officer.. He is also strongly in fayour of the posting of a
Civilian to Devakottai. He adds that, if 1t is impossible to give the district three
Indian Civil Service Divisional Officers, Sattur (Sivakasi) though quite unsuited for a
Deputy Collector is somewhat less so than Devakottai. The Board states that
the Collector has given good reasons for retaining the Civilian Divisional Officer
in the Sattur (Sivakasi) division, that it is undesirable to entrust it to a Deputy
Collector and that if it i8 not possible to find a third Indian Civil Service Divisional
Officer for the Ramnad district, the existing arrangement under which Devakottai
is in charge of a Provincial Civil Service officer may continue. -

2. In paragraph (6) of its Reference No. 1653 G./14-2, dated 13th November
1914, at page 6 of G.O. No. 1657, Public, dated 23rd December 1914, the Board
of Revenue considered that the Ramnad district must expect to have one Deputy
Collector as Divisional Officer. The Collector (Mr. Tottenham) states that the problem

sions should be considered and, if possible, provided for and that his view is that all
the three divisions need Indian Civil Service Divisional Officers.

bt

bl
;
N Re A

N An Indian Civil Service officer is needed undoubtedly at Ramnad where the
~ zamindar would otherwise exercise complete influence if there were nothing but

A. G Clamonw)—22-3-16.
1 Plmwrranp]-—23-3-16. © Lo

5 J.’>P.h Brprorp—23-3-16. 5

S draft offioial memorandum to the Board of Revenue isﬁubmitfedior approval. i

\ The Honourable Member will remember the recent file about mixed cotton, m

should not be treated as a mathematical one hut that the needs of the various divi-

4,

_ the Honourable Member’s note, dated 28th March 1916 ;. it will be seen from para-
. graphs 2 fo 4 of Mr. Tottenham’s letter that one of the arguments advanced in favour

" matter further.

3. As it has been decided that the Ramnad divi

Ty L O .. Divisiona
Vih arosraph 9 a6 page 1L of 6.0.1518" "quatiéra o iho (Call
: : the only course left

‘be to continue the existing arrangement or to entrust all the three d
district to officers of the Indian Civil Service. If it is decided to post an Indian

Serviee officer to Devakottai, either the sanctioned cadre_of Indian Civil Se

should be increased or there should be a reduction in the number of Indian

~ Service officers elsewhere. R R N SR gy
S.R.G:—27-7-16.

odihe l'e\;narks of the Public (z) Depariment ma&,’ it 1se submltted,be invited o'-If"_
this point. The file may be sent also to the Judicial Department with reference to

e

of the posting of an Indian Civil Service officer for the Devakottai division is that the
Chetties are quite capable of fomenting riots, that there are turbulent Muhammadan

elements in the division, that the only class in the district that have hitherto been
brought under the Criminal Tribes Act—the Valayars—live in this division and
finally that the situation of Pudukottai State adjoining this division to some extent
facilitates the commission of certain sorts of crime—please see the statistics furnished.

SA._28.7-16. - A M il
SR.R.—98-7-16, AR g e
e | . : ek LT
; For orders. B T ;

A. H, A. Topp—3-8-16,
Perhaps in the circumstances it will not be considered neééséary to’pﬁrs\ue;{llavé'-,
The Sattur (Sivakasi) division has seen what was perhaps the biggest
riot in South India during the last fifty years, and it can hardly be doubted that the
Inspector-General would endorse the Board’s view. ; PR

i Bmmom)—7—8. g

T agree as to Sattur division. It might, however, be possible to find another
Indian Civil Service officer by transfer from another district. = I am. melined to agree
~with Mr. Tottenham that the Indian Civil Service Divisional Officers should be allotted
on the needs of the locality. Still one would prefer to leave at least one in each
district. The Board of Revenue may be asked whether it would recommend the
transfer of one of the two Divisional Officers now in North Arcot (viz., from Tiravan
namalai) or in Chittoor (viz., from Chandragiri) to the Devakottai division of
Ramnad. : : 195,

A, G. C[ARDEW]-—10-8-16.
With reference to the Honourable Member’s orders ‘ab'o-ve,, it s lespeotfwliy sub-

mitted that Tiruvannamalai has already hbeen converted into a Deputy Colle
charge—vide G.0. No. 1030, Publie, dated 21st August 1914, B

R.Vei12. 9.8, A PR
V. A. AnanTARAMA AYYAR—I14

Draft to me.

Draft to me, referring to the other;d‘ivision;..?'
3 A draft official memorandum is éubrﬁittéd forapérorv
R.V.——15-8-18. G Cridi e
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* Pusnic DEPARTMENT.

i Submitted that the draft official memoi'éndum may be aeéeptédw in thi‘fﬁ

_ department. e
CSEeT s S g R
et ! L. DAvmsom—v—IS—S—l(AS.‘
‘ : 55 '. o A REVE&UE DEPARTMENT.
- Submitted for orders as to issue of official memorandum. i
"Ry, 1086y L0 e g ,
A - ? . V. A. AnaNTARAMA AYVAR—19-8-16.
Issue. ] ’

J. P. Brororp—22-8-16.

' [OﬂieiaIQiﬁelnorandum No. 780-C/16-3, Re‘v‘en‘ue, dated 22nd August 19]’6—IV.:] :

v

* Reference from the ‘B_oard of Revenue (Land Revenue), No. 673/16-4, dated
: Mo 3rd November 1916.

As a result of a consideration of the question of the expediency of converting the
Devakottai division of the Ramnad district into an Indian Civil Service charge, the
Board of Revenue was, in Official Memorandum No. 780-C/16-3, Revenue, dated
22nd August 1916, asked to report whether it would recommend an Indian Civil
Qervice officer for the Devakottai division instead of the Chandragiri division of
the Chittoor distriot. :

2. The Collector of Chittoor who was consulted by the Board is strongly against
the placing of the Chandragiri division under a Deputy Collector for the following
reasons i— ) 2 b4

(1) In Chandragiri taluk there are three important forest ranges containing
valuable forests and the interests of the ryots in the neighbourhood can be better
watched by an officer of superior status.

(2) The Tirupati muniecipality requires close control owing to the existence of
tactions and the powerful indirect influence of the Mahant. -

(3) There ave three registered criminal fribes in the division-—the Jogis, the
Vanganur Malas and the Sollakuppam Donga Dasaris. ] :

(4) The Zamindaris of Kalahasti and Karvetnagar have split up into several
estates and there is constant friction between the landholders and ryots in most of

these estates, Further the numerous zamindars and proprietors would prefer to have

dealings with a Sub-Collector than with a Deputy Collector.

(5) Faction disputes leading to violence are rather common in the division.

(6) Work under the Estates Land Act is very heavy in the division to which
three suit clerks have been added to the usual full staff of a Sub-Collector’s office.

(T) The mileage of roads and the extent of the division are both very large,
and only a very active and energetic man can get over the country as much as 1s
desirable as well as attending to the office work. .

(8) Taluk board work is very heavy, and a capable non-official president is
hard to find. ‘ .

~(9) Two experienced Deputy Collectors who had been in charge of the division
formerly—J. Ramayya Pantulu and V. Ramakrishnayya Pantulu-—were utterly unequal
to the charge and left heavy arrears on their departure. [One Deputy Collector,

however, who was in charge of the division for 18 months—S. Raghavendra Rao— -

proved equal to the task, but he is' spoken of as an exceptionally quick and capable

officer. | ;
(10) An official residence for the Sub-Collector has been recently completed at

Chandragiri.

3. The Board of Revenue is of opinion that the need for an Indian Civil Service

officer is greater in the case of Chandragiri than of Devakottai and that the latter
may continue with a Deputy Collector. In paragraph 159 of his report on the

- extracted at page 1 supra. -

- unless some other alternative can be suggested by the Board.
Y A | in that district. The list of divisions supplied in the

Sub-Collector for Devakottai.

~ Board now state in reply that, 1

- Kumbakovam,  Ongole, 2

Meyer pr ivilian
éhg/iqnsi.,:centre'o Prpapats A o0 ARG
Cnod OIfdersare solicited. An : Indian, Civil Service
‘Devakottai in view of the fact that there is any number of Nattukkof
the division who buy up any officials they can— Honourable )

. Must be accepted and the provision of a 8

~why Reference, dated 22nd August 1916, was issued to the Board.

in my note, dated 10th August 1916, T had said that it ;vbfas‘pnefera"t;l
Indian Civil Service division in each district and that I referred to )
the expressed understanding that there were two Indian Civil Se

| seems _‘to‘ be wrang, gnd_should be corrected and brought up e k%gg’?'
Please ask the Board whether there is ~aﬁy Indian Civil ge,r\ ce division hioh.

in its opiniou requires an Indian Civil Service less than Devakottai
would recommend must be placed under a Deputy Colleetor in

Dratt to me. e

7 Y

approval.

A draft official memorandum iS;submittied(iV‘f_or}
Honourable Member’s note at A above has been se:

necessary action. | i
S.A.R.—27-11-16. i

Issue.

N
%

 [Official Memorandum to the Board of Revenue (La
dated 1st December 1916-

o G
Reference from the Board of Revenue (
. dated 3rd Febr

Service officer. It was found that it was not possi
Service officer for the purpose from either the Sat
The Honourable Member then directed a refe
whether there was any Indian Civil Service d
Indian Civil Service officer less than Devak
might be placed under a Deputy Collect
Devakottai (official memorandum,

 Tindivanam.




a‘/’v 7

|
|
|
|

- anom-able Merber, also noted fo ithe.. samb

effect on 10th August 1916, are said to be of opinion that, if possible, *

. each district should have at least one

Indian Civil Service Divisional Officer and that Kumbakonam is the only division

which might with advantage surrender its ‘Indian Civil Service officer in favour of
Devakottar. ; : : j

ARK 13217, Submitted that this department may
konam division might be placed under a Deputy Collector and that the Indian Civil
Service officer might be transferred to the Devakottai division. The file may, it is
submitted, be sent to the Public Department where orders have to issue.

e

V. A. ANanTARAMA AYYAR—12-2-17.
A. R. KNapp—13-2-17.

PusLIc (II) DEPARTMENT.

 Submitted that this department may agree to the Kumbakonam division being
placed under a Deputy Collector as a compensation for the proposed conversion of the
Devakottai division into a Civilian division.

2. If the proposal is approved, final orders should apparently issue in Home
(Miscellaneous) who deal with constitution of distriets and divisions. The prece-
+ G.0s. 608, Public, 21st May 1912, 1030, ool by Revenue at the end of

: their note were dealt with in the old
Public, 21st August 1914. : ) A ] :
Public  Department whiech 18 now
designated Home (Mziscellaneous).

AH.—18-2-17.

Kumbakonam is no doubt free from the objections urged to other divisions, in
that there would still be a Civilian officer at Negapatam, but it is not a division
which I should myself have chosen to make over to the Provincial Service for good
and all. It is a centre of Hindu faction and intrigue, and Deputy Collectors will find
it difficult to steer clear of such infrigues and impossible to guard themselves against
more or less plausible charges of partiality, intrigue, ete.

J. P. Bevprorn—19-2-17.

I admit the truth of Mr. Bedford’s remarks, but in view of its remote and
isolated position, and the great wealth of the Nattukkottai Chetti community,
I think, on the whole, that the balance of advantage is in »favour of putting an
Indian Civil Service officer in charge of the Devakottai division instead of of
Kumbakonam. Afterall, intrigue and faction are not confined to Kumbakonam or
even to Tanjore, while the peculiar features of Devakottai, especially the danger of
subservience to the Chetties, are to some extent unique. I would therefore accept
the Board’s proposal. The Deputy Collector in charge of Devakottai who happened
to eall on me yesterday, said that the division is the heaviest he has ever been in.

A. G. C[arpEW | —20-2-17.
P[E~Tr.AND | —24-2-17.
Draft to me.
: : ) ! J.P.B.—26-2-17.
A draft order is submitted for approval.

It is submitted for orders whether, as pointed out in the office-note above,
the order should not issue in Home (Miscellaneous)].

AH.—6-3-17.

Home (u.0.), through Revenue Department, for favour of issue of orders.
J.P.B.—7-2-1T7,

set free to take charge of the Devakottai division. Messrs. Todhunter and Couchman
LA (the acting Third and Fourth Members)

agree with the Board that the Kumba-

: . ‘Revrsus Dre i
: P s ks AT AR e OB
~ Previous notes of this department are on pages 7-8 ante. The fur er n
‘may, it is submitted, be perused and the file passed on to Home (Miscellaneous) t
for issue of orders. : Ay

AS.R.—8-3-1T.

2

V. A. ANANTARAMA Arr}ah—;é;ﬁl-'i'f,
A, R. Knarp—9-3-17.

£

’ 4

Homnr (Mmcm.mnous) DrPARTMENT,

\

A draft order is submitted for approval.

PONC -1y 3 17 ¢ T A

P.orR.—20-3-17. ' - : g

A draft which follows the usual lines has been prepared. It will be issnediiﬁb?f‘-

Home (Miscellaneous), following precedent, if Public requires, and accepts it, after
circulation to the Honourable Member (Home). Xl SR

I venture to suggest, however, this beinga case in point, that the redistribution-
of-work-list be revised to include * reconstitution of divisions ” amongst the subjects

‘dealt with by either the Revenue Department or the present Public Department. The :
subject whenever it arises is never examined in this department, though formally it is

one of the subjects dealt with in this department; in point of fact the present case has
never been seen by this department until it was sent for a draft to be prepared. My

submission is that ordinarily it will be preferable for one of the departments that deal

with and pass orders on the case to issue the draft.
If the suggestion is accepted, the draft may issue in Publie,

In that case circulation to the Honourable Member (Home) will not be requi’re’c-il

[(:}t (i; r‘xo::)]intended, I see, that the case should be seen by the Honourable Member
udieial)]. :

E. A. HARVEy——Zl—S—l'Z.

Pusric (II) Dnmmm_nur. ‘

Submitted for orders whether the draft order in this particular case may issue in
Home (Miscellaneous), as the item ¢ reconstitution of divisions ” is zow on the listof
subjects under Home (Miscellaneous), the Home Secretary’s suggestion to transfer this
ltem from Home (Miscellaneous) to Public or Revenue being separately put up for

orders.
AH.-—24 817 : G

: Would Home kindly deal with this case and then return the file for consideration |
of the general question ? Draft accepted in Public. ‘ W

L

Home (MrscELTANEOUS) DEPARTMENT.

Submitted for orders whether the draft in the present case may issue in this
department, an extract of the notes being sent u.o. to Public for consideration of the :

question raised above.
T.C.N.—30-3-17. i
P.orR.—381-3-17.
Draft may issue, i A
EAH—2-4-17.
H. F. W. GIr1man]—4-4-17.

Issue.

S A HL gy

1

[G-0. No. 349, Home (Miscellaneous), dated 4th April 1917.] e :

J. P. Bevrorn—26-8-17.
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HOME (MISCELLANKOUS) DEPARTMENT,

5 . e N, - oo S ; : By Ak

. 6.0, Mo, 349, 3th April 1017

: i d E 1visions = o : 3
Direoting that the Devakottai divigion of the Ramnad .afis‘fg;ot be oonstituted .an Indian

Oivil Service oharge andithat in lieusthereof the Kumbakonam division of 'th?}lhn;on}i!m :

-

be transferred tothe Provincial Civil Service. = 2 » e
=iy = = = e . s 1-' . ‘~ —— - = = i '
Reap—the following papers :— SHED ; o

I ®
. 6.0. No. 1657, Public, dated 23rd December 1912, e
AssTrRACT.—Agreeing with the suggestion of the Board of - Reyenue that no change need be
made in“the existing arrangements for the officering of, divisional charges in ‘the Ramnad

b’ dist Ot- 4 K . -
- b S - n . s - iy - Pk
Official Memorandum No. 380-0/16-1, Revenue, dated 29th March 1916, =
It has- been suggested to Government tHat, in the interests of genelal adminis< .

*  f{ration, the Devakottai division of the Rampnad district should be placed in charge of
an officer of the Indian‘Civil Service. In‘its Reference No. 16563-Gt./14-2, dated
" 18th November 1914, disposed of in G.O. No. 1657, Publio, dated 23rd D L
1914, the Board of Revenue discussed the suggestion to move the Indian Civil
Ramnad from that place to Devakottai. The Governme o
Consideringy that, under present conditions, Ramnad should contigue
* to be in charge of an officer of the Indian Civil Service but desire to be favoured with
the opinion of the Board whether it would be feasible and desirable to convert the
Sattur division into a deputy collector’s charge, thus relieving an Indian Civil Service:
officer for employment at Devakottai. The Board of Revenue is requested to report
on this point in consultation with the Collector of Ramnad. _ : ~ g
: . J. P. Beprorp, :
- y Acting Secretary to Government.
To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue). : $ R O

Reference from the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue,) No. 6{8@%‘}16‘23,._,
dated 18th July 1916, % :
The Hon’ble Mr. R. B. Creag, I.C.S.,

Commissioner of Land Revenue.

The Hon’ble Mr. N: 8. Bronig, 1.C.S.,
Commissioner of Salt, Abkari and Separate Revenue.

The Hon’ble Mr. Lt. E. Buokrey, 1.C.8.,
Commissioner of Revenue Settlement, Survey, Land Records and Agrioulture.
; The Hon’ble Mr. H. F. W..GiLLmax, 1.C.8,,

Commissioner of Land Revenue and Forests.
Regd—the following paper :— et g
Letter—from A. R. Lorrus-TorreNmax, Esq., m.a, I1.CS., Colleotor of Ramuad
at Madura. R

-

\

70 —the Scoretary/ J the Commissioners of Land Revenuo. e
; Dated—the 10th /e 1916. . ey
/29 No.—R. Dis: e

b Aev. g £
In reply to Board’s Réterence No. 673-Gt./16-1, dated 7th April 1916, T have
e honour to state that in my letter R. Dis. No. 277, Revenue, dated 30th Septem
1914, I have already strongly urged the desirability of appointing an officer of fhe
Indian Civil Service to Devakoitai. I venture to adhere to the opinions there

expressed, ) e Dt 0 () \ :
/ i \"v' 5/ ";' 1 7'7 . £ g ;l J;Jy

£ .
b i
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2. In commenting on my letter the Board opined that.the people of the De
-~ kottai division are not troublesome, Mr. Huggins, who knows that part of
country well, noted against this an expression of dissent, and added that the Chetti
“are quite capable of fomenting riots as I know from personal experience.”
3. I must respectfully endorse Mr. Huggins’ view. I may remind the Board
that there are turbulent Muhammadan elements in thedivision, as the Nambutalai
riots showed, and that the only class in the district that have hitherto been brought
under the Criminal Tribes Act—the Valayars—live in the Devakottai division, s
4. The fact that the division marclies with Pudukkottai State to some extent
facilitates the commission of certain sorts of crime, and in no part of the district, o Y
perhaps of the Presidency, could the eriminal find prey so plentiful, so attractive and
s0 easy as in the Chettynad. 3 : e
5.-I would venture to repeat ‘hat mere honesty is not sufficient, as the Board
considers, to enable an officer to administer with success a dﬁvision that is in some
respects unique ; in addition we need an independence and an immunity from the
very suspicion” of amenability to influence that a deputy colleetor, however
incorruptible, by no means invariably enjoys. ~ g
6. But while I am thus strongly in favour of the posting ol a Civilian to Deva-
kottai, which will be all the more necessary if Arantangi is to be added to the
/Xnvi.«ion (a- step that I am inclined to consider impracticable) I should see with
reluetance the Sivakasi division transferred to a Provincial officer. In Sivakasi the
Revenue work is of course heavier than in any other division in the district, and at
least balances the heavier income-tax work at Devakottai. e i
7. Sivakasi is one of the few divisions in the Presidency to which it hag been
considered necessary to post a Special Police Force, and though there has been little
serious friction between Shanars and other castes of recent yeéars, Government
evidently consider that there are still potentialities of trouble and I should hesitate
to dissent from that view. : .o e
8. So far as criminal work is concerned the Sivakasi and Devakottai divisions
are about equally heavy. The Sivakasi division contains the only two municipalities
in the district—Srivilliputtur and Virudupatti. They need firm and tactful handling
—especially the latter. . . : Rl e oo
9. The wealthy Nadar rivals the wealthier Chetty in his love of and capacity for
intrigue, and Sivakasi like Devakottai needs an officer whose impartiality cannot be
impugned. Nowhere in the district is faction more rampant than in the Srivilliput-
tur and Sattur taluks, where murders have sometimes been committed in order to
implicate members of a rival party, : R
10. On the whole, if it is impossible to give the district three Indian Civil
Service divisional officers, I consider that Sivakasi, though quite unsuited for a
deputy collector, is somewhat less so than Devakottai. s ‘
11. The Board has observed that the distriet * must expect to have one deputy
coilector as a divisional officer”. I would respectfully urge that the problem should
not be treated as a purely mathematical one, or as though the Provingial Service
were an infliction of whi gvery Collector should cheerfully take his share, but
the needs of the various divisions should be considered and, if possible, grovidb”@
Civil ¢

My view is that all three divisions as 4 matter of fact need Indian Cis ¢
divisional officers. That there is considerable difficulty: in finding, an  obvious]
suitable charge for a Provincial officer-in the district is sufficiently evident from the

present reference and the previous correspondence on the subjeot.

12." A bungalow for an Indian Civil Service divisional officer has lately been
completed at Sivakasi, : : B
: 13. Tenclose a statement giving statistics of correspondence and other work ir
the two divisions. At present all the guits under the Hstates ~ Act fron
Devakottai are transferred to the Special Deputy Collector but none from Sivakas

ks




=¥ %
Beference—No. 673- G't/16-2 dated ];8#]5 July 1916 4
: Submitted to Government with reference to thexr Memorandnm Nb
dated 29th March 1916. i13e
2. The Board considers that the Collector has glven good reasons.
the Civilian divisional officer in the Sattur (now Sivakasi) division. In
disturbances between Shanars and Maravars which have occurred in the past
the ever present possibility of a recurrence of them, it seems to the Board un:
to entrust the division to a deputy collector. IE it is not possible to find
Indian Civil Service divisional officer for the Ramnad distriet, -thnABoari
opu{on that the exxstmg arrangements may continue.
\'A »
To the Sa;v;étary to Government, Revenue Departmont with n statement.
. ENcLOSURE. 35 :
« COMPARATIVE statement showing the business cisposed of in Deva.kottsh nnd Swahq
' j;vmonal officcs during the last three years. %

2 1913. ; 1014,

Received. | Disposed of. | Received.

Devakotiai division.

Magisterial —
Criminal cases -
Criminal appeals
Miscellaneous cases . .
Correspondence papers

Total, Magisterial

Revenue suits—
Svmmary suits®
Regnlation suits
Execution of decrees >
Miscellaneous applicatioris. .

Total, Revenue suits

Correspondence papérs—
Cupy applications

Income-tax—
Objection petitions. . :
Revision petitions .. o

Total, Income-tax

Sivakasi division.
Magisterial—
Criminal cases . 5 . 29
Criminal appeals % 3 ez 103
Miscellaneous cages . H & 49
Correspondence papers .. : > 2,606

Total, Magisterial ..| 2, 2,757

Revenue suite— :
Summary suits sie 8 2 236
Regulation suits o 3 3
Execution of decrees o : 109
Miscellaneous applications 3 S

Total, Revenue snits 347

Correspondence papers—- S i i
Copy applications, ete. .. - .. : «11,165
Income-tax— -
Objection petitions .. .. .. 42 B 47
Revision petitions .. .. .. 16 16 2 |/

Total, Tncome-tax .. 58 L EH P

R

® Including the suits transferred to the Special Dﬂpﬂym :
Number of
1918-1)p—= : a8se8s6€8.

Sattur 156
Devakottai .. 41
191)-15— o

Batto¥® <o 70
Devak o

1915-16-=
Bivakasi ..
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Official Memorandum No. 780-C/16-3, Revenue, dated 22nd Augnst 1916,
With reference to the correspondence ending with Reference No, 673-Gt./16-2,
dated 18th July 1916, the Board of Revenue is requested to, report whether it would
recommend that an Indian Civil Service Officer should for the future be in charge of the

Devakottai division of the Ramnad district instead of the Chandragiri division of the

Chittoor district.

J. P. Beprorn,
. Acting Secretary to Government.
To the Board of Revenne (Laud Revenue). ¢ = D

- .
Reference from the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue) No. 673/16-4,
dated 3rd November 1916. : . :
The Hon’ble Mr. R. B. CLrag, L8
Commissioner of Land Revenue. :

The Hon’ble Mr. N. 8. Brobig, FOS..

Commissioner of Salt, Abkari and Separate Revenue.
The Hon’ble Mr. L1. E. Buckrey, 1.C.S,,
Commissioner of Revenue Settlement, Survey, Land Records and Agriculture.
The Hon’ble Mr. M. E. CoucHmAN, 1O

Commissioner of Land Revenue and Forests.

Bead—the following papers -—

j i
Memorandum—grom Government, Revénue Department.
Dated—the 22nd August 1916.

£=]

No.—780-C/16-3. .
(i)

Reference—from the Board of Revenne (Land Revenue).
Dated—the 4th September 1916,
No.—673-Gt./16-3.

f (iii)
Letter—from H. T, Brapwoon, Eeq., I.C.S., Collector of Chittoor.
To—the Secrotary to the Commissioners of Land Revenue.
Dated—the 5th October 1916.
No.—3571-D. 6.

In reply to Board’s Reference No. 673-Gt./16-3, dated the 4th September
19186, asking for my remarks on the proposal of Government to convert Chan iri
division into a Deputy Collector’s division, I have the honour to report as follows.

2. T do not know exaetly the circumstances under. which Chandragiri. was made .
an Indian Civil Service division at the re-arrangement of' the districts under Sir.

William Meyer’s scheme in 1911, Apparently, it succeeded the old Ranipet division, *
to which it corresponds except for its reduction by the exclusion of Walajah taluk,
_ Chandragiri division now comprises (1) Chandragiri taluk, (2) the Zamindari
divisions of Kalahasti, Puttur and Tiruttani. It seems to me to be in several ways
more important than the average Indian Civil Service division and there are in it
several features which seem to demand the superior powers of, work and control

which are expected of an Indian Civil Service officer. I mention such of these ag
oceur to me— i »

(1) In Chandragiri taluk, there are three important forest ranges containihb
valuable forests. The interests of the ryots in the neighbourhood of these forests can
be better watched by an officer of superior status, '

(2) There is one municipality Tirupati, which requires close contro] ovided
the existence of factions and the pow,e;fnl indi;-eot influence of tho Ma ;. wing to
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opinion that the need for a Divisional officer of the Indian Civil Service is greafer in

G i BB o s :
; : SO
{ (3) There are three registered criminal tribes in the division, viz., the Jogis,
the Vanganur Malas and the Gollakuppam Donga Dasaris. An Indian Civil Service
officer will be of more use in helping to supervise them especially when they are
located in settlements, as the two latter are likely to be when funds are available. :
: (4) The two ancient zamindaris of Kalahasti and Karvetnagar have. split up.
into numerous estates, some large and some small. There is constant friction between
the landhdolders and ryots in most of these estates. The numerous zamindars and
proprietors would also probably much prefer to have dealings with a sub-collector
than with a deputy collector. : Y e e
; (5) Faction disputes leading to violence are rather common in the division,
e.g., there have been three big cases under section 109 during the past two years. .

: 6) There is an immense amount of suits work in the division. Though a
Special Suits Deputy Collector has been working on and off for. the last eighteen
months, the sub-collector still has a lot of suits work to do. He has three suits
clerks in addition to the usual full staff of a sub-collector’s office. > '

(7) The mileage of roads and the extent of the division are both very large.
Only a very active and energetic man can get over t}y country as much as is desira-
ble as well as attending to the office work. Kven now, villages off the main roads
are very rarely visited by the Divisional officer.

t (8) The Taluk Board work is very heavy and the disposal of it is even under
the present regime hardly satisfactory. A non-official President capable of running:
it satisfactorily would be hard to find owing to the extensive touring required. :

3. The ordinary revenue work is a little lighter than that of Madanapalli and
is undoubtedly below the average of Indian Civil Service divisions. This is, of
course, due to the fact that there is only one Government taluk and that a light one.
The Magisterial work is slightly heavier than that of Madanapalli and 1is, I think,
heavier than that of most Indian Civil Service divisions. The numbers of original
and appeal cases were 144 and 73 and 114 and 70 in 1914 and 1915, respectively.
The average annual number of original cases for disposal by Joint Magistrates in the
four years 1911—1914 was 77. :

4. The above considerations might be discounted as being more or less theoretical,
but, in this case;, I have also had the advantage of seeing the division in charge of
Depaty Collectors for two periods of about seven and four months, since I have been
in the district. The officers in charge were experienced Deputy Collectors and had,
I believe, good reputations, but Both of them were utterly unequal to the charge of -
the division and left heavy arrears of work on their departure. On the other hand,
it must be admitted that one deputy collector who was in charge of the division fo
about eighteen months about 1912 seems to have got through the work very well.
But [ have heard that he was an exceptionally quick and capable man. In my
opinion, an average sub-collector can just manage the division tolerably and only an
exceptional deputy collector can cope with the work. : : :

5. Among minor considerations pointing in the same direction, I may mention—

(1) that there is a sub-collector’s official residence recently completed ; '
(2) that there is very good Shikar available in the division wbich would help
to reconcile many sub-collectors to the somewhat solitary life they have to lead but
would be of no interest to most deputy collectors. , : A

6. For the above reasons, I am strongly of opinion that the division should not be

handed over to a deputy collector. : : v b
Reference— No. 673/16—4, daled 3rd November 1918. s

The letter from the Collector of Chittaor read above will be submitted to Gov-

ernment with reference to their Memorandum No. 780-C/16-3, dated 22nd August

1916. - ;
9. On a consideration of the relative needs of the two divisions, the Board is of

the case of Chandragiri than in the case of Devakottai, and that a deputy collector
should suffice for the Devakottai division as hitherto. :

To the Secretary to Government, Revenne Deparuﬁont.
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Official Memorandum No. 780-C/16-4, Revenue, dated 1st December 1918:
~'With reference to the correspondence endmg with Reference No. 673/16-4, 'dated
“8rd I\]'ovember 19186, tho Board of Revenue is 1equested to favour the Government
with its opinion as to whether there is any Indian Civil Service division whiclr is less
in need of an Indian Civil Service officer than Devakottai and, if so, whether a ,
deputy collector can be posted to that division and an Indian Cunl Sernce oﬂaer o
transferred to Devakottal. =

- J. P. BuvvoRd; = % ¢

 Acting Secretary to Gavcw

To the B;)a‘gd of Bav;nue (Land Revenue). VI ° oo
Boference from the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue), No. 678-Gt /1&-5,
: dated 3rd February 1917.

The Hon’ble Sir Roeerr CLEGE, K.C.LE., 1.C 8.,
Commmxoner of Land Revenue

The Hon’ble Mr. L. E. Bueokiry, I1.C.S,,
CGommissioner of Revenne Settlement, Survey, Land Records and Agnonlhro

The Hon’ble Mr. C. G. TobnuntEr, 1.C.8.,

Commissioner of Balt, Abkari and Separate Revenue. -

The Hon’ble Mr. M. E. Covcuman, 1.C.S.,
Commissioner of Land Revenue and Forests.

The Board begs toreply to the Memorandum of Government No. 780-9/1
" Revenue, dated 1st December 1916. In the opinion of the majority of the Board, ﬂi&
following divisions, viz., Kumbakonam, Ongole, Narasapur and Tindivanam, in thdﬁ'“
order, are less in need of an officer of the Indian Civil Service, than Devakottai ; fhw"«’
consider that the Indian Civil Service Officer in charge of any one of these dlvxalonl ;
might be set free to take charge of the Devakottai division. The acting third and
fourth Members are of opinion that if jpossible each ‘district should have" a’&»least one
Indian Civil Service divisional officer and consider that Kumbakonam is the only division
which might with advantage surrender its Indian Oml Servme .oﬂieer in fa.vonr d
Devakottai.

To the Seoretary to Government, Revenue Department.

Order——No. 349, Home (Miscellaneous), da.ted 4th Apnl 1937, —
e The Governor i in Council directs that the Devakottai division of the M
district be constituted a charge of the Indian Civil Service, and that in liew thereof
the Kumbakonam division of the Tanjore district be transferred to the Provineia
Civil Service. iffect will be given to this change as soon as practicable.
(True Extract.)

>

To the Collector of Ramnaé

-
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Board of Bevenuo (La.nd Revenus).
Revenue l)epartment.

Home (Judictal)y Department,
Public Department.

Public Works« Department,

Local and, Municipal Department,

t&v to the Aooonntnnt—Gmd

”

, (Order only).




6. 0 552 .Pu.blw,, 8rd August (
12 - 17tk March 1910.
1518 TERY o My ik 80
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Devakotta1 is a very exceptlonal charg There 1s an
wealthy Nattukltttai Chettles Who buy up any officials the;
e i

—whether it would not 156 practleable (s 1hey ought
Indian Civil Service Sub- Colleetor (Eumpean) to he‘”eha ‘ge'o
this be possible, if not Doy, later ¢ on? . Ry

: This might be made the sub]ect of an oﬁieml memorandnm to
~to me. : A

; In submttlng proposals for the’ formatxon of the new Ra" nagi
Méyer recommended that Devakottai should form one of the divisior
 distriet and that it should be placed in harge of an Indian C '

main reason for placing an Indian Civil Service 6fficer in that d1v_:1,___ n W

theu own way in a manner not altogether consxstent withs
graphs 239 and 249 of Sir William Meyer’s report on:
districts and divisions, etc., in the Madzas PresxdencyP ;

Paragraphs 1 and 2 of G.0. 532, Pnbhc, ord
August 1909.

with the Board of Revenue that, in order to give relief to t

- new Deva’fgottal division should be oonstltuted af once.
Collector employed at that place was to be in char of the di

2 of G10..No, 552, Public, dated 3rd August - It was
place & Civilian Divisional Officer at that place as sueh a course 1

the Indian Civil Service cadre—yide remarks of the Honurable M.

page 13 of Notes to G.0. No. 552, Public, dated 3rd August 1909, Sub

1910, it was decided that the new Ramnz}d dlstxj]ci:. should be




in the railway communications affecting the component parts of the district—
2 and 3 of G.0. No. 212, Publie,
Page 10 of Notes to G.0. 1518, Revenue, 9th 77¢} March 1910. The Government
May 1910- : same time considered whether Devakott;
or Ramnad should be the Indian Civil Service division. It was decided that so long |
as the Collector’s headquarters were at

Paragraph 2 at page 11 of G.0. 1518, 9th Ma; : : i Syt
lgffo.l’ pag ‘ Y Madura the Indian Civil S‘exv_; officer
~_ shodld stay at Ramnad and not at Deva-
kottai. An additional reason for this decision was that there was no suitable house
accommodation for a givilian at Devakottai—paragraph 3 of Mr. Bryant’s letter at page
3 of G.0. No. 1518, dated 9th May 1910. e s A
In G.0. No. 756, Publie, dated 30th June 1914, Government decided to fix
Madura as the permanent headquarters of the Ramnad Districtand in that connection
the question of constituting the Devakottai division into an Indian Civil Service
: : charge by transferring the Indian Civil
Page 43 of Notes to G.0. 756, Public, 30th Goryige officer at Ramnad to that i

June 1914 o
ghn o was again considered. The Honourable

Member considered that the Chetti, country was very much cut off, owing to th
distance from the railway and that income-tax work was very important in that
division and for these reasons a resident officer thoroughly independent of local
influences was needed at the place, He was accordingly in favour of placing an
Indian Civil Service officer at Devakottai (page 7 of Noteszféo G.0. MJsbeNo.]]g?gf,
: Publie, dated rd December 1914),
Pa%z(i;{)golt;hto G.0. 1657, Publio, 23rd 3+ 16 directed that the matter should b)e !
! first referred to the Collector and the
Board for, opinion—vide Official Memorandum No. 1917-C/14-1, dated 1st August
1914, at page 1 of current file in G.0. Mjs. No. 1657, Publie, dated 23rd December
1914. The Board’s reply is contained at pages 2-7 of current file in G.0. M;
No. 1657, dated 23rd December 1914. : : Sk
The Collector * was strongly of opinion bt:xat bothh Bamna;laxllgd’l?eva(kjpt!;?ighQ\i_'ld
: - ; in charge o ian Civil Ser
‘Pa2g§:d4i)5e :efx:{)xgef;l{iile in G.0. 1657, Publie, officers and if, however, that was imp:
® Mr. Loftus-Tottenham presumably. = ble he was in favour of retaining th
A. G, Clanpew|—22-3-16.  Indian Civil Service officer at Ramnac
Submitted yes. His reasons for placing the Devakottai
8.R.—24-3-16. division in charge of an Indian Ci

Pages 4-5 of current file in G.0. 1657, 23rd  gq.viee officer were as follow :—
December 1914, : v R e R

(1) The Divisional Officer has to deal with the European lessees of Sivag:
-and an Indian Civil Service manager of the Court of Wards and when the lease o
zamindari terminates in 1918 he will probably deal with an estate Collector—a civ.
of some seniority. i | i
(2) The division is inhabited by wealthy Nattukkottai Chetties who asa cl
. are noted for their love of intrigue and its administration by a member of the In
-Civil Service whose emoluments, position and traditions place himabove suspieion
‘be more efficient and inspire greater public confidence. , ;
(3) Tt is generally supposed that a great deal of crime in the division
reported. The Chetti landholder is high handed and oppressive i
with his tenants. For these reasons a strong-man is required for the di
(4) Devakottai is a heavy division and dneome-tax work is par
The division will become heavier still when Arantangi is added to it.




The Boatd Lowever, was unable lo arrree avith the 0011eetor that t !

s [ ‘division should be in charge of
P316§7 ngsfda;)rﬁbzrolfgmmut fieiin 0.Q Civil Service officer. It was Jg :
Paroraph 5 a6 pogo 5 of cumont Sl 60 p bt

1657, 23rd Deocimber 1914, 2+ charge of an Indian Civil Ser

and that the idea of transfe
officer to Devakottai may be definitely abandoned———paragmph b of 'page 5 of
file in G.O. Mis,, No. 1657, Public, dated 23rd December 1914. The
reasons adduced by the Board against the Collector’s proposal are as follow :—

(1) The Board considered that the reason adduced by the Colleeto z
Rizaceonnl B.6h win _ Sivaganga has a Civilian manager &
B 1657, ng,d '})eﬁ’;’:,?,ef ‘{Eﬂ’""“t Hle G0 that after the lease of thezamind

Tipses in 1918 the Divisional Officer
probably have to deal with a Civilian Hstate Collector was not a sufficient reason
entrusting the charge of the division to an Indian Civil Service officer.

(2) The people in the division are not particularly troubl@ome. It 18 tru
that Devakottai is the headfuarters of the Nattukkaottai Chettles but this caste is
intriguing and litigious rather than lawless and any honest man can manage them.

(8) The Board did not believe that erime was hushed up in Devakottai a.ny
more than it is by th& Maravar headmen in the Ramnad division.

(4) The Board considered that Ramnad distriet must expect to have one
Deputy Colleetor as Divisional fficer—the other two divisions Ramnad and Sattur
are both Civilian divisions—and that the most suitable division in the district for
such an officer is Devakottai.

The Government—the Hon’ble Sir Harold Stuart dxssentmg—aocepted the
Pages 11-13 of Notes to G.0. 1657, 23:d Board’s recommendation and the qneshpn
PDecember 1914 ; was dropped. It is for orders whe_ther.

: the question should be reopened.
S.R.R.—15-

W —16—3-16.”‘- )

The question of moving the Indian Civil Service officer from
kottai has also been considered and abandoned—vide Mr. Davidson’s note, dated 24th
July 1914, as Revenue Secretary and the Honourable Member’s note\,_’da.ted 26th July
19147 at pages 6-8 of Notes to G.0. No. 1657, Public, dated 23rd December 1914.

S.R.—17-3-16.

The position is this :—

There are three divisions in the Ramnad Distriet, two of which, v1z., Ramnad
and Sattur; are already Indian Civil Service charges The third Devakottai is
the one division in charge of a Deputy Collector. The Collector and the Board are
very strongly of opinion that Ramnad should continue to be an Indian Civil Service
(lsléairge—vxde page 3 et seq. of current file in G.O. No. 1657, dated 23rd Decexnber i

4
The Honourable Member is decidedly of opinion that there can be no questlon of

: ; converting Sattur into a Depfity Collector’s

That is not at all the meaning of what I charge—page 7 of Notes to the above

Miple abinhe Pla"zreg"gd to: 94 3.16. | GovernmentOrder. Both the Henoural
: e ol Member and the Hon’ble Sir Har
Stuart would prefer to convert Devakottai into an Indian Civil Service charges
vide pages 7 and 11 of Notes to the above Government Order. Ifall the three
divisions are not to be Indian Civil Service charges, Ramnad can be converted into a
Deputy Collector’s charge only if and when the hea.dqﬁ'arters of the district are
moved to Ramnad. The Hon’ble Sir Harold Stuart was strongly in"favour of the
move but he was outvoted—please see pages 11 to 13 of Notes to 6.0. No. 155_
Revenue, dated 23rd December 1914.
T.8.R.—17-3-16.
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Note No. 349. vl s

. The whole question has been recently threshed out. The notes
kR the discussionsfwhicheT can
;[n G.0. 1637, Public, 23rd Deoombe_r 1914. : :as T do not know the district
. : A. H. A. Topp—1
The question has heen discussed more than onmce. As far as I can see,
conclusions arrived at”were : (1) that there were excellent reasons for havi)
Civil Service officer at"Devakottai, (2) that there were even stronger reasons
baving Indian Civil Service officers at Ramnad and Satfur, (3) that to put an Ind ian
Civil Service offider in charge of all three divisions would medn an undue wea
of the Indian Civil Service element elsewhere. : : ; N
J. P. Bgprorp—20-34
The point which bas not been threshed out is whe

. ther the Indian Civil
officer at Sattur might not be posted at Devakottai

instead. I can see

advanthges in thisjand I think the Collector might be consulted through the Bo

on this point. AR T A G
An Indian Civil Service officer is needed undoubtedly at Ramnad where the

zamindar would otherwise exercise complete influence if there were nothing but

an Indian Deputy Collector there. gy U £ e

Draft to me. el
: ‘J.P.B.——23-8-16. *
A draft official memorandum to the Board of Revenue is submitted for approval.
S.RT—24-3-16. : ek
TSR 94 376, Ty
: A H: A. Topp-—27-3:06 " &4
To the Honourable Member with draft. Would it 18 well to include the Inspector-
General of Police in the officers t6"0e” consulted (by the Board of Revenue or b;
Government direct/?X The Satt@r division was put in charge of an Indian Civil
Service officer.~when I was Collector of Tinnevelly in 1899-1900 in connection with
the enti-shiT riots and the generally turbulent character of the people of that
division, as'evinced thereby. There are still, I think, one or two ebmpan_igsf‘ ) A
Special Police in the division. : A% e
The Honourable Member will remermber the recent file aboiit mixed cotton, in
which apprelhiensions were expressed of riofing taking place about theSe tracts: %
J. P. Beprorn—17-3-16
It would certainly be necessary to consult the Inspecfor-General of Police
through Judicial before any change was made. Perhaps we had better hear the

Board of Revenue first. ; 3
; ; : - A. G. C[arpEw]—28-3-1
J.P.B.—-28-3-

Aok : JP.B—28-3-16.
[Official Memorandum to the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue), No. 780-C/16-1,
dated 29th Martih 1916.] —

~ Draft may issue.

Reference from the Board of Revenue (La’l; Revenue) No. 673-@/16-2, e
dated 18th July 1916. Y SR
Please see the Collector’s letter pipages-Sutimotmownnonistile. In reply to the
specific point raiséd in the Government memorandum whether it would be feasible and
desirable to convert the Sattur (now Sivakasi) division into a Deputy Collector’s
charge, thus relieying an Indian Civil Service officer for emplo¥ment at Devako ;
Tottenfam) states that he would see with reluctance
Satfur (Sivikasi) division transferred to a Provineial officer. He is also stronigly in
favour of the posting of a Civilian to Devakottai. He adds that, if it is lmpgsstble to
give the district three Indian Civil Service Divisional (Iﬂioqx;s, S,at(;ur (Szva:kasl,).;thongh
quite unsuited for a Deputy Collector is somewhat less 80 than Devakottai. The- g

% 2K %

o

&




Board states that the Collector has given good reasons for ’retalmng'thg‘
Divisional Ufficer in the Sattur (Sivakasi) division, that it is undesirable to ¢
to a Deputy Collector and that if it is not possible to find a third Indiin :
Divisional Officer for the Ramnad district, the existing arrangement undel' w*bgghf '
Devakotta1 1s in charge of a Provincial Civil Service" officer may con!

1914, “at page 6 of G.0. No. 1657, Publie, dated 23rd lDeeember 1914 the

of Revenue considered that the Ramnad distriet must expect to hp.ve one De; i
Collector as Divisional Officer. The Collector (Mr. Tottenham) states that the probls
should not be treated as,a mathematical one but that the needs of the vzmqus _d],;_ ‘
sions should be considered and, if possible, provided for and that his view lsth&t,
the three divisions need Indian Civil Service Divisional Officers. :

3. As it has been decided that the Ramnad division should be under a
Divisional Officer, so long as the head-
Vide paranra{ph 2 at page 11 of G.O. 1518, quarters of the Collector are at Madura,

di ey 1010, the only course left open would seem to
be to continue the existing arrangement or to entrust all the three divisions in the
district to officers of the Indian Civil Service. If it is decided to post an Indian Civil
Service officer to Deyakottai, either the sanctioned cadré of Indian Civil Servi
should be increased or there should be a reduction in the number of Indian CIVII{
Service officers elsewlhere.

S.R.G.—27-7-16. o

The remarks of the Public (x) Depariment may, it is submltted be 1nv1ted on :
this point. The file may be sent also to the Judicial Department mth reference to
the Honourable Member’s note, dated 28th March 1916 : it will be seen from para-
graphs 2 to 4 of Mr. Tottenlam’s letter that one of the arguments advanced in favour
of the posting of an Indian Civil Service officer for the Devakottai division i is that the
Chetties arg"quite capable of fomenting riots, that there are turbulent Muhammadan
elements in the division, that the only class in the district that have hitherto baen it
jbrought under the Cmmmal Tribes Act—the Valayars—live in this division and
finally that the situation of Pudfikottai State adjoining this division to some
facilit he commission of certain sorts of crime—please see the statistic

‘S.A.—28-7-16.
SREB —28-7 k6,
iVER: 98
For orders.

A. H. A. Topp—3-8-16
Perhaps in the circumstances it will not be considered necessary to pursue f
matter further. The Satfar (Sivakasi) division has seen what was perhaps the biggest
riot in South India during the last fifty years, and it can hardly be doubted that the
Inspector-General would endorse the Board’s view.

J.P.B:- 7—8—16

I agree as to Sattir division. It might, however, be possxble to find anoth
Indian Civil Service officer by transfer from another district.. I am inclined to agre
with Mr. Tottenham that the Indian Civil Serviee Divisional Officers should bea.llo fed
on the needs of the locality. Still one would prefer to leave at least one in each
district. The Board of Revenue.may be asked whether it would recommend
transfer of one of the two Divisional Officers now in North Areot ( v:z., from Tiruvan-
namalai) or in Chittoor (viz., from Ohandragm) to the Devakottal dmsxon :
Ramnaa.

Draft to me.
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(7) The mileage of roads and the extent of the division are both ve
and only a very active and energetic man can- get over the country as much
desirable as well as attending to the office work. £ I ¢
_ (8) Taluk Board work is very heavy, and a capable non-official president is
hard to find. s B0 A R
, (9) Two experienced Deputy Collectors who had been in charge of the division
formerly—J. Ramayya Pantulu and V. Ramakrishnayya Pantulu—=were utterly unequ
fo the charge and left heavy arrears on their departure. [One Deputy Collec
however, who was in charge of the division for 18 months—S. Raghavendra Rao—
proved]equal to the task, but he is spoken 6f as an exceptionally quick and capab
officer. Bie
(10) An official residence for the Sub-Collector has been recently completed a
Chandragiri. \ ‘ LA e
3. The Board of Revenue is of opinion that the need for an Indian Civil Service
officer is greater in the case of Chandragiri than of Devakottai and that the latter
may continue with a Deputy Collector. In paragraph 159 of his report on the
constitution of additional districts, divisions and taluks in the Presidency, Sir William™ |
Meyer proposed a Civilian 6fficer for Chandragiri on account *of the troublesome,
religious centre of Tirupati.” ' Plhgnit
4. Orders are solicited. An Indian Civil Service officer is suggested f
Devakottai in view of the fact that there is any number of Nattu]ﬂcotta.i Chetties in
the division who buy up any officials they can—rvide tlf Honourable Member’s note
extracted at page 1 supra. ! i
S.A.R.—18-11-16.

V. A. Ananrarama Avvar—I18-11-16.
May the Board's view he accepted ? ; i b
J. P. Brprorn—23-11-16
Must be accepted and the provision of a Sub-Collector for Devakottai drop
unless some other alternative can' be suggested by the Board. T don’t understa
why Reference,dated 22nd August 1916, was issued to the Board at all, seeing th
1 my note, dated 10th August 19164(T had said that it was preferable to leave one
Indian Civil Service-division in e istriet and that T referred to North Arcot on
the expressed understinding that there were two Indian Civil Service sub-divisi
A in that distriet. The list of divisions supplied in the Ready Reterence
seems to be wrong, and should be corrected afid brought up to date. e
Please ask the Board whether there is any Indian Civil Service division which
in its opinion requires an Indian Civil Service less than Devikottai and which it
would recommend must be placed under a. Deputy C?olleetor in order to provide a
Sub-Collector for Devakottai. e

Al G. C[arpEW]—25-11-16
Draft to me. ok el
J.P.B.—27-11-16.¢
A draft official memorandum is submitted for approval. [An extract q}"
Honourable Member’s note at A, above has been sent to the Pablie ']Jéparjtme_h‘tfiéi;
necessary action. ey
S.A.R.—27-11-16. : FLGE e
: V. A. AxasTaRAMA AYYAR—28-11-16.
Issue. ;
- J.P.B.—30-
[Official Memorandum to the Board of Revenue, (Land Revenue); No. 780
dated 1st December 1916.] . ___ ———

]

§

/ ‘ dated 3rd February 1917.

V Reference from the Board of Revenud (Land Revenue), No. 673-G't.‘ M :

)

_ The Honourable Member and ‘His Exdellency have been of opinion
DevaKottai division in the Rantad district should be in charge of an Indian ¢
Service officer. It was found that it was not possible to take away an India

Service officer for the purpose from either the Satfur division or the Ramn



‘The Honourable Member then directed a reference to the Board of R
whether there was any Indian Civil Service division which, in its opinio
Indian Civil Service officer less than Devakottai and which, it woul

might be placed under a Deputy Collector in order to provide a Sub-Colle

iy, : i ; , e - Devakottai (cHicial memorandum, dated 1st December 1916~ The majority of
e s e, . ; e e : ‘ Board now state in reply (pe " rrremb=fite) that, in' their opi
R o L L v ' marginally-noted divisions * are, in
order given, less in need of a
= Civil Service officer than De
and that the Indian Civil Service officer of any of these divisions might be
free to take charge of the Devakottai division. Messrs. Todhunter and Couch
1 Honourable Member also nofed to the same gtgz:i(:fifogl;?&ir‘i i?l?gn t].;(::r:f I;lof:;n lo,t
'eﬁect R0 Angust 1910 each district should*havgje at least one
Indian Civil Service Divisional Officer and that Kymbakonam is the only
which might with advantage surrender its Indian Civil Service officer in
Devakottai. ‘

* Kumbakonam, Ongole, Narasapur and
Tindivanam. - 3

: ALK e le d agree with the Board that the
konam division might be placed under a Deputy Collector and that the Indian Civi
Service officer might be transferred to the Devakottai division. The file may, it is
submitted, be sent to the Public Department where orders have to T RS SN

AS.R.—12-2-17. ‘ , il
' V. A. AxanTARAMA AvvaR—12-2-1
; A. R.Knarp—13-2-1

Pusric (II) DepARTMENT.
Submitted that this department may agree to the Kumbakonam divisi in
placed under a Deputy Collector as a compensation for the proposed conversion of
Devakottai division into a Civilian division. s
2. If the proposal is approved, final orders should apparently issue in Home
(Miscellaneous) who deal with constitution of distriets and divisions. The prece-

+ - :
£ G.0s. 608, Public, 21st May 1912, 1030, dents quoted by Reve

TS
Public, 21st August 1914. : s A el
Puolic Department

is now designated Home
A H.—18-2-17. .
Kumbakonam is no doubt free from the objections urged to other divi
that there would still be a Civilian officer-at Negapatam, but it is not a
which I should myself have chasen to make over to the Provineial Service f
and all. Tt is a centre of Hindu faction and intrigue, and Deputy Collectors will i
it difficult to steer clear of sueh intrigues and impossible to guard themselves agains
more or less plausible charges of partiality, intrigue, ete. e
J. P. Beprorn—19-2-17
admit the truth of Mr. Bedford’s remarks, but in view of its remote an
& X isolated position, and the great wealth of the Nattakkottai Chetti Community,
I think, on the whole, that the balance of advantage {8 in favour of putting an
~ Indian Civil Service officer in charge of the Devakottai division instead o
. Kumbakonam. Afterall, intrigue and faction are not confined to Kumbakonam
even to Tanjore, while the peculiar features of Devakottai, especially the danger
subservience to the Chetties, are to some extent unique. I would therefore 2
the Board’s proposal. The Deputy Collector in charge of q_D_evakottai who happe
to call on me yesterday, said that the division is the heavigst he has ever been in




A draft order is submitted for approval.
5 - . [It is submitted for orders whether, as pointed out in the
» " ‘.A' the order should not issue ‘in Home (Miscellaneous)].

Ho 681y Sl
- Home (u.0.) for favour of issue of orders.
> AP i

Previous notes of this department are on p#gé '
may, it i3 submitted, be perused and the file passed oh
for issue of orders. - ‘

ASR-—-8.3-17.

,  Homz (stonumx'_dtrs)'_ﬁkr ‘
A draft order is sabmitted for approyal.”. =5 Tl

T.C.N.—17-3-17.
P.pER.—20-3-17. et
A draft which follows the usual lines has been prepared. It will be iss
Home (Miscellaneous), following precedent, if Public. requires, and accepts it,
cireulation to the Honourable Member (Home). ; ARl
I vénture to suggest, however, this being a case in point, that the red istrib
of-work-list be revised to 1inelude “ reconstitution of divisions® amongst the s
dealt with by either the Revenue Department }(the present Public Department. -
subject whenever it arisesesrnever examined 1n this department, though formally it
one of the subjects dealt With in this department ;" in point of fact the present case h
-never been seen by this department until it was sent for a draft to be prepareg
submission is that ordinaril y it will be preferable for one of the departments th
with and pass orders on the case to issue the draft. :
It the suggestion is accepted, the draft may issue in Publie,
In that case cireulation to the Honourable Member (Home) will not be ir
[it is not intended, I see, that the case should be seen by the Honourable Member
(Judicial)]. ; L ;
E A.

: : . . Pusric (IT) Departa:
Submitted for ovders whether the draft order in this particular case may i
ome (Miscellaneous), as the item * reconstitution of divisions ” is now on
subjects under Home (Miscellaneous) flie Home Sercreta.ry’s,suggvestiox_;  tran; hi
item from Home (Miscellaneous) t6¥Public or Revenue being separately pu ‘up fc
orders. Vs,
A.H.—24-3-17. ERe
Would Home kindly deal with this case and then return the file for
of the general question ? Draft accepted in Public. B

oY

—_—

L)

7

N . Homr (Mrscerrangous) Dipa
. Submitted for orders whether the draft in the present case may issue
department, an extract of the notes being sent u.o. to Public for considerati
question raised above.* i g
T.C.N.—30-3-17.
P.oeR.—81-3-17.

Issue.

[G:0. No. 349, Home (Miscellaneous), dated 4th April T

et st—




rnEss U Yo
ORDINERY. ) % " URGEN

-&\»

s s ..Dxmxmm' / -

C&) / wa

Grisrent No.... .., GBS el Gt v o IO i ,, g

6.0 No... dated.............. Ry e e [
] Zé( 7 ‘{ : éf (a) If a -paper is marked

Correspondenee......l.‘ SRR iy urgent'.lyZi th}f uslgpenntentgent of

: ; ¢ (6 concerned sho o Press

ok M.S st Notez............... teeessereeitesdvasinenees | Superintendent shoul exerouea :

tion'in the matter. =

(6) Each letter, memorandm, '

of orders, in the file of correspondence
o Y 2 P O 1 headedmsnocess:onmththeRoﬁ;'

» % Tomn . 11, ITT, ete., the number ’

Numbeg) of copies required when struck supply requisi-|  ~ Complete or b]ue chalk above the lt‘m..

L : : for correspondence Notes. | papers to be printed in ; U
ludi 7 volumes and tions
edi:gt('”t‘zb;:d wbia’l?a:?r'::a{;ld in the Press). Pu%a?hgv the and orders. should be mdloa.ted b f-he N

2" 11, ete.) by which that item has been
For RErcorp.® | the correspondence file, All matter‘

. a;ﬁma.l remarks or references, to
adras Records docls } /‘Z'/ sho dbemtbenmmkandmatt,erw
5“), Revords cer [rermerneen e v B B o [ ot be printed should be encireled.

: : st signatures that are not uite le ble’
For filing with original l/\ eﬁ:ltten distintly: aq 8‘

Totaleis.: % (6") For rules regarding
a 93/ , % see rule 315 of the office Manual.
e (%) (¢) The number of copies and the
Special lsuis oo distribution should be filled in by the
——— |Netes,| tendent or Referencer concerned.
o Tanatn (d) In the absence of special instruc
the Press to keep matter standing
it : . period, ordinary papers of 8 pages and
1g1abire COPIES. ......ovevrriiiiis e will be kept standing for one Wesk, and |
s ’rIndl‘a Ofﬁoe...... e elineiss s sinienisinsisepisursfosbsie ] beiesee|besiseelsenlsaiises s slonsinns papers for two weeka only m tm 0,
Gorvt. ofIndeept sessss | and o all confidential papera 78 distr
Revenue Department.....................Lcccoecloiioes s loeeiennnn L. | fmmedialedy after striking.

: Public Works Department........ ....|lcc.c.foceeeifioriitoeriivioiiiilevonn| () This slip, properly and comple

55 filled in, should accompany every paps
Local and Municipal Department......[......lveeeleessioeee o, Press; it will be returned by the Pre

Educational Department................|...... seseseleninfieesiiiiiieiiasfoeees | proofs are furnished ; it should be seg
' - cessnressinnnnninnnns cneeeeneennnen Deptilic o oo Li oo | Press when a call is made for revised
| Dok when a corrected proof is sent for
Publio Dept............ When finally returned by Press
Judicial Dept ......... I be filed with the original order or letter.
POHtic&l.........‘.... Pt )

|

)

For Issuk.-l-

Com:;
G.

Letter only.
Slafa

Financial Dept........ Total . s foeees Jrrerecfsrmnclocii e

Marine Dept...........

INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE
Ecclesiastical Dept...

g g e Total - .7, (a) If, in the opinion of j;heﬁupa i1
& the Preas, a paper has

4 unnecessarily, he should send the

the Registrar with a remark to that
(#) Unless a note to the con
against the matter, pencil '
tretecte seevsineen. | pa pnnted The Sn ﬂnmdm
The...coeevneennccnend sepmngeresninlivnned g foodocliciniinniniie. {mey bring to the notxoe of the
'1he*w e e, | 20y instance of incomplete or careless
TThe ¢ eisbusenssesimmasnnelionsasfre seuliassnslevesessancanensvosnn| o A0} DIGINERES SRR

Becretary of State or to the

%ﬁe R e e R e
BTy sl seaieens 50 s dhelens vios sialsiv e nienbesinaslesesie slres veb seereclis eecsensnnceiacanes 'lhlu Bhp shouldbe Et I'“L ‘

U Uy e R e e R e L FRO e P e T 5 t'lix)e Secretariat whenpm'ooﬂ}_ :
TR0 04 avsss e dvassamisnsssoisnnsnsnssvannsosisws|sosnncfosssns |summonlsioansiosro bodasss s AL BOMSE T Hlto IS
: are returned corrected and s
T reseses M returned L0 tHo Sem-emmt,
AN R P R R BRI L i e copies are supplied.
The.,......................................... sesdssfaseinns |eenisnslioias sy esaaas et oty (e) Thc pames ofthe s e
he: S0 cresessstreaicinsnroceaianaracaos|iersafssssenlianseclieiiiiiinennrasesse, |Should be pnnwd in ful whe
(_The sebeemsasiensssreiuneueis frosanelesnronliasiclinncsnnsanen indors s | IO HISIG HATINSIONE G

e Lue se0. s ve . b . thy apmar on the leftd

Tatalis i being printed hwr

* Qopies distributed on we.v.ceveevirsieainies cveeneo o 3(Press Clerk).
1' Copies distribuetd on...............[..] o+ 4eeee-d(Press Despitoker).

@
=t
g.. The............ wppe sosir sssershesisecsnrsacesasc]sancecfiaanas Secrccestesrtecaseses
m

LA R L L R RAY Tar Y ey rera

The B e e T a e

flihe: - dR Y et T e SR e B S




TO PRESS, MADRAS OOTY.
B ' c

.

se send proof in duplicate.  The | Proof returned corrected. Pleasestrike | As the mater is clear ma.n_\?uxipt and
apers have been carelully edited. off and send number of copies #s indicated.| has been carefully edited, (6) proot need
e : not be sent. Please print and supply

B e b ralesaen number of copies as indicated.
) release >
) el at once. Type may be released after usual interval.

' - ;E Referencer. j
i S L ; Referencer. ‘ Referencer.

.. /w'.te‘ )

=4

ceeeree Supdt. |

Jouiovseerect (34 Svecsecercs
oot

BprciaL 1ssTRUCTIONS,

TO BE FILLED IN BY THE PRESS. . «

| Press official.

~

|
Diary. I Initiale of
|

fecerved in Pression:.. ;i oot Sa.
First proof furnished om.........c.coieeieiniiiisinanis

Call for revised proof received om..........c. cooveeierennnnes
Revised proof furnished on...

Corrected proof received for striking om......... ....c...cevnes

Final copies supplied on........cc.eoeerieeivanses

Account of copies. 3;; e: E.'IS‘.P:(clliﬁ;lion

t9%ses0ere.

Supplied to Secretariat for Recerd........ N s LS R s
Issue.. .. o00eeoaneen

i , for Extra E.T.
supply requisitins for sale to

” » 23]

coi;ies to
the public.

HlOP VoI MIBE .. s oo i s ot st e e

For supply to newspapers and institutions |...
admitted to the privileges of the E.T.

Total = ...




	0174
	0175
	0176
	0177
	0178
	0179
	0180
	0181
	0182
	0183
	0184
	0185
	0186
	0187
	0188
	0189
	0190
	0191
	0192
	0193
	0194
	0195
	0196
	0197
	0198
	0199
	0200

