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18th January .1868 o ) L

v No. 284, Rcad the fo]lgwmo' Proceedmrrs of the Board of Revenue, dated 28th

"yct S S : e

. 28 s00n. as accommodatlon can be provided for him.

Decembor 1867, No.8260 R . E

Read the followmg letter from tho" Collcctor of Malabar, to the Secre{nry to the
" Board of Revcnue, dated Cahcut 13th November 1867, No. 258 41— a

1. Advertmg to Government Order, dated 25th October 1867-\’0._2 508,
received with the- Board’s Proceedings, -dated 30th-October 1867,-1 have tho
hotior to observe that ¥ received yesterday a letter from the Superintending Engi-
neer, in which he states that the Department of Public Works will not be able to
undertake for some time the construction of the Talook Cutcherry at Cannanore.
~He suggests the temporary occupation of abuilding now used as the Artillery
Hoqplta] but about to be vacated by the Artxllery, whose permanent Hospital
~approaches completlon. o B

e Regardmrr the bulldm I’havc; Writtén to thei Sﬁb-Coliéctor, and wﬂl_feport
1nduecourse.‘i_r : o S . e

2. Meantime, as there seems no 1mmed1ate poss&b111ty of a new Cutcherry
bemrr built ‘at Cannanore, I should be glad if a new Cutcherry on an 1mproved
plan were sanctioned at Telhcherry, in the K I"ote) om talook. . o

-3 'l‘he Koteyom TalooL Cutcherry is now at Katirur, a plare four- nnles out
_of the town. The building is not a commodious one, and the Subsidiary Jail, .
accommodatlon is bad. . The situation of the Cutcherry is much complained of, and
" the dxstance of the T reasury ‘from the town is a source of very considerable i mcon~ -
“venience to the official, mercantile, and general community. I propose, therefore
moving the Tahsildar’s Cutcherry to Tellicherry. I think that then a separate’
~ Town bub Maﬂlatrate niay not bo requlred here but on tlns point Tam’ not certam

4 The bmldm'f occupled by the Sub- Mamstrate at Chavacherry is very
1ncommod10us, and the placo is unhealthy " The late and present Joint Magistrates
strongly urge the removal of tho Sub-Magistrate’s station to Kutaperamba, now
- the station of a District Munsiff, There is a flourishing Rate-school at this place.
"It ison the hmh road from Tellicherry to Manantoddy, and close to the junction -
~ therewith’ of the high roads from Cannanoré and from Coorg. Itis central.and-
healthy, and I would urge the removal of the Chavacherry Sub—\Iamstxate thereto

: 5. 1 may take this opportunity of observing that, when I came to Malabar in -
1862 I found that the Kusbas of Cherﬂhal Koteyom, and Calicut, 10<pcct1vely had

“been fixed at distances varying from two to upvmrds of four miles from the recpectwe

towns of Cannanore, Telhcherry and Calicut. . The old Cutcherr) buildings of the
former smaller talooks existed at these places.” It was considered desnable not to.
‘burden the Tahsildars with Town- Sub-qustrate s'duties, and it was known that

:the country Nairs had a dislike to comlnfr into -the towns. It was thou"ht the

poutlons were central £0 the Talook I\usbas were fixed some distance from tho

" towns. ; co- . ’ R

6. Mr. Gll‘atln, when Sub Collector, rtdvocatcd placmﬂ the Cherakal and

Kotevom I‘ahsﬂ\lars Cutchernes in Cannanorc and Telhcherry, reapectw‘.ly No
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change was . contemplated in the bmldmcrs at that tune, and I was unmlhnv to ‘
disturb the arrangements so lately made by my predecessor without further trial,

7. But now that considerable additions to the buildings are contemplated at

-any rate in connection with the Subsxdlary Jail arrangements; and as experience

" shewsme that the arrangements are des1rablo in themselves, I have no hesitation’
in advocating the removal of tho Tahsﬂdars’ Cutchernes to Cannanore and 'I‘elh-]:

cherry, as soon as‘suitablo accommodatmn can be provided.” For new building will
be necessary at any rate; thie Tahsildars nced not be burdencd with Town Magis- -

- terial duties to any greater extent than they can efﬁcxently dlscharge them ; and

. the' prejudice of the country people to approach towns is certamly wearing otf and
at any rate should be rather checked than yielded to. Co
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‘8. My reasons for desmno to move the. Chavacherry SuboMagrstrate are-

* given above. As long as the Talook Sub-Magistrate was at Katirur, it did not seem -

- desirable to bring in the: : Chavacherry Sub-Magistrate to a station little more than -
four miles from that place ‘but if the Talook Sub-Magistrate is moved to Tellic

: cherry, Kutaperamba is ccrtamly the place for the second Sub-Mao'lstrate in Kote— .
yom talook o : ' :

L en

Bt

o

’r

( 9 I beo' therefore, that sanctron',c

may be obtained in addition to that-

‘ : aceorded* for ‘the Cherakal Tahsildar’s Ee

Cutcherry in Canna.nore for a Tahsxldars Cutcherry” for: Koteyom talook m§
Tellicherry ; and a. Sub- Maﬁlstrate s Court ‘at Kutaperamba. in the same talook; §
. and that if a pIan can be approved in time, the money allotted for the Cutcherry
~at Cannanore” may be transferred to the one proposed at Telhcherry Where a fine

51te1savarlable L _' ‘ Ll - : R : 3
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10. * The BanL at Calicut obvmtes any mconvemence from the Talook Trea- N
: sury not being in the town, : : .

11, Calicut town itself is 50 extensxve that a separate Town Sub-Mamstrate

. ,1smdlspensable - A , . S
) 12. There is-no second Sub-Mamstrate in the talook and consequently I do;_é

" { not see any present necess1ty for moving the Calicut Tahsﬂdar ] Cuteherry from !

Chevayur four m1les out of Lahcut where 1t now is.
i , A

"
A

-

¢ L The Board concur in the Collectors proposals, and resolve to recommend '
: them for the favorable consideration of Government nnd to request that earlyt‘
“-orders ~may be passed on the subJect e : : }

; 8. The Board would have preferred to see the bmldmo' at Cannanore com- -
i “menced i in the first mstance, and the standard plan for Talook Cutchorries has now
< -been approved but they fear that a re-conmderatxon of the questlon might lead to
delay U R
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Onm:n 'rnmu«:on, 18th January 1868 No.-144.
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T Misellneons, | " The. Government do not oh_]eet to -
RPN P the proposed change of site for the Talook R
Cutchernes in question. -
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department.
18¢A January 18683.

2 Whether the provision for the Head Assistant’s Cutcherry at Palghat will
suffice for building a Talook Cutcherry at Tellicherry on the recently approved

standard plan, and whether the work can be now taken in hand in lieu of that

formerly proposed at Cannanore, will be considered in the Pubhc Works Depa.rtment

(True Extract.) -
(ngned) W. HUDLESTON, .

Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue. ,
»» the Public Works Department.

Exd. S. T. Augustin,

G < A fotn o e

| o A o it A . YN s P ey P ~ o e

PRy .
v )




-t A




L AR LT, DR AR . Cosl ' L L . (R ¢ s b Mt
- . RS . + . " v T Lot Y e . e S Peo b o N LA wl N ,r;ﬁ;m
) ~ . ’ C— - . . L - [ Tn e o ST A ' BB e
: T - =
s X
. . )
. .

M
et o et B 4

-

272
4?&-4«5'.(

.
13
v

2

-

AL IASARS
v
o}
/2

4

Y -’
7
-
<

e s as e mm o

OB /4 ¢

g

e e T A

/

%
2
78
o g
4
Z‘% %Z’?W

¢

o
VAL
l<ccer?
Et
ﬂaﬁ/.{
~.4

o
&

2
4

P2

/45
28—

%
M/J)o#—v.o’(’ f/ g

n/

AN
Z.z

e

Feo
N

. -




	Copy_of_Copy_of_G.O.NO.010630
	Copy_of_G.O.NO.010631
	Copy_of_G.O.NO.010632
	Copy_of_G.O.NO.010633
	Copy_of_G.O.NO.010634

