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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTME

Reap—the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue), dated
21st September 1887, No. 677 :—

3y

H. 8. Tromas, Esq., P.L.S., F.2.8.

Read—the following letter from W. A. HAPPELIL, Esq., Collector of Goddvari, to
the Secretary to the Commissioners of Land Revenue, dated Cocanada,
12th August 1837, No. 68 :—

T have the honor to submit herewith the usual compensation statements I and IT
for the half-year ending with 30th June last.

2. The abstracts given below show the particulars of the statements:

Statement No. I.

c.
Extent of land remaining to be transferred at the end of the last
half-year ... y % 2
Land applied for in this half-year ... )5 8895

9 9095
Land transferred during the half-year .., . Bl

42 sq. yds.

Extent remaining to be transferred at the end of the half-
yLrilf sea

see

3. Of the extent remaining fo be transferred, bills and statements have been
sent during the half-year for about 52 acres and subse '
and for about 24 acres land applications were re
half-year. The incre
in the half-year under report.

4. The following is an abstract of statement No. IT :—

squently for about 25 acres,
- 1ved only in the last month of the
in the balance is due to the larger extent of land applied for

: CASES,
Pending at the end of the last half-year > 871

Claims for lands taken up during the half-year 509

Total ... 1,380

Claims disposed of during the half-year 614

Balance for disposal ... 766
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Particulars of the balance—

Information due from taluk and compensation state- UASES. ~ ACH. ¢, ™

ments subsequently received 274 215+ 877
Parties are not yet present to receive compensation, 307 0967
Held in deposit pending Civil Court’s decrees ... 6 1 53

Bills and statements have been sent and compensa-

tion not yet sanctioned i 149 55 43
9124 yds.

Compensation subsequently sanctioned ... 30 16 19
Total ... 766 388 19-7

912§ yds.

5. In almost all the cases in which compensation has been sanctioned but the
parties have not appeared, notices have been sent for publication in the District

Gazette, and the cases will be struck off immediately after the preseribed period has
elapsed.

Encrosures Nos, 1 axp 2.—Compensation statements.

Resolution—dated 21st September 1887, No. 577.

Submitted for the information of Government with the following remarks.

2. Statement No [.—There are several old cases of 1885 and 1886 in the taluks of
Rédmachandrapuram, Narsdpur, Amaldpuram, Rajuhmundry, Yernagudem and Tuni.
These should receive the early attention of the Collector. In eases2 to 6 in the taluk
of Cocanada, lands are stated to have been occupied by the Executive Engineer,
Eastern Division, before application.

In column 9 the total should be Aeres 2:20 and not 3-89 against Rdmachandra-
puram taluk, and Acres 1:55 and not 1-83 against Narsdpur. In the latter taluk the
extent transferred during the half-year and that remaining to be transferred are given
as 1 cent and 40 acres against items 11 and 12 ; but the correct figures appear to be 1
acre and 40 cents.

3. Statement No. II.—As in statement No. I, there are several old cases of 1883,
1884, 1885 and 1886 in almost all the taluks. These should be disposed of at an
early date. In the taluk of Rémachandrapuram there is one ease of 1877-78, No. 91.
The explanation given in the remark column, viz., © that the parties were asked to state
what compensation they required,” is not satisfactory. Full explanation should be

given for the delay.

The totals in columns 13 and 14 against the taluks of Rdmachandrapuram and
Amaldpuram are given as Nos. 93 and 140 and Acres 3689 and 3749, respectively.
The correct figures according to details are Nos. 76 and 148 and Acres 2561 and 37-76.
In case No. 20 against Bhimavaram the totals in columns & and 10 are given as 2'87

instead of 2-17 acres. Against Pedddpuram the total in column 13 is entered as 32
instead of 35.

4. In future, the Collector is requested to see that the totals are entered at foot of
each page and carried forward on to the next page.

(A true Copy and Extract.)
(Signed) M. HAMMICK,
Acting Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
with two compensation statements.
Copy to the Collector of Godévari.

i

14re Novemser 1887, No. 1070, Revenuk. 3

Orper—dated 14th November 1887, No. 1070, Revenue.

Statement No. I—In the following
cases, the entries in column 4 should
have been made in column 3, inasmuch
as the applications for land are stated to have been made prior to the commencement
of the half-year under report:—

Miscellaneous.

Amaldpurm taluk ... Cases Nos. 65 to 131, 147 and 148.
Bhimavaram taluk . ... Cases Nos. 11 to 14.

Rajahmundry taluk ... ... Case No. 3.

Pedddpuram taluk ... ... Case No. 5.

Yernagidem taluk Cases Nos. 4 and 11 to 18.

2. The explanation furnished as regards the delay in the transfer of land is in
several cases inadequate and unsatisfactory. For instance, the case appertaining to
the Tuni division is one of 1885, and the remark entered opposite to it in the column
“cause of delay” is that compensation statements are being prepared in the taluk.
1t is not stated why there has been such delay in doing this. Nos. 3 and 6, Nars4-
pur taluk, are also cases of 1885, and the delay in the disposal of them is alleged to be
due to the whereabouts of the inamdars not being known. The same explanation is
given in case No. 11 also. This, however, was no reason for allowing the cases to
remain so long undisposed of. Steps should have been taken to acquire the lands
under the Aet, if the whereabouts of the parties could not be ascertained.

3. In case No. 142, Amaldpuram taluk, the Executive Engineer, Central Division,
is stated to have occupied the land before the settlement of compensation, and in cases
Nos. 2 to 6, Cocanada taluk, the Executive Engineer, Easter{l Division, is reported to
have done the same even before application. The attention of the Public Works
Department will be drawn to this irregular procedure. The lands having been already
oceupied, there was no need to show these cases in statement No. I.

4. Statement No. I1.—In the cases specified below, the entries in columns 5 and
6 are inconsistent with those made in column 2. While the former show that the

lands were taken up during the half-year, the latter indicate that they were acquired
prior to it.

Rdmachandrapuram taluk ... «.. Case No. 91.

Rajahmundry taluk Cases Nos. 8 to 15.
Yernagidem taluk Cases Nos. 9 and 10.
Cocanada taluk Cases Nos. 15 to 18.

5. The delay in the settlement of compensation has not been satisfactorily
explained in several cases. In cases Nos. 2, 3 and 11 ; Rdmachandrapuram taluk, which
appertain to the years 1884 and 1885, the delay is attributed to the fact that the
inamdars have not yet been able to select lands in exchange. A similar remark is
made against several other cases. The Collector’s attention should be drawn to
paragraph 7 of G.0O., dated 27th September 1882, Na. 1032, which lays down the
procedure to be adopted in such cases. Cases Nos. 6 and 8 of the taluk just referred
to have been pending for two years, and the remark entered against them is that
informdtion is due from the taluk. The inadequacy of such an explanation is obvious.
In the case alluded to in paragraph 3 of the Board’s Proceedings read above, which
relates to the year 1887-88, the explanation furnished is simply absurd. (Case No. 13,
Peddépuram taluk, is one of 1883-84, and the delay in its settlement is asoribed to the
fact that it is under reference to the Zemindar of J aggammapet. It should have been
stated when the reference was made and why it is still pending.

6. It was pointed out in paragraph 4 of Board’s Proceedings, * dated 24th

: March 1887, No. 594, that column 2 of
*In G.0,, dated 9th May 1887, Mis. No. 453. statement No. IT should show the month
as well as the year in which the land was taken up. This instruction has not been
carried out in certain cases in the present return.

7. From the foregoing remarks as well as those made by the Board it is evident
that due care is not exercised in the preparation of compensation statements, Sowe
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responsible officer, such as the Collector’s Sheristadar, should be made to supervise the
work and held accountable for the accuracy of the returns. The Board will issue
wstructions accordingly.
8. In the last line but two of paragraph 2 of the Board’s Prwmmlings, thje w::mls
“extent transferred ” would appear to be a clerical error for “ extent applied for.”
(True Extract.)

g 4

Secretary to Government.

To the Commissioners of Land Revenue,
with two statements returned.
» the Public Works Department, with extracts of Nos. 142 S + No. T
(Amalépuram taluk), and 2 to 6 (Cocanada taluk) in statement No. la

Exd. W. H. French.

70 Copies.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE ‘DEPARTMENT.

REaD—the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue

(Land Revenue), dated
21st September 1887, No. 577 :—

H. 8. Tromas, Esa., F.L.S., F.Z.8.

Read—the following letter from W, A. HAPPELL, Esq., Collector of Goddvari, to
the Secretary to the Commissioners of Land Revenue, dated Cocanada,
12th August 1887, No. 68 .— '

Ty I have the honor to submit herewith the usual compensation statements T and IT
Enci, NS . . 5 P
Recd for the half-year ending with 30th June last.
y ¥ ﬁ/u’/ﬁ/ 2. The abstracts given below show the particulars of the statements -
L2 f/ : . x = ‘ Statement No. T. £4
; - : T 1887, No. 1070. Extent of land remainine to be transferred at the end of the last
G.0., 14th-Novembe ) half-year . DS e e 344 9
i‘( el i e e e e 1 Land applied for in this half-year ., 425 8895
‘ P —
i i Total ... 769 90-95 -
; /W{g“f Land transferred during the half-year ., oes 270 157
| ’,\«. 1” | 42 sq. yds
! Extent remaining to be transferred at the end of the half.
3 year ... 3 ¥ 499 7525
. 42 sq. yds
NOVEMBER. 3. Of the extent remaining to be transferred, bills and statements have been
. .

sent during the half-year for about 32 acres and subsequently for about 25 acres,
and for about 24 acres land applications were received only in the last month of the
half-year. The increase in the balance is due to the larger extent of land applied for
n the half-year under report.

4. The following is an abstract of statement No. IT :—

; CASES, ACs. (.
Pending at the end of the last half-year 871 341 93

_ 912§ yds.

Claims for lands taken up during the half-year 509 270 157

42 yds.

. i Total ... 1,380 611 g5

954% yds.

" Claims disposed of during the half-year ... 614 223 53
42 yds,

A—— O — —

Land Compensation Statements. Balance for disposal ,., 766 388 19-7

, 912§ yds,

»‘ﬁ w 4 ; S o 1e[‘s on t'he g ! 0f the G()dlﬂ&ll
/ / WA £ ,/%; 2 L7 4 Pﬂ. SlnH ord
\ 7/ M

district for the half-year ending 80th June 1887.

Aefih 162+ ©) | o i
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Particulars of the balance—

Information due from taluk and compensation state- CASES.  ACS. .
ments subsequently received 274 215. 377
Parties are not yet present to receive compensation. 307 99 67
Held in deposit pending Civil Court’s decrees ... 6 15 553

Bills and statements have heen sent and compensa-

tion not yet sanctioned .. 149 55 43
912§ yds.
Compensation subsequently sanctioned ... 30 16 19
Totali=.. 766 388 197

912§ yds.

5. In almost all the cases in which compensation has b.een.sanc_tioned bqt t}le
parties have not appeared, notices have been sent for publication in the ]_)1strlct
. Gazette, and the cases will be struck off immediately after the prescribed period has

elapsed.

—_—

Excrosures Nos. 1 axp 2.—Compensation statements.

LResolution—dated 21st September 1887, No. 577.

Submitted for the information of Government with the following remarks.

2. Statement No I.—There are sevéral old cases of 1885 and 1886 in the taluks of
Bﬁmachapdemm, Narsdpur, Amaldpuram, Rajuhmundry, Yermtglldefn_ and Tuni.
These should receive the early attention of the Collector. In cases?2 to 6 in the taluk

of Cocanada, lauds are stated to have been occupied by the Executive Engineer,

Eastern Division, before application. \ ;

In column 9 the total should be Acres 2:20 and not 3-89 against Rdmachandra-
puram taluk, and Aeres 1'55 and not 1-83 against Narsipur. In the 1zttter taluk' the
extent transferred during the half-year and that remaining to be transferred are given
as 1 cent and 40 acres against items 11 and 12 ; but the correct figures appedr to be 1

acre and 40 cents.

3. Statement No. II.—As in statement No. I, there are several old cases of 1883,
1884, 1885 and 1886 in almost all the taluks. These should be disposed of at an
early date. In the taluk of Rédmachandrapuram there is one case of 1877-78, No. 91.
The explanation given in the remark column, viz., “ that the parties were asked to state
what compensation they required,” is not satisfactory. Full explanation should be
. given for the delay.

The totals in columns 13 and 14 against the taluks of Rzimachandrapuran} and
Amaldpuram are given as Nos. 93 anq 140 and Acres 3689 and 37-49, respectively.
The correct figures according to details are Nos. 76 and 148 and Acres 2561 and 37-76.
In case No. 20 against Bhimavaram the totals in columns $ and 10 are given as 2-87

instead of 2-17 acres. Against Pedddpuram the total in column 13 is entered as 32
instead of 35.

4. In future, the Collector is requested to see that the totals are entered at foot of
each page and carried forward on to the next page.

(A true Copy and Extract.)

(Signed) M. HAMMICK,
Acting Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Dﬁbartment
with two , !

‘ ©0m tion statements.
Copy to the Collector of Godévari, pensation
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Orper—dated 14th November 1887, No. 1070, Revenue.

Statement No. I—In the following
cases, the entries in column 4 should
have been made in column 3, inasmuch
as the applications for land are stated to have been made prior to the commencement
of the half-year under report :—

Miscellaneous.

Amaldpurm talulk
Bhimavaram taluk
Rajahmundry taluk
Pedddpuram talulk
Yernagddem taluk

«.. Cases Nos. 65 to 131, 147 and 148.
“ .. Cases Nos. 11 to 14,

Case No. 3.

Case No. 5.

Cases Nos. 4 and 11 to 13.

2. The explanation furnished as regards the delay in the transfer of land is in
several cases inadequate and unsatisfactory. For instance, the case appertaining to
the Tuni division is one of 1885, and the remark entered opposite to it in the column
‘“cause of delay” is that compensation statements are being prepared in the taluk.
1t is not stated why there has been such delay in doing this. Nos. 3 and 6, Narsd-
pur taluk, are also cases of 1885, and the delay in the disposal of them is alleged to be
due to the whereabouts of the inamdars not being known. The same explanation is
given in case No. 11 also. This, however, was no reason for allowing the cases to
remain so long undisposed of. Steps should have been taken to acquire the lands
under the Act, if the whereabouts of the parties could not be ascertained.

3. In case No. 142, Amaldpuram taluk, the Executive Engincer, Central Division,
is stated to have occupied the land before the settlement of compensation, and in cases
Nos. 2 to 6, Cocanada taluk, the Hxecutive Engineer, Eastern Division, 1s reported to
have done the same even before application. The attention of the Public Works
Department will be drawn to this irregular procedure. The lands having been already

- oceupied, there was no need to show these cases in statement No. I.

4. Statement No. I1.—In the cases specified below, the entries in columns 5 and
6 are inconsistent with those made in'ecolumn 2. While the former show that the

lands were taken up during the half-year, the latter indicate that they were acquired
prior to if, '

Rdmachandrapuram taluk
Rajahmundry taluk
Yernagiadem taluk
Cocanara taluk

5. The delay in the settlement of compensation has mot been satisfactorily
explained in several cases. In cases Nos. 2, 3 and 11, Rdmachandrapuram taluk, which
appertain to the years 1884 and 1885, the delay is attributed to the fact that the
iuamdars have not yet been able to select lands in exchange. A similar remark is
made against several other cases. The Collector’s attention should be drawn to
paragraph 7 of G.0., dated 27th September 1882, No. 1032, which lays down the
procedure to be adopted in such cases. Cases Nos. 6 and 8 of the taluk just referred
to have been pending for two years, and the remark entered against them is that
information is due from the taluk, The inadequacy of such an explanation is obvious.
In the case alluded to in paragraph 3 of the Board’s Proceedings read above, which
relates to the year 1887-88, the explanation furnished is simply absurd. Case No. 13,
Peddapuram taluk, is one of 1883-84, and the delay in its settlement is ascribed to the
fact that it is under reference to the Zemindar of J aggammapet. It should have been
stated when the reference was made and why it is still pending.

* 6. It was pointed out in paragraph 4 of Board’s Proceedings, * dated 24th

. March 1887, No. 594, that column 2 of
*In G.0., dated 9th May 1887, Mis. No, 453. statement No. IT should show the month
as well as the year in which the land was taken up. This instruction has not been
carried out in certain cases in the present return.

7. From the foregoing remarks as well as those made by the Board it is evident
that due care is not exercised in the preparation of compensation statements. Some

Case No. 91.

Cases Nos. 8 to 15.
. Cases Nos. 9 and 10.
... Cases Nos. 15 to 18,

.
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responsible officer, such as the Collector’s Sheristadar, should be made to supervise the
work and held accountable for the accuracy of the returns. The Board will issue
instructions accordingly.

" 8. In the last line but two of paragraph 2 of the Board’s Proceedings, the words
“extent transferred” would appear to be a clerical error for “extent applied for.”

(True Extract.)

(Signed) J. F. PRICE,
Secretary to Government.

To the Commissioners of Land Revenue,
with two statements returned.
;» the Public Works Department, with extracts of Nos. 142 :
(Amalépuram taluk), and 2 to 6 (Cocanada taluk) in statement No. L.

Exd. W, H. French.
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REVENUE.

Tssued

@.0., 14th November 1887, No. 1070.

NOVEMBER.

Land Compensation Statements.

Passing orders on the — of the Godévari
district for the half-year ending 30th June 1887.




	Image00010
	Image00011
	Image00012
	Image00013
	Image00014
	Image00015
	Image00016

