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i nenls against the decrees of the Distriot Conrt of Kistna, in appeal suits Nos. 250
g 8 953 of 1894, reversing the decrees of the Court of the District Munsif of
GG tn 0.8, Nos¥ad0, 109, 112, 126 and 127 of 1893, respoctively.

These second nppoa pexaing on for hearing, the Court delivered the following :—

Judgment in 8 A. Nos. 973 of 1895.

We think there was no “supply ” by Government “or user” by the ryot within the
meaniu; of Act VII of 1865. As pointed out by Shephard J. in Indian Law Reports, 19,
b | : Madras 24, the mere fact that the plaintiff derives afben:eiﬁt fr(}):; the water ttliloist?lot {ae_n%ieé 11111:‘1

AD—the f i iable i jon i .. The fact in this case show that the plain ‘
Reap—the following letter from E. B. POWELL, Esq., Government Pleader, Madras, | liable if he had no option in the matter. The facts found in P

' {ssi i d the finding of the District Court that they may®have derived some benefit from
- fo She Secretary to the Commissioners of Land Revenue, dated 25th January ?lfeowmelt;(;?' ?snnoz :ufﬁltzi;flg t(()) justify the judgment in favour of the defendant.
1897, No. 100 :—

We allow the appeal, reverse the decree of the District Court and restore that of the District

~ PROCEEDINGS OF THE BOARD OF REVENUE
~ (Laxp REVENUR.)

. With reference to the question asked in paragraph 4 of the Board’s Proceedings, Munsif with costs in this and the Lower Appellate Coutt. Second Appeals Nos 974 to 977 of
Mis. No. 237, of the 20th instant, I have the honour to report that I did suggest a 1895 follow.
reference to a Full Bench in view of the important and far reaching results of the (By the Court.)
construction put upon the words used in section 1 of Act VII of 1865. The learned : R
Judges altogether refused to refer the matter to a Full Bench and suggested that the (Bigned) D .- Tﬁ G;%rLESEIEha“ Sid
shortest way of remedying any evils arising from the present language used in the Act 7 s =« e, gl 234 gl
would be by amending:it. Moreover, a majority of the Judges have taken the same e maen e

view and it would be quite useless to ask the Judges to re-consider a question on
which they have expressed such a decided opinion.

: i d 20th January 1897.
2. The plea of limitation was not urged at the hearing, because I was satisfied Resolution—Mis. No. 237, date ry

it was hopeless to argue it. - It is found as a fact by both Courts that the payment Cbmmunicated to the Collector of Kistna in continuation of Board’s Proceedings
v;as;xade 1lmdiar prote{st and Article 16 of Schedule II of the Limitation Act would Mis. No. 5229, dated 91st November 1896. i o
therefore clearly apply. In second appeals the Court would not allow such a findin : Ehriguts 11-8-10 to the Government Pleader is sanetioned.
to be questioned. M g 9. The payment of a foo of Rs

j ill i i ion of Government
§ £ the judgment will be submxtfced for the information of
with ngggg tg the c]orrg?f)ondence ending with Government Order, Mis. No. 1446,

b L giE ! ; _ 9 1806. It will be seen that the High Court consisting of
Reap—also the followmg G.O.: Mis. No. 1093, Revenue, dated 24th February 1897 :— , geveﬁlue;b?:g}i 3?1};{‘05%111)!‘& mania Aiyar, ¢.LE., and the Hon’ble Mr. Justice Boddam
g Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue), Mis, o S '

Read—the followin o o Shophard’s dictum in LL.R., 19, Madras 24, and definitely

i *  No. 237, dated 20th January 1897 :— lrll::zl f:lllzwiidcagz; ?ﬁg‘(;easr;gt ﬁ;s no option in the matter of excl}lding‘Govei'm’x,l%]t
Ra d—the following letter from E. B. POWELL, Esq., Government Pleader, water from his lands and grows a crop, d}:y o ;:E:;’ ﬂ;?g‘:;’ %}r]ffeofml §§5 :;ﬁ) l;hyat thz

. ' Madras, to the Secretary to the Commissioners of Land Revenue, dated 9th Government or ¢ user ” by him Akiepa e s th & ter involuntarily flowing on to,

.+ . January 1897, No. 30 :— mere fact that the ryot dﬁ{'ﬂis. !;) lberoefz:atf::’?“ i ] y 8

: . ¢ 1ablie r .

In continuation of my letter, No. 993, dated the 16th November last, I have the his lands does not rende: Pin;der is requested to report whether any steps were taken
honeur to forward herewith copies of the decree and judgment in Second Appeals 4. The Governmen ¢ t};ae second appeals in question to have them referred to a
N os: 973 to 977 of 1895 on the file of the High Court, and to request that you will | at the time of hearing r‘;mhave suggested in his letter, No. 939, dated 25th Septembor
be 50 good as to obtain the Board’s sanction for the payment of Rs. 11-8-10 (eleven i f;&ﬁiﬁ&?&g ;,pp(g?)v ernment in original with Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No. 4950,

rnpaq’p eight annas and ten pies) being my fee for opposing the same. Aot 8nd Octaliée 180%), 1 whether there is any reasonable prospect of getting the

: i i therwise. He is also requested to state whether the
i mOdlﬂteignozng?a?:Ltoi;n%Q of Act II of 1864 referred to in his letter, No. 912,

: lea of limita :
ExcrLosure. gated 20th September 1895, was urged at the hearing. .
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS. =R
Thursday the 12th day of November 1896, s p
P ; (8igned) R. C. C. CARR.
b Secretary.
The Honourable Mr. Justice SuBRAMANIA AIYAR, C.LE. b
and g : :
The Honourable Mr. Justice Boonam, g ) T ;
Second Appeals Nos. 973 to 977 of 1895, : L To the Oollect?r; ::1 mﬁ - B.;g‘b i P
Modali Ritharama Sastri .vs Appellant in 8. A, No. 973 (Plaintrfl.) ‘ b ., Scoretary to Government, Revenne Department, with eopy ;
Kuruganti Venkateswarula: ' ... % iyt BBl (Vo iyl vy R ; of the High Court’s judgment and the :it Court’s :
Dhara Subbaramayya 5 Mgt BN, ) ; & Jh i t ;nprlgxnalt?beretumh (paragraph 2).
Kuruganti Suriyanarayana e g o lomiag 5 876 é - ; , ., Oollector of Gédévari, with copy of High Court’s ]ngmep
Dhara Buriyanarayana iy g IR 4 ; A cocnuntanit,Goneral tu wudsaiio) ol v i

The Becretary of State for Indis m ‘é;mncil”by the Collector of the Government Pleader, with the judgment and decree to be returned.

Kistos district 7 wes ~=er  Respondent in all cases (Defendant.)
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Order —Mis. No. 1093, Revenue, dated 24th February 1897,

* Recorded with the remark that the Government Pleader’ be
submitted for the information of Government. R ety ot

. (True Extraet.)

(Signed) - LIONEL DAVIDSON,
Under Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue), with original enclosures returned,
»

Reap—the following letter from J. N. ATKINSON, Esq., Col (i

ik 8q., Collector of Kistna, to the
‘ Secretary to the Commissio Finpnleg L B
Fobraary 1897, No. 485 : :ers of Land Revenue, dated Masulipatam, 2ith

Referring to the judgment of the High Court in Second Appeals Nos. 973 to 977
3;16‘819256 &op}asfm w]:u;asg;va; communicated with Board’.s Procggflingg, Mip- No. 247,
Wl o lry 97, 1 have the honour to enquire whether in view of that
| t:elgl:n lfn st ﬁa ter the practice that has hitherto obtained in this district in regard
Pt 1 oRled ordinarily called “ involuntary flow.” The Board is aware,
A;;_: * 1;9 éa a’&d t per(siwl';mem and the accompanying copy of a letter, dated .18th
ha‘:ig‘:ken up,ih thr:’:i at"’tei. me to the Sub-Collector will show the attitude which I

2. The recent ruling of the High ituati '
e High Court has changed the situation completely
‘ ﬂﬂdﬁ’;ﬁz i,_,hilfie very far reaching effects. When a ﬁild is watered, without any
;i’? / whézﬁz ﬁangn by the ryot for irrigation, ifgis no longer a question for considera-
: n’lanted h: he oped that his crop would be Denefited by the water; nor whether
e pia el e% ﬁ:;op m§h the intention of its being benefited ; nor whether the crop
o it his ﬁhaPPﬂwnﬂy it 8 even immaterial that he mcquiesced in the flow
of wate to his fll, and that ho aidod and regalated it by constrution of U
i, boiéi § tha.: if th or ingress and egress of water. The High Court has now laid down
6 Boant Tsaya ryot has no option in the matter, he is not liable to pay oy
can see 10 isaware that not for one wet field in a hundred is there any option, and I
can see no reason why nine-tenths or even minety-nine hundredths of the ryotsin
e should not at once relinquish irrigation, and hereafter, while contnuVe
o cultivate wet erops, claim exemption from water-rate on the ground that they e
no option but to let the water flow over their fields.
8. Had the matter been taken in time, I doubt if it would ever have pro-
oo far._ Churgo for irrgafion by involuntary flow has boon, practen ¥ (i
d to a few villages in Tenali, and one or two in Bandur fa uk. In each

Mnds srs: situsiod fn Iyodying teacts locally. called ¢ badavas?  which,

| - of r;A‘ngns.t,lb?&in,tn ﬁ1¥ with mixed anicut and rain water, gradu-

, paddy, becauso they cannot, get water st the CORTEIT
igation season. It is not that they refer to cultivate il P‘dhnyd
ary, many of them have assured me tI];at they want to have their lanc

if given a proper suppl of irrigation
B e 8 PO A . On more than one occak

orks Department office!
into these vas. B

e Public W

they would grow.

|

|
#
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Boarp OF REVENUE (L
e (i cenor T

f 3% ol el 0 do not satisfy those who have hitherto been charged for
involtu.ntary flow or if any tendency become apparent on the part of owners o iy
wet land to turn this new High Court ruling to aecount, it seems to me that the only
course open to Government is to legislate. *

ExcLosurE.—Letter to the Sub-Collector.

AN AN AR AAAAAAN AN AN A AL .

Rusorurion—No. 143, dated 5th May 1897.

The Government Pleader’s letter first read above gvill be submitted to Govern-
ment with reference to its order Mis. No. 1093 of 24th February 1897.

9. As already observed in paragraph 2 of the Board’s Proceedings disposed of
in Government Order, No. 1198, dated 2nd March 1897, the Government Pleader
states that the High Court’s present ruling on the subjeet of the non-liability to water-
rate of lands irrigated by the involuntary flow of water cannot be modified on review
or otherwise, and that his attempts to have the matter referred to a Full Bench have
also proved fruitless. e adds that the learned Judges of the High Court suggested
that the shortest way of remedying any evils arising from the present interpretation
of the law would be to amend the law itself.

8. The Board will now proceed to give briefly the circumstances which led up
to the present litigation, and will then suggest the remedies to be adopted for obviat-
ing the effect of the present ruling. The papers now dealt with refer to the Kistna
and Gédévari deltas, but the question of the power to levy water-cess is one of
general applicability.

4. (a) At the time of the original settlement of the Gédévari and Kistna dis-
tricts, the assessment of ryotwari larfls of all kinds was determined independently
of irrigation, which was to be separately charged for by a uniform water-rate. If a
ryot made an application for water which was granted, his field was registered as wet,
and remained as such until he filed a relinquishment of the water. ‘When water was
so relinquished, the land was again entered in the accounts as dry and water-rafe
was levied only if the ryot used Government water.

(6)*In fasli 1294 (1884-85) the holders of certain dry inam lands in the
Kistna distriet grew a kind of wet paddy (called * Tiruvarangam”’), which was
cown broadcast and irrigated by means of the surplus water of the wet fields above.
According to the practice of the district they were charged Rs. 2 per acre or half
the full rate of water-tax, owing to the uncertain character of the irrigation. They
thereupon filed a suit for the refund of the water-tax alleging that they had neither
applied for nor voluntarily used the drainage water, which flowed into their lands
from the fields higher up, and they pleaded that the water had been supplied against
their will and that the crops grown on the lands had also been damaged by the over-
flow. The Distriet Munsif found that the paddy crop grown on the lands could not
come to maturity by rain water alene, but nevertheless decreed in favour of the plain-
tiffs, holding that they had not voluntarily used the drainage water, and that they
had sustained loss by the involuntary flow. In reversing the above decision on
appehl, the District Judge, Mr. Mackenzie, observed that on a proper construction of
Act VII of 1865 the plaintiffs must be taken fo have either been supplied with or
used Government water, and that Government had the right to levy water-rate,
whother the water used came to the plaintiffs’ fields against their will or on their
application. A second appeal was thereupon preferred to the High Court, which
reversed the District Court’s judgment, and vestored that of the District Munsif. The
Hon’ble the Judges observed that the preamble and section 1 of the Act, read together,
disclosed only an intention that those who obtained a supply from Government
irrigation works on application or who used the water thereof in view to deriving
increased profit, should be liable to pay the water-cess, that the use contemplated
by the Act must.be a voluntary use whether preceded by an application or not, and
that the law pre-supposed a freedom either to take or to refuse the water.

(¢) Mr. Arundel, who was at that time the Collector of Kistna, pointed
out that the ordinary method of irrigation in Kistna was to take the water from field
fo field in a system of terraces, and the High Court’s judgment, which allowed a
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free option to ryots in th
Sikistdevabio losrzo ¢ renvemem ntl:téer of use of Government water, was lik
sionts..decliniag 40 bave watsr overnment ; for the ryots ha d’ me:]l ely to entail
:oilrraoed series was irrigated on :I;g amofg’ i, s, 8 th “PPer?n{)stto ffii 1?(1 o i
e
the fields below would, under the ggw :fllloii; £ the.owner thereof, the owne:: o;
)

s ; ;
oliarge, bossusa they could have. o, option of receive their supply of water free

 that ei : g 3
either an appeal might be preferred to the Prf:rl;%%‘:ﬁcﬂ Mr. Arundel suggested

the judgment obtained i - :
Bench of the High C:urtm 2 8freshalcase by getting the quest(;:;;l l;_e‘;"“Sldemtlon of
Act VII of 1865 mi h. an alternative course he pro d eferred to:{. Full

ght be altered by an amending proposed that the wording of

thought that in i J i

for nor used the water in vi
: ¢ n view to profit, it
judgment ; but, at . L 1t was unnecessary t :
ting R thi:tomthz mm:hla:et}:sested Mr. Arunde{ tg ::zlz(t?:haltlli’eaecitfwnt 0? -
Hetotitad b the urts cases in which ryot 6ok ot Hie
%e oha.rge.y The ;gi,er:a w)ergozuﬁfnzﬂzr :(1’1 to their hnds,oczhg-lsl&dh?g rfa"%‘ pee
s the G : B ABULY OF
(Government Order, No. 932, dated 18th §T nglx;&rg nle§18t9;vho R gith Yﬂ?e

A,
o~

d) In later suits of th

decided in favour of the plainti e same nature, filed in 1892, the Di

% ‘th - e plaintiffs, but the District s the Distric
e deficiency of rainfall in fasli 1300, th;u;vgt‘cl;:gx:txfi(:inga%n ’

tiffs’ fields did in fact
save the cro
remanded the case ps. But on second :
destion whether :het:e tﬁ:dLgev;er Courts for the submissionasfpzalc’lo;heﬁnﬂ!gh i
the levy of water-rate. Sh vnh:n;'Oluntary use of the water, such a: ding on the
referred to in clause (4) ; b ephard, J., ‘remarked that acco’rd'm would justify
above, the question to be considered in sﬁclfo tie danisiof

- i ; ha e used th (3()py ) ‘ .8 remand
. eamed

* Government Order, Mis. No. 4 Judge’ i ¥,

- y . No. 4358, Re udge’s observat i

dated 2nd November 1895. VERU®  to Government ’l:’: z}lgwt liiecalf:cappt f i
essity for

I i L legislation i
however, awaited the final decision of the Higis ngft ;xli :}}11: c:lsaétter;l -G.v;mmema
and in the mean-

time called for information fro
ot of reveliﬁe i m the Collectors of Gdddvari and Kistna as to the

ppeal thtt a4
at O\Vin »
flowed to th:a pla.in%

(¢) With reference to the abo

i bkt b ; e above remand order the Distri

the upse ) ; n:tdt;eortefdenizd increased profits from the usel 50;' 121;“;1 l:rlgte L

Sl llorrid e e:l:emds:;d trzel:iav;; beﬁan voluntary. The High ?J:;r: I;icthgt
- : ve e District Judge’ Accord-

‘I’Iogr{r’l?l?ﬁi]‘é%%mﬁnt&ﬁoyemment observed that the Illlig%f godxf:triid T

sl e St o k& e o't oty

i ; a i ;
Order, Mis, No. 1446, dated Oth Aprilelgégg;.mn was not called for (vide Govemmenst’;

Int i 3

Judge u?held tg: s “";“’h forms the subject of the present reference, the Distri
was likely to have bvy % tevmter-tax by Government, as he found that ,th llgtﬂ?t
bt the High Court h?:ll; . hai lt)g' the Government water which flowed over ehig al;ntéff
hihidi A fhamiuy of. vk VIEII‘G was no supply by Government or use by th £
desivid & et from th “of 1865 and that the mere fact that th plainiif
o Sotton i ; e water, did not render him liable to wate e e

ption in the matter of excluding the water from his lands r-rate, if he had had

b As it has ;
ander Act VII of 1865 2:9111334?1'11“0'@ that Government, cannot levy water;rat
e B e lglcgated by involuntary flow of water, the LR
Hast B wbided:  One of ‘:‘ﬁ“e; which must be the logical result of this mlquestmn
system of levying a se t eﬁ:ursﬂs open to Government is to replace the i L
assessment OI; all in.ipa:a de AU fo.r water by the imPOSition of a consolid etxetlstmg
cffect: e bt E:g 1fands as in other districts. A suggestion to lﬂ? bwet
o i Mik Mo L dao ector of G6ddvari in his letter recorded in G S oics

, Mis. No. , dated 9th April 1896. Ie observed that the qz::&t::ex;;

&
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might lie over until the principles on which the district is
finally determined.” In it8 Proceedings, No. 43, Revenue
1896, submitting proposals for the resettlement of
ded that the system of levying a consolidated

t might be introdiiced in the case (a) of all lands from which, owing to
w level, Government water cannot be excluded and which are therefore unfit
cultivation, and (b) of all lands which have for five years been continuously
The Government had previously approved of the proposal to
in respect of lands falling under class (), but
upon the whole scheme. 1If the above change in
be approved and extended to the

legislating in the matter
to be resettled have been
Settlement, dated 12th March

that district, the Board h.as recommen

for dry ion,
under wet cultivation.

levy & congolidated wet assessment
orders have not yet been received
the method of calculating the Government assessment
delta taluks of the Kistna district also, the dificulty caused by the operation of the
High Court’s recent ruling will disappear in respect of the vast majority of Govern-
ment ryotwari lands in the deltas; for, when consolidated wet rates are introduced,
the Water-cess Act VII of 1865 will cease to be applicable and the Civil Court’s
jurisdiction to adjudicate on questions relating to the rates of assessment will be

susted under section 58 of Act IT of 1864. Inconvenience will, however, continue to
be caused in the case of lands registered as dry and of inam and zemindari lands, not

only in Géddvari and Kistna, but also in all other districts, and this can be remedied

only by resort to legislation. _ :
6. As pointed out by Mr. Arundel in paragraphs 15 to 91 of his letter printed in

Government Order, No. 932, dated 18th November 1889, legislation in the direction
] f actual use of Government water,

of authorizing the levy of water-rate in cases 0 .
ily or otherwise, will only be in consonance with the rules which
f Act VII of 1865 and

obtained in the Gédévari and Kistna deltas before the passing of 2 :
with the concessions allowed under the orders of the Government of India and the

Secretary of State after that Act had come into force.

7. On the question of logislation, Mr. Arundel thought it sufficient to insert a
clause % whether with or without the consent of the proprietor or tenant ”’ between
the words ¢ whenever » and « water ” occurring in section 1 of the Act and to adopt

the following as the preamble to the amending Act :—

« Whereas it is necessary 0 prevent & frandulent use of the option that has been allowed by
Government in the rules under Act VIL of 1860 to take or refuse water for irrigation, it
is hereby enacted as follows”.

The Board considers that this slight amendment would not suffice for the purpose

contemplated. In the first place, the latter part of the preamble requires to be
the words  fit return » and ¢ inereased profits ” occur-

modified by the amendment of etu 3 ' oce
ring therein ; for the G6d4vari District Assoeiation urged 1% as one of the objections
to the recent enhancement of the water-rate that the Government had more than re-
couped its outlay on the anicut works. Though the preamble toa legislative enactment
canmot restrict the scope of the enacting words, it seems desirable to amend the words
above referred to in view to avoid causing any possible misapprehension.

Secondly, the initial clause of section 1 chould be amplified so as to authorize
the levy of water-rate in cases of irrigation by overflow from cha ;
higher up ; and it should also be made clear that water-rate may be charged in cases
of actual use of water, whether voluntarily or otherwise, and irrespective of any
benefit derived therefrom. ' :

Thirdly, the clause additional to any land assessment that may be leviable on
tho said land as unirrigated or punjah,” which occurs in the same section, is mis-
Jeading, and should either be struck out or suitably amended ; for doubts arise as to

evy of a charge for second crop on single crop wet

(1) whether the Act permits the 1
inam and zemindary lands irrigated from Government sources, and (2) whether water-
rate is leviable for the irrigation of semindari and inam lands from a Government source

when such lands are entered in the proprietors’ accounts as * wet "', but as depending
upon other sources not interfered with by Government works and are not included in the
mamul wet area for which Government is bound to supply irrigation free of separate

charge (vide praviso to section 4 of the Act).
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8. The Board takes this i :
| Eﬁﬁ’afew other Q“Egﬂﬂhonsopﬁgmlmw to submit, for the consideration of Govern-

b >

e .

mmpphed, or used ; g TR Y vy of water-

18 supplied or used for purposes of i : rate onl

- nsed for other purposes, e.g., for i;fiwmt?' . In cases where water g:ul;)enli:; t::
‘ : 9+ 0T Indigo vats, the charge to be made by Govgrnment

' 'ﬁwpﬁjﬁgsﬁﬂmgf R March 1885, and No. 513
ing and storing surface drai ands irrigated in ryotwari villages by
- cut off : ‘ ralnage wate ; ryotwari villages by
 from Qﬁa’g;e supply to a Government source .0 such a way as to cut off, or tend to

.y ;‘v.“‘l"J";"’k».?-"?r ;ntirﬁgaﬁo“ 'WM‘k i1l il by using water Obtain dl j perc i
. Tho coss - also imposed.in case i which et o1 0eTed i consan Tl
 from natural streams, which are not precarious in their papr, - |L25% are irrigated
o ,1?; regular irrigation (Board’s Progeedin;sns in their nature, but afford a full Sga 1
o ':gk?ilmeﬂffwﬁtenmte in such ml::‘:m;g: t;houlg gﬁ embodied in the Azt 108“1):
10 take a share of the produce i ! ough the general ri & Orow
) Oiwil Conrte, thew haok &g the shape of wet asee SN o $he Crowp
. coparato ot 8 e srbaccion 0 adjudioae on tho right of Gorermament v lovy
' grhgf 1865)—vide tie I’Emul!:ima:;‘:1;».;;,1-.(:{f thegm wer conferred by a slf:cni::nlegr:azm(:;x;{
. Indian Law Reports, 12, Madras, puge 407 of the High Court's judgment printed

_ (iii) Further difficulties ari

Government has obvi . - proprietor cone
Ty e oy vt ) s etk s oot
ﬁm proportion he is entitled to, ?h!" dt ¢ proprietor utilizes a lar. cr suppl ‘tbau;
greater extent than in the Govern ;:éﬂal‘ges the wet cultivation ingﬁig e&gé to a
% accorclng to the opinion of a f ent tracts benefited by the work, the Government
Tate on the excess area 5o irriga geg,m" Government Pleader, entitled to char, ‘ernwater-
thﬂ imposition of water-tax, 1t is The Government Plead’er observed that %: justify
~ owners of the river or wo;-’k { ecessary that the Government should be the sole
 sufficient that the water which o £ U2 Tom which water is taken, and that it is
was entitled to draw from such has been supplied or used was what the Government
by mﬁlpﬂrsonn without the sources and which therefore could not have been taken
tter printed at page 10 of Bpme’miﬂ?‘m of Government (vide paragraphs 6 to 8 of the
Board considers that the Aetgpmnsﬂ, No. 719, dated 29th December 1893).
bt :ster-tux in such cases - may be amended 80 as to clearly confer a right to
~ (iv) The second secti £ :
‘ bl section provides that arrears of water-cess may be realized in

the same manner as arrears
e manner ‘“‘f rears of land revenue, Clear provisions may be introduced on
e o

. fx

relating to the

v 18 95313&;%!9@‘ ) ent (Board’s Proceedings, No, 383, Settloment,

realisation of water-rate payable to Government ;
r the tenant is a land-ho! sieuiti of seotion 1.0,

AN AN AR

‘Revesvg), No. 143, 5t May 1897. 9

. . The Board requests that the necessary

i ason T ot to commence.
qutgi si”;g!}gxi:;ﬁt?cﬁ Public Works Dapartment for putting in hand the
;:‘;o . ozxtansx%ns at an early date. ’ :

; certain le tors which have been separately disposed of, the Collector of
0. In ce \tly reported that the District Judge has confirmed certain decisions
of he h’;"‘ma Mﬁh’if of Bipatla, disallowing the right of Government to charge
i 2 ¢ m‘i sation by involuntery flow, and that, in view of the recent decision
St the Tigh 0 se in preferring second appeals. There can be no

shes ot there 18 1O W be
of the glih a?ofﬁ:’h: has now been interpreted, the orders passed by the District
_g,?lubt - a.r: ot. and the Board has therefore accepted the Collector’s eonclusion and
hﬁ%:fo@gdhi’mawwdinglys .

S L  (True Copy and Extract.)”

(Signed) R. C. C. CARR,
Secretary.

.

PN

To the Secretary to Government, Rovenue Department,
zth copies of Board’s Proceedings, No. 952, dated
15th November 1888, ant No. 719, dated 29th December
1893, and with the enclosure to the Collector’s letter No. 485,
" " dated 26th February 1807, in original (to be returned).
., Collector of Kistna with judgment and decrees returned.
”

Collector of Gédavars. d
Copy to the Bettlement Depgxft;nent. o

-
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